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NOTICE OF DOCUMENT REGARDING WORK PRODUCT O‘R :z '

. current litigation.

IN THE, CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN'AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY FLORIDA -

"JEFFREY EPSTEIN B CASENO. - 502009CA040800XXXXMBAG )

. Plamtlff,
Vs.

BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, 1nd1v1dually and

COMES NOW Jeffrey Epstein, through the under51gned counsel, and ﬁlés;the attacg :
document, that is the Statement of Undisputed Facts subfnitted by Edwards and g counsel and o

. would suggest it welghs upon any “work product” argument, a8 such is be made vis a vis the Motion | o o

to Dlsquallfy the under51gned and the undersignéd would state as follows:

1. ‘Edwards; in support of, apparently, his Motlon for Summary Judgment and to

“facilitate Epstein’s requlred_comphance with Fla.R.Cr.P. 1.150(c) [see page 1 of the attached
document], filed a forty two (42) page’doctiment that details Edwards and, ipso facto, his,ﬁrm’s

, 'inv_olyernent in the cases which were civilly. prosecu_ted against Epstein that are the ‘basis of the -

. v

3. That document'details each claim that Epstein made against Edwards and details .
- _ that wh1ch Edwards asserts is his good faith basis for each action taken in the prosecutlon of his -
| chents clalms agalnst Espteln in the underlying lmgatlon These assertions clearly set forth Edwards

- [and his ﬁrrn s] thought process, ,and reasons for each action. What is set forth in‘the f‘Stater_nent”

isin fact what he now asserts is his work product.

4, There is; in fact, no work product; Edwards presented everythmg but the proverb1a1 :

kxtchen sink in thls pleading, and in fact provides more in discovery in this document than could any

. depos1tlon [compare paragraphs 52-59, and then 62 et seq.].
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5 "~ . The under51gned will address th1s in greater detailina ﬁthher memorandum but the .

document should be consxdered in COI‘lj unctlon w1th the ev1dence and testimony already presented '

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregomg was furrushed via Email to all counsel" L
" -lxsted below this 14TH day of November 2012

~+ Fort Lauderdale, Florida
~ Tel:  [954] 44
Faz(:' [954] N6 9

as well as with the antxc1pated testxmony of Mr Adler

FRED HADDAD,PA,
One Financial Plaza, Sujtg 2612

D HAI&D |
F orida BarN. 80891

‘ee@FredHaddadLaw.corn‘ :
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- COUNSEL LIST -

Jack Scarola, Esq
‘E-mail: jsx@searcylaw.com n & men@searcvlaw com -
© 2139 Pali Beach Lakes Blvd

West Palm Beach, Florlda 33409

Jack Goldberger, Esq .
E-mail: jgoldberger@agwpa.c com & smahonev@avaa com _

- 250 Australian Avenue, South, Suite 1400 ' "

- West Palin Beach Florlda 33401 :

Marc Nurik, Esq.

~ E-mail: marc@nuriklaw.com -
One East Broward Blvd., Suite 700

“Fort Laud'e‘rdale F10rida 33301 ‘

' Bradley J. Edwards, Esq '
E-mail: bje. eﬁle@pathtolustlce com & staff eﬁle@palhtomstlce com

- 425 N. Andrews Avenue Suite 2

- Fort Lauderdale Flonda 33301 .

v Tonja Haddad Coleman Esq. -

- E-mail: tonja@tonjahaddad.com & ebble@ton]ahaddad com .
315 S.E.7" Street, Suite'301

Fort Lauderdale Florlda 33301

Lilly. Ann Sanchez Esq

~ E-mail: sanchez@thelsﬁrm coms
" 1441 Brickell Avenue, 15%Floor -

Miami, Flonda‘33_l31 .
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- INTHE C]:RCU"IT COURT OF THE 15STH
* JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR PALM
BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA '

Case No.:50 2009 CA 040800XXXXMBAG

JEFFREY EPSTEIN,
Plaintiff,
VS. .

