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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND 
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Case No. 50-2009CA040800:XXXXMBAG 

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, 

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, 

PARTS 
V. 

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

Defendants/Counter-Plaintiff. 
________________ ./ 

PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT JEFFREY EPSTEIN'S APPENDIX OF 
DOCUMENTS IN SUPPORT OF HIS REVISED OMNIBUS MOTION IN LIMINE 

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Jeffrey Epstein ("Epstein") files this Appendix of Documents 

in support of his revised Omnibus Motion in Limine: 

No. Date Document 
1 1/5/11 Epstein's Motion to Amend Complaint (D.E. 195) 

2 4/9/09 Plaintiff's Motion to Strike References to Non-Prosecution 
Agreement or, in the Alternative, to Lift Protective Order 
Barring Jane Doe's Attorneys from Revealing Provisions in the 
Agreement (D.E. 32); Jane Doe v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case 
No. 9:08-cv-80893-KAM 

3 4/17/09 Plaintiff's First Amended Complaint (D.E. 38) 
Jane Doe v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 9:08-cv-80893-KAM 

4 4/30/09 Jeffrey Epstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 148, 151-
152); E.W. v. Jeffrey Epstein; 15th Judicial Circuit Case No. 50-2008-
CA-028058-XXXX-MB 
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No. Date Document 
5 6/19/09 Plaintiff's Motion for Injunction Restraining Fraudulent 

Transfer of Asserts, Appointment of a Receiver to Take Charge 
of Property of Epstein, and to Post a $15 Million Bond to Secure 
Potential Judgment (D.E. 165); Jane Doe 2 v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. 
Fla. Case No. 08-cv-80119-MARRA/JOHNSON 

6 11/5/09 Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion for Injunction, etc. (D.E. 400) 
Jane Doe 2 v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 08-cv-80119-
MARRA/JOHNSON 

7 7/22/09 Letters from Edwards re depositions 

8 7/27/09 Complaint (D.E. 1) 
L.M v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 9:08-cv-81092-KAM 

9 NIA Court Docket 
L.M v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 9:08-cv-81092-KAM 

10 8/11/09 Re-Notices of Taking Videotaped Deposition of Donald Trump 
8/24/09 Jane Doe v. Jeffrey Epstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 9:08-cv-80893-KAM 

11 8/10/09 Plaintiff's Request for Entry Upon Land (D.E. 143) 
E.W. v. Jeffrey Epstein; 15th Judicial Circuit Case No. 50-2008-CA-
028058-XXXX-MB 

12 8/24/09 Epstein's Motion for Protective Order Regarding Depositions of 
Lawrence Visoski and David Hart Rogers (D.E. 159) 
L.M v. Jeffrey Epstein; 15th Judicial Circuit Case No. 50-2008-CA-
028051-XXXX-MB 

13 11/3/09 Article: South Florida Sun-Sentinel - Scott Rothstein 's 
investment deals seemed too good to be true 

14 11/6/09 Article: New Times Broward-Palm Beach -Scott Rothstein: The 
Jeffrey Epstein and Bill Clinton Ploy 

15 11/9/09 Verified Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem (D.E. 1) 
United States of America v. Scott W. Rothstein (Forfeiture Action); 
S.D. Fla. Case No. 0:09-CV-61780-WJZ 

16 11/12/09 Article: South Florida Sun-Sentinel - FBI doubts Rothstein ran a 
Ponzi scheme alone 
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No. Date Document 
17 11/20/09 Complaint (without exhibits) (D.E. 3) 

Razorback Funding, LLC v. Rothstein 
17th Jud. Cir. Case No. 062009CA062943AXXXCE 

18 11/23/09 Amended Verified Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem (D.E. 14) 
United States of America v. Scott W. Rothstein (Forfeiture Action); 
S.D. Fla. Case No. 0:09-CV-61780-WJZ 

19 11/23/09 Article: South Florida Sun-Sentinel- You're in a town full of 
thieves 

20 11/24/09 Article: The Miami Herald - Feds: Scott Rothstein Ponzi scheme 
paid salaries at law firm 

21 11/25/09 Amended Complaint (without exhibits) (D.E. 12) 
Razorback Funding, LLC v. Rothstein 
17th Jud. Cir. Case No. 062009CA062943AXXXCE 

22 12/1/09 Information (D.E. 1) 
United States v. Rothstein; S.D. Fla. Case No. 0:09-cr-60331-JIC 

23 12/7/09 Complaint (without exhibits) (D.E. 5) 

24 6/30/17 Affidavit of Jeffrey Epstein (D.E. 931) 

25 11/10/17 Bradley J. Edwards' Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 
163-164, 166, 227-229, 259-260, 276-278, 321-322, 338-
339) 

26 3/23/10 Bradley J. Edwards' Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 
112, 116-117, 123-125, 230-231) 

27 10/10/13 Bradley J. Edwards' Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 
205) 

28 7/26/09 Email from Pricilla Nascimento to Scott Rothstein 
8/13/09 Email from Bradley J. Edwards to Priscilla Nascimento 
10/23/09 Email from Ken Jenne to Scott Rothstein 

29 6/14/12 Scott Rothstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 23-
26, 52-53) 
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No. Date Document 
30 12/12/11 Scott Rothstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 59-62); 

Razorback Funding, LLC v. Rothstein; 17th Jud. Cir. Case No. 
062009CA062943AXXXCE 

31 12/21/11 Scott Rothstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (p. 2278) 
Razorback Funding, LLC v. Rothstein; 17th Jud. Cir. Case No. 
062009CA062943AXXXCE 

32 3/17/10 Jeffrey Epstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 13-14, 19-
20, 23, 25-26, 28-34, 36-39, 48-55, 57, 59-60, 62-69, 73-74, 76-80, 
83-88, 90-95, 116-123) 

33 11/9/17 Edwards' Amended Exhibit List (D.E. 1043) 

34 11/15/17 Epstein's Objections to Edwards' Amended Exhibit List 
(D.E. 1058) 

35 11/9/17 Edwards' Seventh Amended and Supplemental Witness List 
(D.E. 1042) 

36 1/25/12 Jeffrey Epstein's Deposition Transcript Excerpts (pp. 19-21) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that the foregoing document has been furnished to the attorneys listed on the 
Service List below on November 21, 2017, through the Court's e-filing portal pursuant to Florida 
Rule of Judicial Administration 2.516(b)(l). 

Jack Scarola 

LINK & ROCKENBACH, PA 
1555 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard, Suite 301 
West Palm Beach, Florida 33401 
(561) 727-3600; (561) 727-3601 [fax] 

By: Isl Scott J. Link 
Scott J. Link (FBN 602991) 
Kara Berard Rockenbach (FBN 44903) 
Angela M. Many (FBN 26680) 
Primary: Scott@linkrocklaw.com 
Primary: Kara@linkrocklaw.com 
Primary: Angela@linkrocklaw.com 
Secondary: Tina@linkrocklaw.com 
Secondary: Troy@linkrocklaw.com 
Secondary: Tanya@linkrocklaw.com 
Secondary: Eservice@linkrocklaw.com 

Trial Counsel for Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
Jeffrey Epstein 

SERVICE LIST 

Nichole J. Segal 
Searcy, Denny, Scarola, Barnhart & Shipley, P.A. 
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard 

