2 INTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE

FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA
CASE NO.: 502009CAO40800XX_XXMB5\G
O
- FE R
JEFFREY EPSTEIN, Sx= E
: meo
Plaintiff, - L Spe 2
SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually, TOED o
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, individually, and =
L.M.,, individually,
| Defendant, |
/

THIRD AMENDED COUNTERCLEAIM

Bradley J. Edwards (EDWARDS) sues Jeffrey Epstein (EPSTEIN) and alleges:
1.

COUNT I—ABUSE OF PROCESS

This is an action for damages in an amount in excess of the minimum
jurisdictional limits of this Court;

2.

Counter/plaintiff, EDWARDS, is sui juris, resides in Broward County, Florida,

and is an attorney licensed to practice in the State of Florida at all times material hereto.

Florida.

Counter/defendant, EPSTEIN, is sui juris and is a resident of Palm Beach County,
4,

EPSTEIN is a convicted felon having entered into a plea agreement pursuant to

lav&{s.

whiich he effectively conceded his having engaged in illicit sexual activity with a large number of
ferr§1a1e children over an extended period of time in violation of both State and Federal criminal
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5. EPSTEIN Was sued civilly by a large nnmber of his victims. .Many of the cases
aga%inst him have been settled, and npon information and belief, federal law enforcement
ageincies continue to ‘investigate additional allegations of EPSTEIN’S serial abuse and
moiestation of children; others remain p_ending. ‘As a consequence, EPSTEIN eontinues to face
' theépotential of further criminal prosecution and huge civil judgments for both compensatory and
punitive damages in favor of many victims of his depraved criminal exploitation of children
mcludmg victims represented by EDWARDS ‘

6. In the face of overwhelmmg evidence of his guilt; EPSTEIN repeatedly asserted
h1s Fifth Amendment Right against self-1ncr1mmat10n and refused to answer any. ‘substantive
questlons regarding his sexual exp101tat10n of his_ minor victims. Lacking any substantive
defense to the clalms against him, EPSTEIN sought to avoid his compensatory and punitive
1iab;rhty and to deter tcooperation in’ the’ ongoing criminal investigation by employing the
extiraordinary ﬁnancial— resources. at his disposal to intimidate his victims' and their legal Acounsel
int(g) abandoning their legitiniate claims or resolving those claims for substantially less than their
justﬁ value.

| 7. In some circumstances, EPSTEIN’s tactics have proven successful, while other
vicitims have thus far withstood this continued assault upon them and persisted in the prosecution
of ;rheir claims. EDWARDS’ elients are among those who continued the prosecution of their
claiims and the assertion of federal statutory rights afforded to them pursuant to the Federal

Criime Victims’ Rights Act (CVRA).
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8. While prosecutlng the legltlmate cla1ms on behalf of h1s cllents EDWARDS has
not‘ engaged in any unethical, illegal, or improper conduct nor has EDWARDS taken any act1on
1ncon51stent with the duty he has to vrgorously represent the_mterests of 'hls- clrents. EPSTEIN
has no reasonable basis to believe otherwise and has never had any reasonable basis to hell'ieve
othgerwise.

| 9. Nevertheless EPSTEIN filed civil claims agamst EDWARDS and EDWARDS’
cllent LM. for the sole purpose of further attempting to 1nt1m1date EDWARDS L.M., and
others into abandoning or settling their 1eg1t1mate claimscfon.less than their Just and reasonable
value. His sole purpose in both filing and prosecuting clalms against EDWARDS was never the
statied purpose of collecting money damages from EDWARDS since EPSTEIN knew that he.had
ney%er suffered any damage as a consequence of any wrongdoing by EDWARDS Nevertheless,
EPSTEIN filed knowingly baseless and unsupportable claims against EDWARDS and proceeded.
to prosecute those baseless and unsupportable clalms in order to d1vert EDWARDS from the
prosecut1on of EDWARDS’ legmmate clalms against EPSTEIN, to requlre EDWARDS to
exoend time, energy and resources on his own defense, to embarrass’ EDWARDS and i 1mpugn his
intégrity, and'deter others with legitimate claims against EPSTEIN from pursuing those claims at
theé—risk of having to fen‘d off similar assaults. EPSTEIN’s real purpose was to put pressure on
EDWARDS LM, and other victims by publishing what amounts to nothing more than ahighly
defamatory press release issued under the cloak of protection of the litigation privilege.