SCOTT ROTHSTEIN, individually, and
BRADLEY J. EDWARDS, 1nd1v1dually,

Defendants, K

| STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS
Defendant Bradley J. Edwards, ESq.; offers'the following speciflc facts as the undisputed '
maferial facts in this case. Each of the following facts i_snumbered separately and individually to
facflitate Epstein’s required compliance with Fla. R.‘Civ. P. 1'.5>1 0(c) (“The adverse party shail
identify . . . any summary judgment evidence on ‘whfclvl the adverse party relies;?’). - All

referenced exhibits and attachments have previously been filed with the Court and provided to

Epétein. :

Sexual Abuse of Childrén By Epstein

I Defendant Epstein has a sexual preference for young children. Deposmon of

Jeffrey Epstem Mar. 17, 2010 at 110 (hereinafter “Epstem Depo ) (Deposrtlon Attachment _

#1).!

' When questioned about this. subject at his deposition, Epstein invoked his Fifth Amendment right to
remain’ silent rather than make an incriminating admissicn. Accordingly, Edwards is entitled to the
adverse inference against Epstein that, had Epstein answered, the answer would have been unfavorable to

* him. “[I]t is well-settled that the Fifth Amendment does not forbid adverse inferences against parties to

-

-"“



2. Epstein repeatedly sexually 'as-saulted more than forty (40) sloung girlé on
nurhe_rous oc-casi.on:s. between 2002 and.2905 in his mansion in West Palm Beach, Florida: "I‘_he'ser
sCi(fual assaults iqcl_uded vaginal penetration. Epstein abused many' of _the girls dozén_s if not
hundreds of timgs._ .Epstei‘n Depb. at 109 (“Q;' How many times havé you engaged in oral sex
: | witfh females under the age of 18?7 A: [Invocation of the Fifth Amendment]); béposition of Jane
Doc_a, September 24, 2009 and continued March 11, 2010, at 527 (minor éifl sexﬁally abuéed at
leaét 17 times by‘ Ebstein) (hereinafter “Jane Doe Depo;’) (Déposiﬁon Attachment #25;- id. 564-67
(.vag'ginal peneu-atioﬁ by Epstein with his finger), 568 (vaginél penctratiqn_ by Epstein with é
‘maésager)-; Deposition of L.M., September 24, 2009, at 73 (hereinafter “L.M. Depo™)

(Deposition Attachment #3) (describing the manner in WHich Epstein abused her béginning when .
LM was 13 years old, touching her vagina with his fingers and vibrator) at 74, line 12-13.(sh'c
waé personally molested by Epstein more.than 50 times), at 164, line 19-23 and 141, line 12-13
and 605, line 3-6 (descﬁbing that in additioﬁ to Being personally molested by Epstein she was
paid $200 per underage girl she brought Epstein and she brought him more than seventy (70)

: uncierége girls - she told him ihat she did nét want to bring him any more girls and he insisted
tha; she éontinue t;) bring him ﬁnderage girls); Deposition of E'W., May 6, 2010 (hereinafter
_ “EW Depo”) (Deposition Attachment #4) af 115-1 16, 131 'and 255 (describing Epstein's abuse

of her beginning at age 14 when he paid her for touching her vagina, inserting his fingers and

civil actions when they refuse to testify in response to probative evidence offered against therﬁ.” Baxter
v. Palmigiano, 425 U.S. 308, 318 (1976); accord Vasquez v. State, 777 So.2d 1200, 1203 (Fla. App.
2001). The reason for this rule “is both logical and utilitarian. A party may not trample upon the rights of

others and then escape the consequences by invoking a constitutional privilege — at least not in a civil = -

setting.” Fraser v. Security and Inv. Corp., 615 So.2d 841, 842 (Fla. App. 1993). -
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_ using a vibrator'and he also paid her $200 for each other underage female E.W. brought him to

' molest She brought h1m between 20 and 30 underage females) Depos1tron of Jane Doe #4, date

‘ (heremafter “Jane Doe #4 Depo”) (Deposmon Attachment #5) at 32-34, and 136 (she descnbes- |

ﬁrst bemg taken to Epste1n at 15 years old "Belng ﬁngered by him, having h1m use a vibrator on
_ [me] grabbmg my mpples smellmg my butt, Jerkmg off in front of me, hckmg my cht several | |
'trm:es.. . . ' 7

/’»"3. - At all relevant times Edwards has had a good falth bas1s to conclude and d1d -

'~'conclude that Epstem was able to access a large. number of underage grrls through a ‘pyramld '

' abuse scheme in which he pa1d underage victims $200 $300 cash for each other underage victim
that she brought to him. See Palm Beach Polrce Inc1dent Report at 87 (heremaﬂer “Inc1dent '
. Report”) (Exhlblt “A”)_3 The Palm Beach Police Incrdent Report details Epstein’s scheme for ».