Burlington & Rockenbach, P.A. 
Courthouse Commons, Suite 350 
444 West Railroad A venue West Palm Beach, FL 33409 

mep@searcylaw.com 
jsx@searcylaw.com 
scarolateam@searcylaw.com 
Co-Counsel for Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff 
Bradley J. Edwards 
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West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
njs@FLAppellateLaw.com 
kbt@FLAppellateLaw.com 
Co-Counsel for Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff 
Bradley J. Edwards 
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mailto:Angela@linkrocklaw.com
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Bradley J. Edwards Marc S. Nurik 
Edwards Pottinger LLC Law Offices of Marc S. Nurik 
425 N. Andrews Avenue, Suite 2 One E. Broward Boulevard, Suite 700 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301-3268 Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301 
brad@epllc.com marc@nuriklaw.com 
staff.efile@pathtojustice.com Counsel for Defendant Scott Rothstein 
Co-Counsel for Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff 
Bradley J. Edwards 

Jack A. Goldberger 
Atterbury, Goldberger & Weiss, P.A. 
250 Australian A venue S., Suite 1400 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
j goldberger@agwpa.com 
smahoney@agwpa.com 
Co-Counsel for Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
Jeffrey Epstein 
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P.lalntiff; 

IN· ·THI: GJRCUlT -COURT ·OF THE 
FIFTEEN'rH JUDICIAL ClROUli':t:N AND ·FOR 
·PAt.:M:'BEAGH COUNTY. •FLORIDA . .. . , . . .. 

Complex litigation, Fla. R. ·c~v .. Pro. 1.201 
CASE NO. 

O'fi~ -r·• o·-\1'\NV·ua 50 2009:C,\O), ·ib :,i : .MM·~' '• • -
. . 

SCOTT ROTH$1"~1N.,.indivldi.Jally., .. 
BRA.Qh:$1' J.:EPWARDS, 'indlvitfuany, and 
~JVI., fridMd:aaUy; 

Plaln.tlff, 

: understgned; afu>me.ys, files this action. again.st Defendants, SCOTT ROTHSTF;IN, 

fndividua'Uy.; :BRADLEY J. EDWARbS;.indivld1:1ally-, and L,M,, lnoMduaUy. Accordingly, 

~PST!;JN:states: 

SUMMARY OF ACTION 

Attorney Scott Ro!nsteln aided by other :faw.yers and employees at. the ffrm 

of Rothstein, Ro-s·enfeldt, and Adler, P.A. for personal greed and.enrichment, In betrayal 

of th~.ethlca~. le:gal and fiduciary duties to·their owh client~ and ,professional obligations 

fo the administration of Justtce, deliberately eai;faged In a pattern of racketeering that 

Jnvolved·a -stagg~nng series of gravely serious obstructions of justice, actlonable frauds, 

and the orchestration and .conducting of egrei:J'ious clvll litigation abuses that re~ulted -in 

profoundly serious Injury to J_eft:~Y Epstein on~ of s_everal targets of t~_elr misconduct 

Ii 

r 
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·Epstein v. 'RRA,-et al . 
. Page.2 •. 

and olliers. Rothstein ·and RRA's fraud had no. boundary; Rothstein and his co­

¢n~plrators fo~ad Federal coi.Jit orders arid opinions. Amongst the violations of ·law 

thal.are·tha -subject: Qf this lawsult 0are :the marketing Of non~.exlstent:.Epstein -i:;~ttlements 

,~n.d the -sanmtonih9- -of' a serl~s • of depositions :that were -unrelated to any prlnclpled 

li!lgaflon purpose but instead designed to discover extran·eous private inforrnatlon about 

.. 'Ep:sfui·n or hls· pers·onal and b.tisln-ess ·asso-ctates (including well-known public figures) In 

,.,pfdeno,detrand investors and s~ppqrt ext:Qrtlonate demands for payment ·trom Epstein. 

T)he misconduct featured· the. fllfng of .legal motions and t~e pursuit of· a ctvll Utlgatlon 

sirafegy that wa~ unretatecno the ,merlts- or :value.,ofiheir clients• cases anc:.l, Instead, 

had as its Improper purpose·tbe furthering of Rothsieln's rrilsrepre·~eli~ations ·and -deceit 

ttrJhird party Investors. As a result, Epstein w.es subject to abus1ve Investigatory tactics, 

~nprlhc.lpled medta attackstand unsupportable legal.filings. Thfs la)N'sult rs flied and will 

·be vlg~nou:s1y =pursued .agarn·st all these· defendants.. The 'Rothstein racketeering 

ent~rpdse ende1;1Vore'd ''to ¥ijnipromlse 'the oore v.aiues of both slate and feder:at Justice 

·5.y-~!Eims·,in South Fior.ftl~f afld':to,vlndlca~e the hardworking and :honest lawyers and their 
, 

clie~ts who were adversely affected by the misconduct that Is the subject of this 

Complaint. 

Plalnliff reserves 'the tight· to add ,addltlonal defendants - .co-conspirators as the 

f;acrts· a·nd evidence Is .developed· . 

. GENERAL ALLEt;ATO.NS 

·1. Tiils is an action for damages In e~oess of $1'6;000.00, exclusive costs, irterestj 

and attorneys' fees, 

}, 
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'Ep~teln v. R~ .. et-al. 
=Page 3 

. 2. Plalritlff, ~st~IN, Is a~ adult-an·d currently is re~lding and works in Palm Beach 

:County,. Florida. 

3·. Defendant, SCOTT ROTHSTEIN ("ROTHSTEIN"), ·1s an individual residing in 

Broward ·county; .Flortda, .and was Ucensed to practice law in the State of Flortda. In 

.,Nov.e.:mber;20.0~:. 'ROTH.STElN voliJhtarlly .tellnqulshed _his law-license· In the·,mtdst of the 

:fmplc)sfpfr,of RP'tfi~*l[n, Roitertfeldt.and, AdJer;· :P,A. :('!RRA"). 'He was dlsbatred by .the 

Flbrl<:fa Supr(lma qourt ·on November 20, 2009; Oh December 1. 2009, :ROi"ff$TElN 

·wa.s ~rrested' and arralgned·ln Federal Court In Broward County, Florida; 

·4·. At- a1l :tlmy5 reievant hereto, ROTHSTEIN -was the managing partner and-CEO of 

RRl.i.. 

'5.: .Oefeadarit, ROTHSTEIN and Stuart Rosenfeldt, are and were =the principal 

'¢W)'.ler~:ofe:qtiify:fn RRA and-each co-fo.unded.RRA. 

6. Defen:dant, B:RAOLEY J. EDWARDS ("EDWARP9') •. is an lndivldual r~.siding In 

Browa·rd =county~ •Fibrida and Is licensed to practice law i'n the State of· Florida. At all 

·ttmes. relevant hereto,,· EDWARDS was an employee, agent, associ~te, partner, 

' • s.t;1areholder;,,and/or otherr.~presentatlve-of RRA. 

•?· ·nere.ndan1: L,M.·{"~.M."):i is an--lridlvidual- residing in Palm ,B~ach ,County, Florida. 

At all times relevant hereto, L.M. was represented by --RRA, ROTHSTEIN and 

E:DWARD.S in a civil lawsuit against Epste1n and was an essential participant ·In the 

scheme referenced infra by, among other things, substantially changfng prior sworh 

testimony, so- as to assist the Defendants ,in promotin!J their fraudulent scheme for the 

I 
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Epsleln • v. 'RRA. et aJ. 
P.age=4 

' . . 

.promise of ,a tnultl~mllilon dollat recovery relative to the CiVil Actions= (defined· b'eloW) 

ln~9M~!fEPsteln, Which was completely 01:Jt of proportlon·to-her alleged· dQmag~s-. 