| 10.  EPSTEIN acted purely out of malice toward EDWARDS and others and he had

‘ ulterior motives and purposes in filing his unsupported and unsupportable claims.- EPSTEIN’S
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prlmary purpose in both ﬁlmg and contmumg to prosecute each of the claims against
EDWARDS was to inflict a maximum economic burden on EDWARDS in havmg to defend
agamst the spurious claims, to distract EDWARDS from the prosecution of claims against
EPSTEIN arising out of EPSTEIN’S serial abuse of minors, and ultimately to extort EDWARDS
1nt0 abandonmg the clalms he was prosecutmg against EDWARDS.
| : 1_'1 - The claims filed by EPSTEIN agamst EDWARDS 1ncluded the followmg
a. v1olat10n-ofF S.§§772.101, et. seq.— |
| Flonda C1v11 Remedles for Criminal Practices Act
'b. - Florida RICO— “Racketeer Inﬂuenced and Corrupt Organization 'Act”

pursuant to F.S. §§895,01, et\seq:;

c. . abuse of process;(
d. fraud;
e.  conspiracy.to commit fraud.

12.  EPSTEIN, \in*his Complaint, directly 'cilleged that EDWARDS v\"as a kno'wing"
pariticipant in a.civi] theft and criminal enterprise when EPSTEIN was well aware that.there was
and is absolutely no evidence whatsoever to support such false a'ssertions;' Indeed, .his .-Co_rnplaint '
wais replete with speculaticn, conjecture, and innuendo and vt'a's entirely devoid 'ot‘ factual
supfport for his spurious alleéations. Indicative of ‘his tetal disregard for the'la_rck df_any.predi.cate
for his claims, EPSTEIN ignored the statutory requirement for written notice. prior to the

initéiation of a civil theft claim.
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13. EPSTEIN knew at the time’ of the ﬁlmg of the spe01ﬁed claims and throughout hlS‘

falled prosecution of those claims that he .could not prosecute the clalms to a successful

coriclusron because:

they were both false and unsupported by any reasonable \belief or

suspicion that they were true

he had suffered no legally cogmzable injury proxrmately caused by the

falsely alleged wrongdomg on the part of EDWARDS;
he had no intention of waiving his Fifth Amendment privilege against self-
1ncnmmatlon in order to provide the relevant and material drscovery that

would be necessary in the course of prosecutmg the clalms (even if they

. had any 'reasonable bas1s), an‘d he knew 'that h1s pro_secution :would

ieonse'quently be barred by the sword-shield doetrine;

EDWARDS’ conduct in the prosecution of claims against EPSTEIN could

not suppert the prosecution of a separate civil lawsuit against EDWARDS

because of the absolute protection of the litigation privilege.

14.. L EPSTEIN acted ,purely out of malice toward EDWARDS and others, and he had

ulterror motives and purposes in filing his unsupported and unsupportable clalms as prev1ously

detailed in Paragraph 9.

“15. EPSTEIN S ﬁlmg and prosecution of claims against EDWARDS recklessly and

purposely disregarded the lack of _]UStlﬁcatIOI’l for each of the clalms and EPSTEIN never had as
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his' primary purpose to establish what he did consnder or reasonably could have cons1dered to be
\me:ritorious claims.

16. Each and every pleadmg filed by and on behalf of EPSTEIN in hlS prosecutlon of

: every claim against EDWARDS, every motion every request for production every subpoena o

1ssued and every depos1t10n taken as detailed on the docket sheet was mtended w1th respect to . '

'EDWARDS solely and exclusnvely to advance EPSTEIN S efforts at extortion as prevrously
detailed and constituted a perversron of process after its initial s€fvice.

| 17. | Asa result of EPSTEIN’s wrongful condudt as alleged, EDWARDS has suffered

- an(i vvill continue to suffer the following special damages:

a.  injury to his reputation;

b. mental anguish, embarrassment and ani(iety;

c.  fear of physical injury to himself and menibers,of his family;

d. the loss of the ‘value of his time _’reciuired to be diverted fromlihis orofe‘ssional
responsibilities; | | .

e. the cost of d‘efen_.ding a‘g:ainst' EPSTEIN’s spurious and baséless clalms 7

WHEREFORE, EDWARDS demands judgment against 'EP.STEII\f .for compensatory
damages costs and such other and further relief as the Court may deem appropriate under the
c1rcumstances Counter/plamtiff EDWARDS, reserves the right to assert a-claim for punitive
darnages upon satisfymg the applicablc statutory prerequ1s1tes