‘ mol_estlng uriderage_ females. "‘Among other 'thin‘gs; ,the‘Incident Report outlines som(e of the

| exr;eriences of other Epste‘in victims, When S.G,al4 year old minor at the time, was brought to

Epstein’s horne',‘ she was taken ‘pstairs by a w'oman she believed to be Epstein’s a.ss.istant. The ‘

- woman started to fix 'un the room, putting covers on the massage table and bringing lotlons out.

The “as‘sistant” ‘then left theroom and told S.G. that Ep_ste_in_ would be up in a second.- : lEbstein

' Wtilked over to S.G. and told her to take her clothes off in a stern voice. S.G. states in the report

shef_:did- not know what to do, as she was the only one 'theré. S.G. took oft‘ her shirt, leaving'. her

.brav on. Epstein, then in a towel told her to take off everything. S.G. removed her pants leaving

In support of all ‘assértions concerning the actions Edwards took, what Edwards learned in the course of his
" ‘representation of his clients; Edwards’s good faith beliefs and the foundation for those beliefs, see Edwards
- Affidavit and specifically paragraphs 25 and 25 of that Affidavit. -
? For clarity,. depositions attached to this memorandum will be identified numerically as: attachments #1, #2,#3, etc,,
‘while exhibits attached to this memorandum will be identified alphabetically as exhibits A, B, C, etc.
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on her thong panties. Epstein then instructed S.G to give him a massage. As S.G' gave Epstein a
maésage, Epstein tumed around and masturbated. S.G. w'as‘ so disgusted, she did not -say
aﬁything; _Epstéin told her she “had a really hot 'body.” Id. at 14. In the report, S.G. admitted
seeing Jeffrey Epstein’s penis and stated she thought Epétein was on steroids because he wés a
“re;ﬁlly Built guy ana his wee wee was very tiny.” Id. at 15.
| 4, The exact number of miﬁor girls who EpStein _assaulted is known'enly to Epstein.
Hofwever, Edwards had a good faith basis to believe and did in fact believe that Eps_tein’s victims
were substantially ‘more than forty‘(40) in numbef. _ In addition to the deposiﬁon excerpts from
two of his many victims above ébout the number of underage ‘girls brought to Epsteiﬁ and the
Paﬁn Beach incident report, there is overwhelming proof- that the number of underage girls
‘ moiested by Epstein throuéh his'.scheme was in the hundreds. See Complaint, Jane Doe 102 v.
Epstein, (herein;iﬁér Jane Doe 102 complaint) (Exhibit “B”); see also Depositior_l of Jeffrey
Epstein, April 14, 2010, at 442, 443/ and 444 (Epstein invoking the 5th on questidns about his
daily abuse and rpolestatiori of children) (Depos'it'i.on At}achmerit #6).
- 5. At all relevant times Edwards has had a good faith basis to believe and did in fact
‘believe that Epsteih and his attorneys knew of the seriousness of the criminal investigatidﬁ
agz{inst him and corrésponded constantly with the United States Attorngy’s Office in an attempt
to ;void the\filing of numerous federal felony offenses,’ which effort was successful. See -
-Coi-respondencé from U.S. Attorn_éy’s Office to Epstein (hereinafter “U.S. Atté)mey’s
Cofrespohdence”) (Composite Exhibit “C) (provided in ,disc;ovéry during the Jane Doe v. Epstein

casé).