,8,, Non~party., R.RA Is a Florida Profes·sJon·al Service Corp.oration, with ~ .prittcipal 

a'dtlre6$•of 401 East Las Oles.Blvd., ·suite 1650, Fort Lauderdale, =Fl,. 3.340t :ln=,ei.dditlon 

;to its 'prlr,iolp:a1- -offic.e, RRA also maintained seven offices In Florida,· New York, ,artd 

've:nezueJa. and· ·employed over 70 attorneys and 200 ·s~ p:port staff. RRA also maintains 

iio,-o'ff}ci=f ~,, 1409. NF··2d Street, Hailendaie Beach; --F-lortda ,33-009-8'p15i RRA, through 

Its -'3ttomays, ·Including thos.e named as i;:>efendants herein.' cq:rndpcted· ·buslhi:>!3'S 

throughol;lt. FlorJda, and relevant to this action, conoucted busloij~s and filed lawsuits on 

gehaif of clients ·in Palm Beach County, Florida. (RRA Is curra-r:illy a deb.tor In 

•• 11?,~nkraptcy. ·RRA is not named as a Defendant). 

FACtUAL AllEGATI_C>NS 

:ft Th~ United: Stat~s in:Unlted"States· of Af!1e~b~:.-v., S'coft W~ ~cithstein, -C!:1se No . 

. 0~"6t)331:CR:.Cohri; United States District Court, Southern -District of Florida; has 

brought an -action for Racketeering Conspiracy, ~8 U.-RC. § 1se·2(r;f)· against SbQtt W . 
.. 

Rothstein who was the chief executive officer and chairman of ·RRA. Within the 

info.tmatlon which was filed, the United States o'f·Amarlca has Identified the enterprlse 

~s be}h~ llie law =firm, RRA, through which Rothstein In conjunction with "hls co­

'.ctinspltators·•, (hot yet Identified by the USA) engaged in the pattern of racketeering 

··through its base of operation at tna offices of RRA from sometime In 2005 up through 

and continuing Into November of 2009. Throu·gh various criminal activities, lncludin~ 

mall fraud, wir~ fraud •anq money. laundering, the United States of America asserts that 

• i 
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.. 

Rothstein: ·ancl his co-conspirators unlawfully. obta~ned approximately $1.~ ·oilli'oli from 

investors by 'fraud In ,conneot1on with a Ponzi scheme. The USA farther alleges- that 

""Rothstein and co-conspirators initiated the criminal conduct alleged In the instant 

lnf6tr.t,atibn in. order -to per.sonally enrich then,s~lves and .to -su:ppteme:nt the lnooma end_ 

sust~i~ the dally operation·ofRRA.H In essenbe. ln"the.:ab.sen~of"Ro.thstel!'vand his,co-­

cons:plr-ators-conouet1n·g the P~>1:izl scheme) the daliy-o~ii~tlon 6f-i{~R?\, Whleh-iMJuded 

p~yroll {t:ompen$ation to lawyersi staff, ,1nvestlgatora., ~to.), acoounts pay./:itile Including 

unllmtted Improper, harassing and . potential _ illegal lnvestlg.altor:i on cases, in·cJudlng 

Ep.stein~relafod 'matters, would in all likelihood would not have been ·sustalrtf.!ble. A copy 

bf fh:~ ltifot:matl()n,Js-attached as·Exhibit 1 tb:this,a~icn. 

·to. As more fully s·et .for-th hEHein, RRA held· itself out a:s· ·le~mmatefy and properly 

. engaging In fhe practi'ce o.f-law. In reality, ROTHSTEJN· and others 'In RRA were· -using 

RRA to-market lnve:stments. as described·bek~w;-.so as to bilk investors-out ofhuhdreds 

of mrmons ·of dollars. ROTHSTE1N and others In RRA· d:evised an elaborate plan 

through which were sold pL!'rported confidential· asslgnments. of a structured· pay--out 

. settlemettts, supposedly reached on behalf of RRA for cltants, -in exchahge for 

·immerliate paymenfs to-these clients.of-a dlscoun.ted lump,sum amount. lnvesto-rswere 

being promised lh excess of a 30% return-on their Investment whlcti'was to be paid out 

to the investors ·over time. While some of the cases relled upon to Induce Investor 

funding .Were axis.ting .·filed ·cases, It is be_lieved that the confid~ntial,. structured pay-out 

settlements: were •i:l-11 ·fabrlcated. . .. 

:i 
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Epstatn v. RRA, et al, 
Page6 

.. 

1 ~. Based an medfa reports, Federal ~ureau of hwestig·atton (F=BI) press 

conferences Elfl~•rele~s~.s and -~!3 lrlfoFrn:atlon,the·:masslve Ponzi ·scheme ahd pattern of 

criminal activity m~;:3nt to fore lnvestors.'began sohiatfme In 2005 and continued.thrc\Jah 

the,~atf of ·2009; .when the sef.ieme was uncovered·'bY some-of the Investors atld the FBI.. 

As of .Nbvernhe't of 2009,. -cMI lawsuits were and tx1r:ttinue to be filed ergainst various 

·1~arendants--as:result of their·nlas.sfv.e.fraucll~l:ent .anq !:rlmlnal scheme. 

12·. This fraudult:irit and 111!;\:gal Investrnent scheme ls.also evicle.nced by the filing of. 

Amet,ded-Gomplc,1int-For Dfssalutlon And. For Emergency Tran$feror' (?01p.orate Powers 

to Stuart A. Rosenfeldt, br, In The Altef(lative, For the AppoJntment::of A- Custodian or 

Receiver by ROSENF-ELDT, a,nd HRA, against ROTHSTEIN~ indlvldtia]ly, {C.ate No. 09 

'05~301, In the Circuit ·Cmurt of the S.eventeenth. Judicial Circuit, Broward County, 

Florida, Cofl'iplex Boslness· Div.); ·(lierelnaffer "R~ dissolution .action, and· attached 
1;.· 

J,-ei'~to:as :~hl'b.itt2);; 

13. Plafntiff references the RAA dissolution action for the sole ,purpose that It 

•a'cknoWledg~s that RRA· and ROTHSTEIN were i:n f~ct conducting an ntagal" and· 

Improper Investment. 'Or PonZl scheme based on promises· of fihariclal retums from 

,settlements or ;outcomes of supposed legal G\Ctlon~. ,Including the actions brough1 

against Plaintiff EPSTEIN. The RRA dlss~lution action ·alleges ini part that -

'\ROTHSTEIN, the ·managing ·partner and CEO of the firm :(RRA), ·has, ac!;:ordlng to 

assertions of certain Investors, allegedly orchestrated a substantial misappropriation· of 

funds from lnv_estor trust accounts that made use of the law firm's name (RRA). The 

Investment busir'le$s created and operated by ROTHSTE-IN centered arour:id the sale of 

-.-
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l;psfoln -v.- RRA,-el al. 
Pa9e7 

interests in structured settlements." See Preliminary Statement of RRA dissolution 

·action,. Exhibit-? l[)~reto. 

14; :fn furth·erance of· the- scnemei RftA.'s le.tterhe~d =Wps- .us~d In communications 

-rega;td1ngdrni~stn;\'e.nt 9pp6fiti!;iilities, :in. ·pt.1rpt>'rtetf ·$bu'ctored, settlements. • RRNs trust 

accounhva·s used to-,depo·slt.ftundreds cif million$ of:dollars or wlte transfe.r of- monies 

from du,pciflnvestor.s,and otlier victims. RRA person.ally guaranteed pa_ymen1s. 

t5i -Rofnsteln's sdneme went so far as to manufacture raise. and frauct·ut:eht C,ourt 

o;pinfons/orders lnc:;Jadlng foraing ,'the signatures of U.S. -Olstrict Ju~ge1 .Kenneth A. 