Counter/plaintiff, EDWARDS, further demands trial by jury.
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COUNT II—MALICIOUS PROSECUTION

18. | This is an action for damages in an amount in CXC'CSS" of the minlmum
' Jurlsdlctlonal limits of tlns Court. . | | | .
l 19.  Counter/plaintiff, EDWARDS is sui juris, resrdes in Broward County, Florrda | -
andi is an attorney licensed to practice in the State of Florida at all times matérial hereto. |
- 20. Counter/defendant, EPSTEIN, is sui juris and is a resident of Palm Beach County,
Flofrida. : | ‘
- . 21'.. EPSTEIN 1s a conv1cted felon havmg entered 1nto a plea agreement pursuant to
| whtch he effectlvely conceded his havmg engaged inillicit,sexual act1v1ty w1th a large number of '
female children over an extended per10d of time 1n v1olat1on of both State and_ Federal lcr1m1nal -
: .lav\és. | |
22.  EPSTEIN was sued Givilly, by a large number of his victims. 'Ma.ny of tlre cases
agéinst him h‘ave been settled, and upon' information ‘and belief, federal laW- enfo'rcement'-' '
ageincies- continue to investigate additional . allegations of EPSTEIN’S _se‘rial_, abuse and . .
moflestation of children; others remainpending. As a consequence, EPSTEIN continues to face
theépotential of further criminal prosecution and huge civil judgments for both compensatory'and |
purlitive damages Iin favor of many victims of his depraved criminal _e)rploitation of 'chlldren
1ncludmg victims represented by EDWARDS | |
| 23. ~In the face of overwhelmmg ev1dence of his gu1lt EPSTEIN repeatedly asserted
' hlS.Flﬂh Amendment nght agamst self-1ncr1m1natron and refused to answer any substantlve

questlons regardmg his sexual exploitation of his minor victims. Lacking any substant,lve
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defense to the clalms agamst h1m EPSTEIN sought to avord h1s compensatory and punltlve
' llablhty and to deter cooperat1on in the ongomg cnmmal 1nvest1gat1on by employlng the
extraordlnary ﬁnanc1al resources at hrs dlsposal to 1nt1rn1date h_1s victims Iand the1r legal counsel
' int(%) abandoning theirllegitir_na:te cla‘ims or resolvlng thos'e' claims for substantially lessithan their .
Just value. .l | |

: 24.  While prosecuting the legitimat_e.-clair.ns-on beh_alf of His clients, EDWARDS has
not% engaged.in any unethical illegal, or,improper conduct nor'has EDWARDS taken any’ action
1ncons1stent with the duty he has to vigorously represent(the. interests of his cl1ents EPSTEIN
hasl no reasonable basis to believe otherwise and has never had any reasonable basis to belleve
otherW1se. |

| 25. NevertheleSs 'EPSTEIN filed civn c1ai£l1s' against EDWARDS and EDWARDS
c11ent L.M. for the sole purpose of . further attempting to 1nt1m1date EDWARDS L M., and
others into abandonmg or settlmg thelr legmmate claims for less than thelr Just and reasonable
value His sole purpose in ﬁlmg clalms agamst EDWARDS .was never the stated purpose of
collectmg money(damages from EDWARDS since EPSTEIN knew that he had never suffered
any damage as a consequence of any wrongdoing by EDWARDS. Nevertheless EPSTEIN filed
knowmgly baseless and unsupportable claims agamst EDWARDS and proceeded to prosecute
those baseless and unsupportable claims in order to dnvert EDWARDS from the prosecutlon of
EDWARDS legitimate cla1ms against EPSTEIN, to require EDWARDS to expend time, energy
and resources on his own defense, to embarrass EDWARDS and i 1mpugn hlS mtegnty, and deter

others with legltlmate cla1rns agamst EPSTEIN from pursumg those claims at the risk of havmg
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to ti"end off similar assaults.- EPSTEIN’s real purpose was to put pressure onEDWARDS, LM,
and other victin15 by publishing what amounts to nothing more than a highly defamatory press
release issued under the cloak of protectlon of the litigation pr1v11ege )

.26.. EPSTEIN acted purely out of ma11ce toward EDWARDS and others and he had |
ulterlor motlves and purposes 1n ﬁlmg his unsupported and unsupportable clalms EPSTEIN S.
pnnrary- purpose in ﬁlmg- each of the clalms agalnst. EDWARDS was to 1nﬂ1ct»av -max1mum
veconomlc burden on EDWARDS in havmg to defend agamst the spurlous clarms to dlstract'
EDWARDS from the prosecutlon of claims against EPSTEIN arising out of EPSTEIN S serlal
abuse of minors, and ultimately to extort EDWARDS info abandoning the claims he . was
prosecutmg against EDWARDS -

27. The clalms filed by EPSTEIN against EDWARDS were the followmg

a. violation ofF S.4§772.101, et. seq—
Flor1da Civil Remedles for Cr1m1na1 Practlces Act;
- b, Florlda RICO—“Racketeer Inﬂuenced and Corrupt Orgamzatlon Act”

: pursuant toF.S. §§895 01, et. seq 5 3

c. abuse of process;
d. fraud;
e. conspiracy to commit fraud.

