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JEFFREY EPSTEIN, 

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant,, 

V. 

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

Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs. 
~------------/ 

IN THE C RCUIT COURT OF THE FIF EENTH 
JUDICIA CIRCUIT, IN AND FO PALM 
BEACH OUNTY, FLORIDA 

Complex itigation 
Fla.R.Civ Pro. 1201- Civil - Div. 

Case No. 02009CA040800XXXXMB 

Judge: A - David Crow 
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PLAINTIFF, JEFFREY EPS EIN'S MOTION TO 
DETERMINE IF REHEAR! G IS APPROPRIATE 

, ,, ~:.J ·.:.:s ~ ·- -' ~--Plaintiff, Jeffrey Epstein ("Epstein"), by and through his undersigned repr • se~~a,Jv~d 

pursuant to the Florida Rules of Civil Proceeding hereby files this Motion to Determine if 

Rehearing is Appropriate and in support thereof wou d state the following: 

1. On December 1, 2010, this Court ent ed an Order sustaining numer us objections 

that the Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant had asserted to e Defendant/Counter-Plaint) s Request for 

Admissions and Interrogatories. 

2. On December 22, 2010, Counsel for the Defendant, Bradle J. Edwards 

("Edwards") filed a Motion for Reconsideration. ursuant to Local Rule 6, oJ argument for 

Motions for Rehearing are not to be set except up n court order. A copy of Ruil 6 is attached 
I hereto and incorporated herein. To date, the under'igned counsel is not aware of a court order 

setting this Motion for Reconsideration. 

3. Notwithstanding, the undersigned co nsel has received a Notice o i Specially Set 

Hearing for March 31, 2011 at 8:30 a.m. 

4. Epstein requests notification from th court whether this hearing is in compliance 

with the Local Rule requiring a order by the court s ing it. 
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Epstein v. Rothstein, et al. 
Case No. 502009CA040800:XXXXMBAG 
Plaintiffs M- to Determine if Rehearing is Appropriate 

5. The undersigned counsel certifies that his Motion is made in good fa th and not for 

the purpose of delay. 

6. Undersigned counsel certifies that he will attempt to resolve this otion without 

the need of a hearing. 

CERTIFICATE 0 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true '}lld co ect copy of the foregoing Has been duly 
fumishe~ via □ Email, □ Facsimile, E1"U.S. ail, □ Hand Delivery, □ F 

1

deral Express 
this __1!_ day of February, 2011 to: 

Jack Scarola, Esq. 
Searcy Denney Scarola Barnhart & Shipley, P.A 
2139 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd. 
West Palm Beach, FL 33409 

Marc S. Nurik, Esq. 
Law Offices of Marc S. Nurik 
One E. Broward Blvd., Suite 700 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 3330 I 

ose L. Ackerman, Jr. 
la. Bar No. 235954 
OWLER WHITE BURNET 
01 Phillips Point West 
77 South Flagler Drive 
est Palm Beach, Florida 334 

elephone: (561) 802-9044 
acsimile: (561) 802-9976 

ttomeys for Jeffrey Epstein, 

(nat) W:\80743\MOTION75-EPSTEIN'S MOTION TO DETERMINE IF REHEARING S APPROPRIATE-JLA.DOCX{2/l/l l-11 :40} 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FI TEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCU 1T 
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH OUNTY, • FLORI DA 

Local Rule No. 6 

IN RE: PETITIONS FOR REHEARING 

With the exception of moti ns for new trial or 

rehearing pursuant to rule 1.530, la.R.Civ.P., or similar 

procedural rule, no petition for r hearing, motion for 

reconsideration, or like pleading, shall be set for oral 

argument except upon court order. he petition or motion 

shall be filed with the clerk and a copy shall be furnished 

to the assigned judge along with a copy of the original 

order. Upon consideration of the atter, the judge sha l 

either deny the petition or motio 

argument. 

or shall set it for oral 

DONE and SIGNED in Cha ers at West Palm Beac, 

Florida, on this 19th day of 

Isl 
Daniel T K. Hurley, Chief Judg' 

Approved by the Supreme Court on pril 28, 1993 