;Marra-amd':U-.iS.,,Oir.cu1l't3oiJrt Juag~,-Si.Jsan,H; Black, 1·1'1h Cir.cult-in othen:ases, Ji.is not 

ye't known .If :tie 'forged slmilar·doooment$· m E:spteln related matters. "See:·Composlte ,,, ~ 

~hlbi.t 3 her:eto; •. 

16. The details of this fraudulent scheme are being reveal_ed on a dally basis through 

v~tious. m~ii;l rep.o,qs-.and court documents. The most recent estimate of the financial 

,scope:offf!e ;sdheiJ:le' fs:tbat.-rt-·exce:eds $1,2, -billion dollars. 

17.. RelevanHo.tnis-ijcitio1\, 'EPSTEl'N,is ourren'tly n~meq·as-a defen~ant'1n three civil' 

actlons alle.gf ng, inter alla~ sexual: assault and battery-that were ,handled by RRA arid Its 
,, 

attorneys i~citidlng EDWARDS prior to its Implosion - one of which -is flied· in federal 

:court (Jane Doe v. Epstein, Case No. OB~CIV-80893, U.S.D.C. S.D. Fla.)(Jane Doe ls a 

named Defendant ·herein}1 and two of which have bee_n filed In state court In the 1'5111 

Judlclal·Circuit•Court, .Palm·-s.each County, State of Florlda,.(L.M. v. Epstein, case No, 

5'02008CA028051XXXXMB AB; E.W. v. Epstein, Case/No. 5020080.A.028058X)O(XMB 

., 
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~psJeln·v; RAA,,etal;, 
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• ' 

A$}, (hefi3ifiiafter col1ee.fively referred to as the "Oivli Actions.· a·na ·t;M is :a ,n,am,~d 

:Defendant,herein); The Civil Actions were all filed In August and S·epte!'(ioet-of200B . 

. 18~ 'What Is clear is that a fraudulent and impr,oper Investment or Ponzl..soheme was 

irdact Gcihducted and operated by RRA and certain o.f the-. named ,Defendant~~ which 

·:s·the:me:di~ctly,,lmpacled EPSTEIN as.a named defendant:rn the·CMI Actions. 
.. 

• 1:Si, Mfam! ajtom~9.:.a'i'1tLdev.eibl>'BJ'.t Alan· Sako.WHzi was quoted lh a ·N0cvember -2009. 

:iift!Gll:Fasisayih!!rttiafJ:re h~d: m~t With ROTHSTEIN:as-a,pofentli!iH)1V;8Sto'f ln,AugiJst of 

20:0:9,.'out ,became· susplclous. He stated 111 was convinced it-W.as all a ·Ponzi S.·cheme 

a'od-1 notmed ihe i='B1 in detail now Scotty ROTHSTEIN_ was hldlrrg behind ·a leglflmaf~ 

law firm- to =ped.dle-.fa~e Investments." Attorney Sak□wltz was also quoted-as saying 

:ROTH.STEHN baclsophi$t1~t?d eavesdropping equipment and•form~r law-enforcement 

=officers Who woultf sift through ·a polentiat defendants' garbage lo.eking for dam.aging .. 

~vltfenca .to-:use. with investors··to :show hew potentiEJI tlefe.ndants ,~n.uld be· l.!'J ~sse!1'ce 
.. 

blackmailed Into· ,paying settlement that far exceeded the value of" any 'legftimate 
•, 

damage clal~. 

20. Pt Lauderdale a~omey William Scherer represents multiple "Rothstein related 

ii nv.e.stots. Hi:3 lil'dibated·•ln an articla-.that RRAfRo.thsteln had used (he "Epstein Pl~y .. , 

as ,a,-s[iQWplece as':bait. That-'-s the-way he raised .all the money. Ha would use ... cas£s 

as bait for luring rnvestors ltito fictlonal cases. All the cases he ailegedly structured 

were fictional. I d.bri't .believe there was a real one in there.'' In fac(, on November 201 

2'009; Wllllam Scherer, on behalf ·of certain clients, filed a 147 page Complaint against 

.ROTHSTEIN,· David Boden, Debra Villegas, Andr.ew .B~mett., TD ~ank, -N.A., Frank 
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•.. ' 
·Splnos't:i, Jennifer Kerstetter, Rosanne caretsky and Frank Preve asserUng various 

ailegations that further prove the massive Ponzi scneme behind the· RRA fa~ade; and 

:as ·0.f Nov~mbar 25~ 2009, ·a 249 page Amended Complafrit naming addltlonal 

:i)'ef~t1"tfo"NtS'W8SJite.etr ,. .... , . 

Z1! tri·adaijlo.n.-·and,:~pcil'l:'lnformEJtfo'n- ahd· belif3f., ]:tOTHSTEtN,· Pav.Id Boden:, Debbie 

VIiiegas,. Andrew Barnett, Michael Ftsten and Kenn:etJ:i Jenne •,Call employee's- of RRA) 

, -··thtougn. brokfff$ or middlemen would stage regutar. rpeetihgs during whf'eh false 

statements- w~re made about the number of cases/clients .that exlsted -or RRA had 

~gainst· EPSTE·IN and the valoe thereof. they=would show 8Dd snare actual case files . . 

,. trorn the .EP.$1:ElN· actions.with hedge fund man~g~rs. Thus, ·the .attomeys and client~ 
. 

have Walv~d any attorney~clle.nt .or work- p:roduct-prMlegesAhat- otherwise m_ay have ... . . 

•existed, 

2·2. Because potential investors were given access to 'So.me of the actual Civil Action 

• files, lr'IV~sfor-third partfes·may have· became aware of a name ,of an existing -P1aintiff 

WJio·tJti~"~led··a·nonymou$!Y ·a,g'~fnst ·e:pst~In·,artd had opposed dtsclosur~ of her legal 

.name~ 

·2-3. In all other Instances, by RRA, ROTHSTEIN ahd ,EDWARDS clafmi(Jg the need 

"for anonymity wtth regard· to existing or fabrlcated clients, they were able to effectively 

use initials, Jane Doe or other anonymous desfghatlons which was a key element in the 

'fralidu·lent scheme. Ffctltlous names could b~ .created to make the Investors belfeve 

many, o~~er cases existed against Epstein, 
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24. ,In each of RRA's Civil Actions, the Pll3lntlffs are or were ,re-pr-esented :by RRA and 

-~•;1:ntoriieys. ,ltioJudlng ROTHSTEIN. and :S)WARIJS. 

:2.5: fn addltle,n, iiWestors were -told that 111 additiol"I to the CMI Actions a·nother flfty 

(50).plos·ationymous'.feJ'nales-were repres·ante:d by R,AA; With the poten·tiat for hundreds 

:of milllo.!ls df ,dollars in se~emsnts; ·ijnd that RRA an(J-tfs attomeys·wpuld sue Epstein 

uhl~si"$ h$ paid exornltarit;.settlement amo:unts to protect h1s hi!l)h~profile friends. 

2-6. Upt>n information and be fief, EDWARDS ·knew. -or should have known that 

RO:PHS.TElN Wa$ utilizin·!l) RRA as a-front-for the ,massive Ponzi scheme and/or were 
-. 

,t-~llif.tg 'i=ltl·~.illeged iraterestot fnvestmacit in t!i9-Chtil .. Actkms,·(and ether claims) Involving 

_Epstein. 