6. At all relevant tifnes Edwards haé had a good faith basis to beiieve and did in féct
belie’ve that, more specifically, Epstein's attorneys knew of Epstein's scheme to rec_:rllit-rrlinors for -
sex and also knew that these minors had civil actions that they could bring agaiﬁst him. In fact,
there was much communicationbetween Epstein's attorneys and the United St'gtes Prosecutdrs iln
a j.dint attempt to miﬁimize Epste:in's éivil exposure. For eﬁample, on Octobér 3, 2007, Assistan.t
US Attorney Marie Villafafia sent an email (attached heret.o.as Exhibit “D”)to Jay'Leﬂcowitz,r,
counsel for Epstein, with attached proposed letter fo spécial master regarding handlir‘lg"numerous
exﬁected civil claims against Epsteip. The letter readé in p_ertineﬁt part,

"The undersigned, as counsel for the United States of America and
Jeffrey Epstein, jointly write to you to provide ififortation relevant to your
service as a Special Master in the selection of . amattomey to represent several
young women who may have civil damages(claimsjagainst Mr. Epstein. The
- U.S. Attorney's Office and the Federal Bufeau of Investigation (jointly referred
to as the "United States") have conducted anyinvestigation of Jeffrey Epstein
regarding his solicitation of minor females,in Palm Beach County to engage in
prostitution. Mr. Epstein, through his ‘assistants, would recruit underage
females to travel to his home in Palm Beach to engage in lewd conduct in
exchange for money. Basedipon the invesiigation, the.United States has
identified forty (40) young women who can be characterized as victims
pursuant to 18 USC 22585., Some of those women went to Mr. Epstein's home
only once, some went there as much as- 100 times or more. Some of the
women's conduct was limited to performing a topless or nude massage while
Mr. Epsteinsmasturbated himself. For other women, the conduct escalated to
full sexual intercourse. As part of the resolution of the case, Epstein has
agreed thathe would not contest jurisdiction in the Southern District of Florida
forany victim who chose to sue him for damages pursuant to 18 USC 2255.
Mr. Epstein agreed to provide an attorney for victims who elected to proceed
~ exclusively pursuant to that section, and agreed to waive any challenge to
. liability under that section up to an amount agreed to by the parties. The parties
- have agreed to submit the selection of an attorney to a Special Master...."

7. At all relevant times Edwards has had a gobd faith basis to believe and did in fact

believe that L.M. was, in fact, a victim of Epstein’s criminal abuse because L.M. was one of the
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nlinor females that the United States Attomey's dfﬁce recognize_d :as a victim. L.M.’s sworn
| deposition testimony and the adverse inference drawn from Epstein’s refusal to testify confirm
that Epstein began sexually assaulting L M. when she was 13 years old and contmued to molest
her on more than ﬁﬁy (50) occasm(ns over three (3) years Epstein Depo Attachment #1, at 17' o
(“Q._ Did you. .. e\(er engage in any sexual conduct w1th L.M.?” A: [Invocationtof \the Fifth
Aniendment].); see dlso Epstein Depo., April 14,2010, Attachment #6, at 456 ("Q: LM viras an
| underage female that youv first abused when she was 13 years old; is that cerrecté" A: '[Inw)oc’ation
of Fifth Amendment] ). | |

8. : Epsteln was also given ample opportumty to“explain why he engaged in sexual
activity with L.M. beglnnmg when L.M. was 13 years,oldiand'why he has molested minors on an
everyday basis for years, and he invoked "his\Sth amendment right rather than provide
exlilanaﬁon. See Epstein Deposmon February 17, 2010 at 11-12, 30- 31 (Deposmon
Attachment #7).