28. EPSTEIN, 'in‘his Complaint, directly alleged that EDWARDS was a knowing
parj_ticipant in a civil theft and criminal enterprise and that he had'consp_ired to and did engage in

a fraud against EPSTEIN when EPSTEIN was well aware that there’ was and is absolutely no
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evidence whatsoever to support such false assertions. Indeed, his Complaint was replete with

spéculation, conjecture, and innuendo and was entirely devoid of factual support for his spurious

alleégations. Indicative of his total disregard for the lack of any predicate for his claims,

EPSTEIN ignored the statutory requirement for written notice prior to the initiationvof a civil

theft claim.

29. EPSTEIN knew at the time of the filing of the specified claims-and throughout his

faifed prosecution of those claims that he could not prosecute, the claims to a successful

conclusion because:

a.

they were both false and qinsupported by any reasonable belief or
suspicion that they were'true;

he had suffered no legally cognizable injury proximately caused by the
falsely allegedywrongdoing on the part of EDWARDS;

he had noiintention of waiving his Fifth Amendment privilege against self-
incrimination in order to provide the relevant and material discovery that
would be necessary in the course of prosecuting the claims, (even if they
had any reasonable basis), and he knew that his prosecution would
consequently be barred by the sword-shield doctrine;

EDWARDS’ conduct in the prosecution of claims against EPSTEIN could
not support the prosecution of a separate civil lawsuit against EDWARDS

because of the absolute protection of the litigation privilege.
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30.  EPSTEIN acted purely out of malice toward EDWARDS and others, and he had
ultéﬁor motives and purposes in filing his unsupported and unsupportable claims as previously
detéiiled in Paragraph 25.

: 31. EPSTEIN’S filing and prosecution of claims against EDWARDS recklessly and
puri)osely disregarded the lack of justification for each of the claims and EPSTEIN never had as
hisiprimary purpose to establish what he did consider or reasonably could have considered to be
meiritoriouS claims.

. 32.  After unsuccessful efforts to defend and amend his maliciously filed and
pro;secuted claims over a period of almost two years, ERSTEIN abandoned each of the claims
desécribed in Paragraph 27 except for an ongoing effort to salvage his abuse of process claim.
Th;;t abandonment brings to successful”conclusion EDWARDS’ defense against each of the
othier abandoned claims and constitutes a specific bona fide termination in EDWARDS’ favor of
the%prior prosecution of each abandoned claim.

: 33.  As aresult\ of EPSTEIN’s wrongful conduct as alleged, EDWARDS has suffered

and will continuedo'suffer the following special damages:

a. injury to his reputation;

b. mental anguish, embarrassment and anxiety;

c. fear of physical injury to himself and members of his family;

d. the loss of the value of his time required to be diverted from his professional
responsibilities;

e. the cost of defending against EPSTEIN’s spurious and baseless claims.



’ Edwards adv. Epstein

Case No.: 502009CAO408OOXXXXMBAG
Third Amended Counterclaim v

Page 12 of 13 '

WHEREFORE, EDWARDS demands _]udgment agamst EPSTEIN for compensatory
damages costs, and such other and further rellef as the Court may deem approprrate under the
'clreumstances Counter/plamtlff EDWARDS reserves the right to assert a claim for pumtlve
darhages upon satisfying the applicable statutory prerequisit_es.

; Counter/plaintiff, EDWA-RDS, further demands trial by jury.
1HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregorng has been furnished by

is 8' M/day ofMay, 2012

Fax and U.S;. Mail to all counsel on the attached li

Segfcy Denney Scarola Barnhart & Shipley, P.A. -
Palm Beach Lakes Boulevard
eSt Palm Beach, Florida 33409
Phone: (561) 686-6300 ’
P . Fax: (561)383-9451 :
P . -\ - Attomeys for Bradley J. Edwards -
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