• .27. Further evldet'lclng ·tnat EDWARDS (and ,possibly 'other attomeys of RRA) ·knew 

or sh_ould have· known and participated in the continuation of the massive Ponzi 

,scfie'me~ a front-page Parm· Beach Post·article; dated November 24, 2009, reported ,on 

·the re:ce_ht fifing of an arti"etided fort'eitti:re comp:la1nt by ptoscecutors against "dozens of 

ROTHSTEfN's :real. estate pre_p:eiti~s;. for$lgli :cars,. restaurants and other assets ..:. 

·,including $1:2:=roillion- l_n 'the Jawyers ,bank account In Mo.rocco, ~l1ons. with millions more 

donated to political ca'tilpalgmr and·charltable funds." The-article further reported that­

:Attomey Scott ROTHSTEIN tapped into mnlions of dollars·from his massive 

investment scam to cover payroll costs at his expanding Fort Lauderdale 
~"': 

la_w·linn, federal authorities said fn court records released Monday. 

ROTHSTEINl-s law ·firm (RRA) generated .revenu~ of $8· million in one 

rea~nt year, yet his. 70:..lijwyer law firm had a payroll of $18 million, 
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p,rq~eeuJQr$ safe\ RCtrHSTEtN, who· owned•fi!;ilf of RRA used ·lnvest()l'Ei' 

money-from ·his Po·nzi schem~ to make up the shortfall,-they ·said. 

Subsequent arttcles and court filings have reflected ROTHSTEIN received 

!l()m.pen·sation-ln ·exce$s·of" $35 .. 7 mtmon In 2008 and $1'0;5 million ·In "2009, while 

his. partn~t R~senfe.lqt.rf;}cE?iVe~:greatertlian $6.mllllon In 2008. 

28. ROTHSTEIN attempted to:·lure the enttty·J<nown.as 03.C~pltal Club,·L~C, (uD3'1, 

•hy- t::>:ffering: D3 ·~e oppo'ft4alt;y" to ,invest ·1n. a pre-suit :$~0,:t>OOi000:00 court ·setti'ament 

a._ga(nst itP.$TEJN.; _yet .thTs '.supposed settlement never existed and was .entirety 

fabricated. fo·augment his concocted story) R.OTHSTEIN, upon Information and belief. 

·.invlted D3 to his office to view thirteen (13) .banker's boxes of case files in Jane Doe 
,, 

{~ne ofifh.t3'1Civil :Actfq:n1?)1 '1n ~n-attempt to•substantlate that the claims against EPSTEIN 
. . 

w·e.r~ ·legltlmater:anci' that =1fie eVlde.nce.obtfllned.againsthlm ~Y RRA, -ROTH,STEtN, and 

ii:sowAt'¾DS :(the ~(iti~atJon_ Team")-Was real. 

29; lipcn iriform'atlon and •belief, ROTHSTEIN and others offered other•investors like . . 

·me entity oa=labrlcated·investmant:opportunities In the Civil ~ctions Involving EPSfE1N. 

Fisten (aJorn,er- Dade County police officer wltry .a .questionable police record and RRA ·• 

• -lnves.tiga~or)-ana,Jenne (~ former attorney, Broward,County Sheriff .and felon) assisted 

R;OTHSTEIN In_ -making ·these offers by providing confidential; privlleged a·nd work­

product lnformatron to pro-spective thlrdwparty investors . 

.. 

'.;lt .~pp.e:~m.tQ:ya'~>t~ ::9~t:ql:;l~e4µ:•boxes :$9.l:ted :,by :fh,e ·• f.: Bf·~~ •. p.art• of Its • Jnvestlgatlon ,af,!1RA 
. :c91i~i,~~4{0f:nr~?ef~~ll9.:l_?}h~~!vft~cUans.JnioMhgJ;PSJ9JN;;•as t~ppl'.fa~1_b)',:COUn's~I for .. ~u 
_;~,·n~.r~p.t~Y.]~~~te,9·,.- 1.Q.~~Hitlo.~11:_o?~~s,c~~ ba reyl_~we.tl,, a_s w~{I, ij~. other dis coY,_~!Y, 1Epst~I!1 Y.,}11 
,119.~ ~pt;,W,th~ttl~ptb:.oqh;eJ~l--l~:Md !hose lnvolvea.. . 
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3~. By t:.1sing tna Civil Actions against EPSTEIN as "balr and fabrloatlng settlements 

,r~g_ijt~Jing sa!iie.; ROTHSTEIN and others were able ta lure investors Into 

ROTHSTEiWS rair andlbllke.d'them-ofmllllons of dollars which, in tum, was u~·~d,ta.fund 

the,iJitlgaftbtvagijif.i~f"EPSTl=IN·'for the sole purp:o'.se of continuing tfi.e ma~!:llve Ponzi 

31; As part oHfiis sch·ema, ROTHSTEIN and the -UUgatlon Team,. Individually and In 

a,c.orn:erted ;effort;..l'f)ay have un-ethlcally-and 'illegally: 

·,a .. Sold~ :aflowed to ·be sold and/or assisted with ·the sale of:an Interest. In non­

·,s.ettle.d· ·psrsona·1 hijury ·lawsuits- (Which are non-.asslgnabte •and -non­

_tr;a'h§"f~table:) or sold non-existent structured settlements (includliig those 
t: 

• cases.Involving Epst~tn); 

·b. ,R~ached agreements to share attorneys fees with non-lawyers; 

:c. U.sed:::lnvestor,money to pay plaintiffs ·(I.a., l.M., EW. and Jane:ooe). "up 

:front" money.such that plaintiffs would refuse to settle the Clvll Actions; 

,d, ·-0.qiJducted searches, wiretaps cr'lntetcepte:d conversations :in ,vlblatlon of 

state odederar" laws _and Bar rules·; and 

.e. Utliized. the judicial process including, but not limited to, unteason:abre and 

unnecessary discovery, for the sole purpose of furthering. the Ponzi 
.. 

scberrre. 

'3'2, Any such ·acUon~ by ROTHSTEIN, and other attorneys, Including the Litigation 

Team,.dlrectly" or Inc;Jirectly, would potentially be a violation of various Ftoritia ·Bar Rules, 

l 

[ 

l 

i: 
I 
I r 

i 
[l 
I 
l 



NOT A
 CERTIFIE

D COPY

l.' 

' ~-~.• 
.••:•'· 

~: • :,\.j;' . . ,.,:.., 
t, ~ • 

Epstein v; RRA,·et-el. 
Page 13 

in-cluding=pr:o.hib.itlng tne improper sharing of fees or costs and various ct;;-nfllots of !~sues 

I rt:ile'S .•. 

3.3: Evl!'Jencing·that the litigation Team knew- or:should h~v~-Jsn_own ofthe-:!fl)proper 

I pµrpose lha"t 'ROT"HS'TEIN was pursuing -In the ooritlnuatiqn, • of the scheme, 

R.0t:H$TElN used RRNs litlgallon Team in the -EPSTE(HN· cases- to. puffl.Qe· Issues and 

'eVldenc.e- unt:t31ated- to ·and unnec(;lssary to the claims pied In the C!vir-Actioris, but 

s1gniflc:antly ,benefi'cial to lure lnvesiors into the Ponzi· scheme orchestrated by . 

. ROTHSTEIN .ar1~ other co-conspirators. 