9. Epsteln also sexually assaulted E.W. begmmng when she was 14 years old and-
'did so On numerous occasipns. See E.W. Depo., Attachment #4 at 215-216. A

10.  Another of the minor girls Epstem sexually assaulted was Jane Doe; the abuse
began when Jane Dee was 14 years old. Ratherthan incriminate himself,~ Epstein invoked the
’5th5. amendment to questions about him digitally penetrating Doe's vagina, using vibrators on her
‘ vagina and’ masturbating and .ejaculating in her presence. Epstein Depo., April 14, 2010, )
Attachment #6, at 420, 464, 468. | | -

11.  When Edwards’s clients L.M., E.-W_, and Jane Do}e were 13 or 14 years old, each

was Vbroi1ght to Epstein’s home multiple times by another underage victim. - Epstein engaged in ‘
_ . s |



one or more of the following acts with each of the then-minor girls-at his mansionr receiving a
topiless' or corrroletely nude rrlassage; rrsi'ng a vibrator on her vagina; 'm'asturhating in ‘her
pre;ence; ejaculating in her 'presenee; touching her hreast or burtocks or.vagina or the clothes
covfelr‘ing her sexual organs; and demahding that sh'e bring him other underage girls.: Epstein arld
his{co-conspirators used the telephone to _eontact» these girls to entice or inducethem into ’goirlg_
to his- rnanéion for s‘exrral abuee. | Epstein also made E.W. perform oral sex on'him and was to .
- perr'om sex acts on Nadia Marcinkova.(Eps'rein'sA liye-irl s_ei slave) in Epstein’s oresence. “See
Plaintiff J ane»Doe’s Notic,e Reéardiné Evidenee of Siniilar Acts of Sexual Assalrit, filed in Jane
| Ijoe v Epstein, No. 08;cv—80893_ (SD Fla,'72(')10), as DE 197',_ (hereinaﬁer “Rule 413 Notice™) |
| '(Exihibit “E”); Jane Il)oeDepo.,.At‘rachmenr #2, at 379-380; IiML. Depo.,b"Attachmeht #3, at 416;
EW bepo_, Attachment #4, ar 205. - | .‘ |

12. A_t all releyanr times Edwards ha_s had a good faith basis to believe and did in fact
believe that yet another of the minof girls Eostein sexually aesaulred was C.L. I_When she was
aporoximately 15 years old, C[L. was brought to Epstein’s horrle by another _underage ‘victim.
W_hile a minor, she was at Epstein’e home on rrillrlvt'iole occasione. Epstein errgaged rn one or
. rhoire, of the following acts with her while she. was a rhihor-at hie hodse - topless or completely
-nude maésage on Epstern; Epst_eirr used a 'vibrator on her vagina; Epste'ih masturbated in her
preeeoee' Epstéin ejaCulated'in her presence; Epstein also demanded that she bring him other
underage glrls See Rule 413 Notlce ‘Exhibit “E” Incrdent Report Exhlblt “AN |

13. At all relevant times Edwards has had a good faith ba51s to belleve and d1d in fact-

beheve that yet another g1r1 Epstem sexually assault was A. H When she was approxrmately 16

years old, she was broug_ht to Epstein’s home by another underage' victim. Whlle a minor, she ‘



‘'was at Epstein’s home on rﬁﬁlﬁple occasions. Epsfein engaged in one or more of the following
acts with her while she was a minor at his house - topless or completely nude maSsﬁgé on
Epétein; Epstein used a vibrator on her vagina; Epstein masturbated in her presence; Epstein
'ejac::ulated. in her'presehce; Epstein touched her breast or buttock or vagina or the clothes
: 'covsering her sexual organs; was madé to perform sex acts on Epstein; made to per_fdrm sex acts
on Nadia Marcinko;/a in Epstein’s presence. Epstein also forcibly raped this underage victim, as
he held her head down against her will and pumped his penis inside her-while she was screaming
' -"No'_'. See Ru]é '413 Notice, Exhibit “E”; Incident Report, ‘E‘xhibit “A”, at 41 (specifically '
discussing the rape):

“[AH.] remembered that she climaxed and was removing herself from the

massage table. [A.H.] asked for a sheet of paper'and drew the massage table in the

master bathroom and where Epstein, Mareinkova and she were. Epstein turned

[A.H.] on to her stomach on the massage bed and inserted his penis into her

vagina. [A.H.] stated Epstein began to pump his penis in her vagina. [A.H.]

became upset over this. She said her'head was being held against the bed forcibly,

as he continued to pump inside her. She screamed no, and Epstein stopped ....”