. 34. Hpon ·infor:matton and belief, ROTHSTEfN.:_and- otoers tlsii-he~ 'lfl~i_Hrivestlgators 

.. ~is:covered 'that there were high,,profile lndlviduals onb'o.ard 'Epstelnls private l~t where 

se~~I assaults took place and showed 03 (and posslbly others) co·ples of a flight log . 
lpurporte.dly centalnlng names of celebrities, dignitaries, and International figures. 

· . ~5. Fo.r ·tr:is.tance~ the litigation Team re.lentle~sly a!ld knowlrygly·purs.ued ,fllght· da1a 

and·passeng~fr man·Jfests regarding 'flights EPST-EtN took with=:these;famous Individuals 

lmoWing 'full Well that no L!nderage· wom·en were onboard. and ;no llllclt actlvttles took 

pla'ce. ROTHStEIN and the Litigation Team also ·inappropriately attempted to take the 

'· ~-- • depositlons·•df 'these celebrities In a calculated effort to bol'ster the marketing scam that 

wa·s taking pJae.e. 

36. One of -Plaintiffs' counsel, EDWARDS, deposed' three of EPSTEIN'$ plJots, and 

sought the deposition -·of a fourth pilot (currently serving fn :Iraq), The pilots were 

deposed by EDWARDS fot over twelve {12) hours, and EDWARDS never asked one 

question relating to or about E.W., L.M., and Jana Doe.(RRA ollents) as :it related to 
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trans_p·ortation on fligt_,ts of RR.A clients on ariy: of EPSTEINl"S,planes,. But EOWARDS 
•'.· 

asked many Inflammatory and leading Irrelevant ;questions abeut th~ pilots' thoughts 

and beltefs (which WIii never be admissible at trial) which could only have been -ask-ed 

for =the P..1:1tP.os·es of "pumping" the cas~~ and thus by using the.. depo.sfttens ·fo sell the 

cases-,(t1ra:part ,of therri)-to thrr.d.p~rt1ss-. 
' ··• ·-··· .. 

37. Because of these facts, ROTHST~IN cla.itn~d' fhat ,Epstein ·wanted· to· make 

-certain nor:1a of these lnclivldu·a1s would be depesed and therefore· he "fiad off~red 

$200-r-O0o,ooo.oo .to settle-the claims of ARA.female cti~nts various .po_tentlat pla-inUffs in 

:a-ntlons· against EPSTEIN. The offer of a $200- million dollar·setUement by -EPSTErN 

w~s comple~ely fabricated: r:10 .such offer had ever-hee'n' made. 

• ·38. EOVVARDS' office also notified Defertdant that he lnt~FJ'ttl~ lo take the 

• depositions i;,f,and was subpoenaing: 
.. 

(i) Donald Trump (re·al~estate magnate and business :mogul): 

(il).Alan Dershowltz. (noted_ Harvard Law professor, oonstituttonal attorney 

and one of EPSTEIN'S ·crimlnal defense,attom~ys); 

•(iii)BlU·Clinton·(Form'er'Pr.esf~ent of the United ·States); 

(iv.)Tommy Mottola (fon;ner?resident·of Sony-Record); and 

(v) David Copperfield (illusionist). 

39. The above:.named lndlvlduals were friends and acquaintances of EPSTEIN with 

whom he knew through business or phllanthropic work over the yesrs. None of the 

above..;named Individuals had any connection whatsoever with any of the Lltigati9n 

Team'-s clients, E.W., L.M. or Jane Doe. 
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40. EDWA~itrs -flied' amended -answers to •interrogatcirles=·tn,:the ·s1ate court matters, 

El/ii.. ~md 'L.M.; arid listed additicmat·hlgh profile wltnesses:thatwould ·allegediy ba call~ 

at trial·, Including; but--not:ffmlted toi 

(iY Bill Rlchar.dson (Governor of New Mexico, formerly U.S. 

Repres.antative a·nd"-Ambassador to the United Nations); and 

(ii}•Any.- ttriia ~II ,person·s having :kr1owledge or ·EPSTEIN'S chatitable, 

,poljtieal or other dbnation~;2 

4t. the ·sole purpose -of Uie sctieduling .. of these depositions or listing high profile 

• • ,frlends/acquaintahces -as po.tentlal wttnesses was, again, to "pump" the ·cases to 

investors. 'rher13 -is no evide·nce fo. date that any of the.s~ i'ndivlttuats had or have any 

knowledge· reg~rdtng .RRA'=s CiVU A.otkms. 

42. In furtheranee of their lltegal and fraudulent scherhe against EPSTEIN • 

. ROTHSTEIN,._EDWAROS· (w:-ho.eliher know or shoufdtiave: known) :and, at tirnes; "";M. 

in her'Glvil·Acfl~m,agal.nst EPSTEIN: 

a) Included clafms for damages •in Jane Doe's federal :action In 

excess of $50,000,ooo·.00 rather than simply alleging the 

Juti~dlctional·11m1ts. 

b) Organized a-Jan:e·Ooe TV media Interview without any le:gltlmate 

legal purpose other than to 11pump" the federal case for potential 

2 These ·high-profile celebrity "p~rported" wiine~ses, have 110 _ personal knowledge regarding the facts on 
these "Three Cases•, but were bel!:Jg contacted, subpoenaocJ Qf !Isled tp harass and intimidate them and 
Epstein, .and to add ~star" appeal lo.the marketlng_effort of I.he Ponzi scheme. 
' • •• -:' -
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r. 7 

investors or to prejudice ·Epste1n•s right to a fair· trial in Palm 

J?each County. • 

e} EDWARDS, Berger and Russell .Adler (another narn~d partner la 

RRA) all attended E~.STEIWs. deposition. At ·ihat ·time,. 

outrageo.u$ questiens were asked of EPS.'TEfN which ~ad no 

beattng on the case, but so that the· video and qu·es:tlens· could be 

shown to Investors. 

d)' .Conducted and attempted to conduct completely lrrelevant 

'Ql$coyecy··unre1ated·to tha ctarms :fi, or ,s~oject m~tter: oMhe ,cMI 

Actions fur:the =purpose of' harassin~ ,i,lnd ernbatra-ss'rr:ig .witnes.se'S 

; an~ EPSTEIN and causing ·EPSTEIN to spend·te:ns ofthqusands 

·of :dollars In unnecessaiy attorney~• fees and costs defending 

what.appeared·to be,dlscovery-related to the Civil Actions qut was 

·enti'rety related,to the furtherance ofthe 'Ponzi sche.m.e. 

el After EIDWARDS was recruited- ar,:q Jolned RRA·ln \ha sptin~l of. 

~009, the tone and tenor of rheto.rlc dlrectect•··to cases, .against • 

=E'PSTE'IN used by Attorney EDWARDS and Berger changed 

dramatically in addressing the court on various motions from 

being subst~ntive on the facts pied to rldlc1.:1lously Inflammatory 

E}'nd solind-bita _rich ·$uch as the .July 31, 2009, transcript when 

EDWARDS stated to the Court in E.W./L.M.: "What:the e~ldence 

Is really golhg to show Is that Mr. Epstein -·at least dating back as 

;;. 
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'• 

far as our Investigation and resources have permitted. ·back to 

199.7 :or ·'-98 -:has every s1hgle day-of his 'life, made ari attempt to 

·se-xually- abuse chlidren. We're not talking about five, We're not 

tal~ing·- about. 20, we're not talking a~'o~t 100,. we're not talking 

about 4001 which, I believe, .Js· ·the· number: 'kn~wn to laW· 

ahforcement, we. ar.e tatklng,:about-'tneusands of chlldter.t ... .-and It 

·is=throughavery Intricate and,cornpHtaJed,:system that he d~vised 

where:he· has as many as 20,:people working. ~ndeme.~~h him that. 

he is paying weir-to scnedule'theI~a app·orntm~rits,:to Jocate. th~se 

girts." 

f) As an example, EDWARDS flied an unsupportable -and legally 

deficient Motfon fo·r lnjunctiPn Re$ttalnhig F-raudtile'f1t Transfer of 
.. 

Assets, Appointment of a Rece.we.r=to Take,.Charge of Property of 

~pstefn, and to Post .a $15 million, Bonc:f .tr;>• S~riQre Pot~ntial 

Judgment, In jane Doe v. Epste1n; Case No. 6a-cv.a·oa93-

:, Marra/Johnson. The motion was .reported In the pre·ss as-was the 

1iltimate goal (I.e., to "pump" the cases for Investor followin!;l). 

However, the Cpurt found, uptalntlffs ·motion entirely devoid of 

evidence . , . ", and denied the motion itrtoto. 

g) ROTHSTEIN told investors he. had .another 52 females that he 

r.e.presehted, and tha~ Epstein had offered $200 mllllon to resolv~i 

,. 
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but that he could settle. confidently, these cases for $500 mllllon, . ' 

separate and apart from his legal fees. 

h) .F{OTHSTEIN and -the-Litigation Team knew or Should ·ti ave .known 

tfiaHfietrthf.ae·(~rfllecfcas~s·were Wi;3ak and· had minimal value 

if~r ff1e foil01Nti'lg rea~cms: 

(I) L.M. - testifiecLshe.:never h:ad any type.of sex wlth 

Epstein; Worked at numerous. strip· clubs; is an 

admrtted prostitute and call gin; has a history of 

Illegal ·arug .use (po'ti ,palnldllera; Xanax, E~tasy); 

:and .continu~Uy asserted 'lt,e 5lh Amen.dtne11t 

:durln~ her,dapo.sitlo.ns itFOrder.to av.ohl answering 

relevaf:it butproblem questions for her, 

.(II) E.W. - testified she -worked at eleven (11) 

· separate strip clubs'; including Cheetah which 

• RRA J'epr.esanted and· 1n, whloh RPTHSTEIN may 

have .owned :an Interest; aJJd E.W. also worked at 

· Platinum Showgirls In Boynton Beach, which was 

the subject of a recent police raid Where dancers 

were allegedly selling prescription painkillers and 

drugs-to customers and prostituting .themselves. 

,(Iii) • Jane Doe (federal case) seeks $50 million from 

• Epstein. She and her attorneys claim severe 

" i 
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emotional· dlstri:IBs as a -result af her having 

• -voluntarily gone to Epstein's :home; She testified 

that there was never oral, and or sexual 
. 

Intercourse; nor did she ever touch his genftalla. 

Yet,.Jane boa suffered extreme emotional distress 

well;,prlor to ,meeting Eps\eln as a,,result of having. 

wibie'sse~ h;~r f;i~er ·murder hf s .glrlftl~nd's son. 

:She,was required to give sworn te$tlmony In that 

matter and has admitted that she-has· lied in sworn 

testimony. Jane Doe wo·rked artwo different strip 

clubs, including ·Platinum Shpwglrls In Boynton 

,Beach. 

• I) bonduqt~d rTdlcutous and· Irrelevant :dl~cove,y such as 
-, 

{UJb.poenalng records from an alleged sex therapist, Dr. Leonard 

Bar-d In Massachusetts, when the alleged police report reflected 

that'EPSTEIN had·only seen a chiropractor In Palm Beach named 

Ot .. 'Bard, No.,records ·relating ·to EPSTEIN existed for-tlils alleged 

$.ex theraplst; .O.r . .Bard, and .the alleged.subpoena for records was 

just another mechanism te bpump" the case·s for Investor appeal; 

j) Allowed a Second Amend.ad Complaint 'to be flied on behalf of ·' 

L.M. alleging that EPSTEIN forced the minor Into uoral- sex," yet 

L.M. testified that s~e never engaged Jn • oral, anal, or vaginal 
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.. 

:intercourse· wlth EPST6fN and she had never touched his 

,g'enttatta. 

k) Told Investors, as reported fn an Associated Press article, :fhat 

qetebrlijes and- other famous peopie had flown on EPSTEIN'-$ 

pJame Whia'3n assaults took place. The:re.fora., e.v.en though hone 

(zero) of RRA's cllents claim th~Y flew·.of ,~PSTEIN'-S· planes, the 

t.iifg1;1flori Team soo_ght pilot and pla~e Jog~. Why? Again, to 

prtme "the Investment -"pum:p" with· new imon~y- -without ,any 

-reteva·nce to the existing claims made by the RRA clients. 

J) After EDWARDS joined RRA, EDWARDS and former Circuit 

Ju_dge Wilnar:n Berger filed and argued motion to make the Non• 

Prosecutfon Agreement (NPA) between Epstein· -and USAO­

plibl.ib, ;BiJt;'.'RRA, EDWARDS and Berger, and.their three ollents, 

already had a copy of the NPA. The_y knew what 'It said a·nd they 

_knew· -the civil provisions in the agreement had 110 Impact 

whatsoever on lhe three pending Civil Actions. 

• The concept .behind certain civil provisions lh the· NPA was 

to ,a-Uow an alleged v!ctim 1o resolvs a clvll claim with ·Epstein, 

maihta!ri her complete privacy and anonymity and move on with 

her. life. As an assistant United S_tates Attorney stated at a. 

hearing In federal court, the NPA was not designed "to hand them 
•· . ' . 

a jackpot or. a key to a bank." 

i 
i 
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. 
43. ROTHSTEIN, Wit11 the ·intent and· improper motive to magnify his financial gain 

:so··-q9fn'.tlli!--te -to· fµnd the fl"qudalent and ·Illegal investment andlor Ponzi scheme, had 

'SP.WARDS dematfd: excas:slve mrmeyirortrEPSTElN ·ln the Civil:Actlons. 

44. Th.e_;act16ns described In paragraph 42 above here.In had no li::gltlmate purpose-in 

p:Urstllfig, the :Qtvi_J Actions 'against EPSTEIN, but ,rather were meant- to further the 

·fraudulent ·st~heme qnd :crhnln~I activity of ROTHSTEJN.'so that· he_ 
0

and others oould 

fraudulently overvaliJe the settlement value of the existing and non-existent claims 

ag'ainst~~P,STElN to .potential Investors . 
. 

45~ .As· a "result of °the fraudulen~ investment or {Ponzi) scheme,, ~RA an_d its 

.aftome.ys '1n the Civil Actions aga•inst EPSTEtN may have comproriiisec:l -their c.ll~mm.' 

·1ntetests. :ROTRST.EIN and the L:ltlgatlon Team would have been umibl.e: to give 

un~tased legal counsel because outside lnvestor(s) had been .promls·ed a financial 

i.nt~fes(,,lfu:lhe·outcome of·th_e acfior.is. Additionally, if a plaintfff re_celvet~ payments from 

Ih'V;e$.tmerit mohies='Wh11e her action is pendrng, thJs ,o1early, could Impact· the plaintiff's 

deelslon of .whether or: ilcit to settle the current liti_gation or shaqe tt-iem·. testimony (l.«;J. 