“‘[A.H.]- advised there .weré-times that she was so sore when she left Epstein’s

house. [A.H.] advised she'was ripped, torn, in her vagina area. [A.H.] advised she

had difficulty walking to the car after leaving the house because she was so sore.”

14. - WitHout detailing each fact known about Epstein's abuse of the many u‘ndg:rage'
girl-s, Edwards hasthad a good faith basis to believe and did in fact believe at all relevant times
that Epstein-also abused other victims in ways closely similar to those described in 't_he preceding
parhgraphs. Epstein’s additional victims include the following (among many other) young girls:
S.G.; AD,; V.A; NR.; JS.; V.Z,; JA; F.E; M.L; M.D; D.D; and D.N. - These girls were
between the ages of 13 and 17 when Epsteiri abused them. See Rule 413 Notice, Exhibit E;

| De;j;osition of E.W., Deposition Attachment #4.



15. One of Mr. 'Epstein’s household employees er. '-Alfredo Rodriguez, saw -
numerous underage grrls coming mto Epstein’s mansion for purported ‘massages.”  See
Rodnguez Depo at 242- 44 (Deposmon Attachment #8) Rodnguez was aware that “‘sex toys

' and vibrators were found in Epstein’s bedroom after the purported massages. Id. at 223-28.

Rodriguez thought -what Epstein was doing was Wrong; given the extreme youth of the girls he.- N

' saw Id. at230 31..

: - 16, -  Alfredo Rodnguez took a Journal from Epsteln s-computer that reflected many of el

the: names of underage fernales Epstein abused across the country and-the world,v 1nclud1ng a
locations suchi as Michigan, California, West Palm Beach, Nevy York,iNew. Nlexico, and Paris,
' France See .Journal (heremaﬁer “The Journal” or ‘;Holy Grail”) (Exhibit “F”l A(identifying:,
: among other Epstein acquaintances,'females that Rodriguez believes were underage under the
.headlng labeled “Massages "). |

VA Rodnguez was later chargedyin a crrmmal complaint with obstruction of justice in
: 'corinection yvith trying to obtain $50,000 from civil attorneys pursuing civil sexual assault cases
) against l-"ipstein as payment for produc_ing the book to the attorneys. 'See Crindinal Complaint at | _
2, US v. Rodriguéz, No. 9:IO-CR78Oi)15-KAM (S.D. Fla: 20l10)' »(rExhibit “G’;). lioddguez |
stated he needed money because the joumal‘w‘as h1s “property” and that he was afraid that"
_Jefi“rey Epstein would make him “disappear” unless he had an "‘insuranee policy”™ (i.e., the _
' jounial). 1d. at 3. Because of the importance of the information in the journal to the civil cases,
 Mr. Rodriguez called it “The Holy Grail.” |
. 18.  In the “Holy Grail” or-f‘The Journal,” among the many names listed (along with'

the abused girls) are some of the people that Epstein alleges in his Complaint had “no connection
' 9



' whatsoever’; ‘with the litigation in this case. See, e.g., Journal, Exhibit F, at 85 (Donald Trurnp);
at 9 (Brll Cllnton phone numbers lrsted under “Doug Bands”)

F ederal Investzgatzon and Plea Agreement Wzth Epstezn

19.  In approximately 2005, the FBI and the U.S. Attorney s Office in the Southern .
_ District of Florida leanled of. Epstein’s repeated sexual abuseof minor girls. They began a
crrmmal mvestrgatron into federal offenses related to his  crimes. See U.S. Attorney’s
Correspondence Exhibit “C”. |

20. At all relevant t1rnes Edwards has had a good faith bas1s to beheve and d1d in fact
,believe that to avoid the Government learning about his abuse ofminor g1r1s, Epstein threatened \
hislempioyees and deinan_d_ed tha_t'theil not cooper‘ate. \i/ith the government. Epstein's aggressive
. witiress' tampering was so severe that the United States Attorney's Office_prepared negotiated
‘plea agreements containing the.se charges. hor example in a September 1.8 2007, email from .
AUSA Villafafia to Lefkowitz (attached hereto as- Exhlblt “H”) she attached the proposed plea |

agreement descnbmg Epsteln s w1tness tampenng as follows

"UNITED STATES vs. JEFFREY EPSTEIN PLEA PROFFER”