·commit petjUfy.) to,galn the greatest return on the investment and to furtherpromote,the 

Pon?tiS·cheme. • 

46. The.truthfulness of l.M.'s altegatlons and testimony 111 L.M.'s state civil 

Erctlbn have been severely compromised by the need to seek a multi-million dollar 

payout-to .help maintain RRA's massive fraud, Because fictitious settleme.nts of te_ns of 

millions of dollars in cases relating to EPSTEIN were represented to "investors" In this 
,. 

f>onzl scheme, RRA and the attorneys In the Civil Actions needed to create a fiction that 

~. 
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:Jm~lude:cf extraornins·ry damages. However, then~ctual facts behind -her. actlc;m ·would 

never support such extraordinary damages. Therefore, extraordinary measures were 

undertaken to create an entirely·lnflated value of her claims against'EPSTEIN. 

a~ Th9·µ9h she held he~elf 1>ut as a 11vfctlrri11 .of :Epstein. she admitted to having 

re~umed ,over .and over again- to tilm C,e~pite har currenJ clairn of ~b.u~e. She 

has· now admitted, under oatlr,-'to being· eFcaiJ;glr1/e'$port slhc!=)· th& iitJe-o.f 15. 

'(in her depositJon September ·24, 20(;)9· Tmm~crlpt "D~' 28Q:ct8.4Q}. She 

testified "Well, I lived life as ~ prostitute/' '{s·ee DT 1:56:7) and "l . am a 

P.rostltute when I m'ake money" (see OT 1 p6:1.2•13J. LM. admitted lier 
. ' 

activlty·with men other than Epstein bma:klng $1-;000·a day .fronJ.pros'litution 

• on -rnayba more than 20 'occasions fn-'ona, year,,a_lone- .(DT 1f?:7-:11-1.58:21). 
' 

LM., admitted under oath to keeplng ,a list o:f -ampunts ~ne edlle.cted. from 

''J.ohns" In· ~two or thre·e" lined books•·fnclUding a book of· ~P-salmsr ttiat she 

obtained from a religious store (DT 152i1-14). Under the circumstances, her 

.claim fQ:r damages against EPSTEIN, une of L.M.'s many uJohns'' during that 

Eram.Ei period, would be so incredible and-·certalnly"not.likely to produce the 
!, 

extraordinary settlements promised to ~RRA's Investors.'' 

47. In April 2007, before she was represented oy EDWARDS, and RRA, L.M. 

. ~ave sworn taped recorded testimony to the agents of the FBI. Sh.~ was represented 

b'y a lawyer other than EDWARDS at that statement. She -spoke of EPSTEIN· In ~ very 

positive and· frfendly terms and directly conttqdicted the central allegations on which 

L.M.'s civil action against Epstefn Is now based. However, o,n-c.e In the hands of 

1 

f . 

i 
f 

!' 
r· 
!' 

I 

1" 



NOT A
 CERTIFIE

D COPY

,, .. -:·~ 
{·~'. ... r 
• • -~ 

.f I 
, " •' l • ·• . 

~psteln v, RAA, et al. 
Pa~e23 

EDWARDS and RRA, L.M.'s -~tory changed dramatically. All ·of a sudaen•she wanted to 

sue EPSTE1N and like other RRA clients, sought-tens of milflons of"dollars~ 

. .. ; . 

a. 'For example, In her swom.:stateinent to ·the FBJ, -L.M; was lnsJstent that 

NJeff.tey is· an -awes9m1iHrta'n;"· (p. 21 7" FBI); At the· ooncluslon of sha 

stated: 1!1 h~pe Jeffrey, nothing: ·happ~lis to Jeffr~,Y- beeause. ,he's an 

aw~sorrie man-and it rea·lly w.ould·b~-ashame. It's a ~hame that'h!3 has to· 

• Q"O throughJhis ~ecause he's an awesome guy·and he didn't do :nothing 

wrong. nothing/ (pp. -57.-58 - FSI). lri fact, L~M. spoke so 'highly of 

c:EPSTEi'N ahd ·her lntera.ctlt>ns With :h{m -that lhe WS A~orney's office 

Informed a -federal court: i.h JUIY, 2008 that the. US Attprney could not 

conslderL.M. a victim. 

Yet, by September 24, 2009, -the date on -which- L.M. began her 

de:posltioh In h~t civil action and now represe·nted· by RRA and 

EDWARDS·, l..M,'s new antf-very'dfffe:rent ·tale ab:out-p.u,;pdrted sexual 

misconduct under tha supposed lnfluenc.e of EPSTEIN had 1been 

thoroughly rehearsed and her role into the ROTHSTEIN s:cam was 

complete. ln her d!3positlon In her clvil action, L.M. declared that: 

"I, ·I don't really c.are-about money." (DT 206:8) 

"Ha needs time in Jall. He doesn't want to be. - this Is not right for 

. him to be on the•streets living-daily-•... " (Dr 219:2-1-23) 
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11Y.ou-don't.thlnk nw Whole llfec!l-have ·uved that-shitty 'life beca1Jse of 

Jeffrey Epstein?" {OT 222:7-,8) 

b. In her sworn F~ I testimony (pre~EDWARDS and RRA), L.M. was 

e111phatic, lhat. her Interactions with Epstein lnvotv.ed no Inappropriate 

:$~#'.4~1 'fouchliig!ln: tl'nyway; In ,fact, ft-was exa~tly'th:e opposite: 

.Qt Did he -at any· •point. kiss ybu, t¢>uch ·yeiJ~ show any kind of 

affection t~wards you? 

• Ai Never; ·never. (p. 21 - FBI') ... 

Q;·So he never pulled·you·clos·erto hlm'in a sexualway? 

A~ ;I wish; No, no, never, ever, ever, ryo, never. Jeffrey Is an 

Yet. L.M. filed her·second amended compl~int.ln Aprit •·2009, 

after EDWARDS Joined RRA, .the allegations against EPSTEIN in 

• . LM.'.s complaint be~ame. even more salacious. In pa~g~ph 12 of 

;tM:s Second Amended Complatnt, LM. alleges among other 

thing~-. that~ 

)iJeffrey Epstein coerced, induced, or enticed . , .the then minor. 

Pf a1·ntlff to commit -various acts ·of sexuat misconduct. These· acts 

Included, but were not llmlted to, fondling and Inappropriate and 

Illegal sextJal touching of the then minor Plaintiff, forcing or Jnduclng 

the then m!i:lo.r plaintiff into oral se~ or other sexual mlscondµct. .. " 
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c. Jh 'her sworn FBI statement (p~EDWA~DS anc;fRRA); LM. testified that 

. 'Catoly·n Andrian·o1 the 'indivldual who first brought LM. to: EPSTEIN's 

home, told LM. ~make Stire you~re ta beci;iUSe .Jeffrey c{oesn!t want any 

·•. -- .... 

Yet at her September, 2009 ·deposition ,now·· r.~presented· ·by.· 

EDWARDS and RRA,.L.M. told a very different story.: 

Q: My· -q~estlon wa1;, what did Carolyn tell you to ·ten Mr. Epstein 

abbutyour age? 

.A: :She-said it dldnit lT)atter. 

•Q! That's your recollection about what she said? 

=A! Yes, sh_e $aid - I remember her saying jt doesn't -matter. o:o:n~t 

·wo:rcy about,it .. 

(PT te·9~20-25) . . 
d. pr~"E.DWARDS' and-RRA, L.~1. testified to lhe .FBI :··"I always made 

s-ure =·I had a fake ID, anyways saying that- I was 18.11 {p .. .a. .. FBI); • 

stated~ 

. 
Yet, when questioned about her fake ID at her September-2009 depo, she 

,Q":4\tid di~ you have.a fake ID? 

A:Nti>,· 

Q: H.ave you ever had a f~~e lD~ 
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