On August 2%, 2007, FBI Special Agents E. Nesbitt Kuyrkendall and Jason
Richards traveled to the home of Leslie Groff to serve her with a federal grand
jury.subpoena with an investigation pending in the Southern District of Florida.
" Mis«=Groff works as the personal assistant of the defendant. Ms. Groff began
speaking with the agents and then excused herself to go upstairs to check on her
sleeping child. While upstairs, Ms. Groff t<lephoned the defendant, Jeffrey
Epstein, and informed him that the FBI agents were at her home. Mr. Epstein
instructed Ms. Groff not to speak with the agents and reprimanded her for
allowing them into her home. Mr. Epstein applied pressure to keep Ms. Groff
“from complying with the grand jury subpoenas that the agents had served upon
- her. In particular, Mr. Epstein warned Ms. Groff against turning over documents
and electronic evidence responsive to the subpoena and pressured her to delay her

10



' appearance before the grand jury in the Southern District of Florida. This
conversation occurred when Mr. Epstein was aboard his privately owned civilian
aircraft in Miami in the Southern District of Florida. His pilot had filed a flight
plan showing the parties' were about to return to Teterboro, NJ. After.the
conversation with Ms. Groff, Mr. Epstein became concerned that the FBI would
try to serve his traveling companion, Nadia Marcinkova, with a similar grand jury
subpoena. In fact, the agents were preparing to serve Ms. Marcinkova with a
target letter when the flight landed in Teterboro. Mr. Epstein then redirected his
airplane, making the pilot file a new flight plan to travel to the US Virgin Islands @
instead of the New York City area, thereby keeping thé Special Agents from, ~ -
serving the target.letter on Nadia Marcinkova.. During the flight, the defendant
verbally harassed Ms. Marcinkova, harassing and pressuring her not to‘cooperate
with the grand Jurys mvestlgatlon thereby hindering and dissuading her from
reporting the commission of a violation of federal law- to 4 law enforcement
officer, namely, Special Agents of the FBI. Epstein also threatened’and harassed
Sarah Kellen against cooperating against him as well.

2].  Edwards learned that the Palm Beach pollce department 1nvest1gat10n ultimately
led to the execution of a search warrant at Epstein’s.mansion in October 2005. See Pohce.
~Incident Report, Exhibit “A”. I

22. Edwards lea;ned that at around the same time,.the Palm Beach Police Department
also 'began investigating Eostein’s sexual abuse -of rhihor girls. They also collected evidence of
Epsteln s 1hvolvement with miner girls and his obseasmn with trammg sex slaves, 1nclud1ng -
pu]hng information’ from Epstem. s trash. -Their mvest1gat10n showed that Epstein ordered from
Amazon.com on about September 4, 2005, such books as: 'SM101: A. Reahstlc Int;oducnon, by.
-_ jay Wiseman; SlatreCraft: Roa‘dmapsvfor Erotic Servitu_d_e - Pﬁhciples, Skills, and .Tools, by Guy
Baldwin;and Training w1th Miss Abernathy: A Workbook fof Ero_tic Slaves and Their Owners, |
by Christiha Abema_thy-. See Receipt for Sex Slave B_ooke (Exhibit “I”).

23.  The Palm Beach incident teports pfovided Edwards with the name‘s‘of nu'meroﬁs

witnesses that participated in Epstein’s child molestation criminal enterprise and also provided
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Amazon.com

Edwards with some insight into how far-reaching Epstcin’s power was and how addicted Epstein -

was to sex with children. See Incident Report, Exhibit “A”.

- .~ 24,  ThePalm Beach Police Department also collected Epstein’s message pads, which

-provided other n_arﬁes of people that also knew Epsteiri’s scheme to molest children. See

Me':ssage Pads (ﬁxﬁibit “I) (notg: the names of ﬁnderage f;ernales have been redacted.to p'rotectr
the%anonymity of the._'under'age sex abuse victimé). Those mebssage pads show clear indicatioﬁ
thai Epstein;s staff was frequently working to schedule multiple young/girls .be'tw_eeﬁ the ages of
12 and 16 years old.literally evefy day, often vtwo or tﬁi‘ce ﬁm_es per.day. 7d: | N

25. ~In light of all of the information of numerous erimes committed by Epstein,
Ed\:;vards leam'éd that £he U.S. Attorney’s Ofﬁce beéap prepariﬁg the filing of federal cn:minali
chafrges agaiﬁst Epstein. For example, in addition t'lo thq wifnéss tampering and mdnéy
léuhde_ring charges the U.-S.V Attorney’s Ofﬁcé, prepared an '82;page prosecution memo and a 53--
page indictment of Epste_in_ related to0 his sexual ébuse- of children. 'On‘ September 1'9,- 2007, at
12::14-PM, AUSA Villafafia wrote to Epstein's counsel,.Jay teﬂcowitz, "Jay - I hate to have to be
flrrn about this, but we need, to wfap' this up by Monday. I will not miss my indic;fmen_t date
when this has dragged on fof several weeks already and then, if things fall épart, be left inaless
advzantag'eous;position than béfore the negotiations. I have had an '8.2-pagé pros merﬁo_and 53- |
page indictment sitting -on the shelf since Maykto engage in these negoﬁaﬁons. There ha_s to bé

an ending date, and that date is Monday." These and other communications are within the

'corfesponden’ce attached as Composite Exhibit “C.”

S
26.  Edwards learned that rather than face the filing of federal felony criminal charges,

Ep$tein (through his attorneys) engaged in plea bargain discussions. As a result of those



discussions on-September 24 2l)07 Epstein signed an agreement _ With the U.S | Attomey’s
Offlce for the Southem D1str1ct of Flonda Under the agreement Epsteln agreed to plead gullty |
to an 1nd1ctment pendmg agamst h1m in the 15" Jud1c1al Circuit in and for Palm Beach County
chargmg him with sollc1tat10n of prostltutlon -_and procurement of mmors for prostltutlon.
) Epstein also agreed that' heuwould receive a thirty rnonth sentence including 18 months of jail :
t1me and 12 months of community control In exchange the U.S. Attomey s Ofﬁce agreed not to
pursue any federal. charges agamst Epstein. See Non-Prosecutlon Agreement (Exhlblt “K*).
27 Part of the Non-Prosecution Agreement that Epstein negotiated was a provision in
whlch the federal government agreed not to prosecute Epstein’s co-conSpirators. | 'l‘he co- -
conSpirators procured minor females to.be molested by Epstein' One of the' co-conspirators -l '
Nadia Marcinkova -even part101pated in the sex aets w1th mmors (mcludmg E. W) and Epstein.
See Incident Report Exh1b1t “A”, at 40-42, 49 Sl; Depos1t10n of Nadia ‘Marcinkova, Apnl 13,
| 2010 (heremafter “Marcmkova Depo. ”) at 11 (Deposition attachment #9)

28.  Under the Non Prosecutlon Agreement Epsteln was to use his “best efforts” to
enter into his guilty pleas-by O’ctob_er 26, 2007. However, Edwards learned that EpSteln violated
his -agree'ment vrith the U S)Attorney’s Office to do sc and delayed entry'of hisrplea. See Letter
from U S. Attomey R. A]exander Acosta to’ Lllly Ann Sanchez, Dec. 19 2007 (Exlllblt “L”)

29, - On January 10, 2008 and agam on May 30, 2008 E W. and L. M recelved letters
from the FBI adv1s1ng them that “[t]hlS case 1s currently under mvestlgatlon Th1s can be a
lengthy process and we. request your con’nnued patlence wh11e we conduct a thorough

B mvestlgatlon ? Letters attached at Compos1te Exh1b1t “M” ThlS document is ev1dence that the-

‘FBI did. not notify E. W and LM. that a plea agreement had already been reached that would
13 |



block federal ppeseeeﬁon of Eestein. Nor did the FBI notify E.W. and L.M. of any of the parts of
| vtheiplea agreement. Nor did the FBI or other federal authorities confer with E.W. and L.M.
about the plea. See id. | | |

30. In 2008; Edw'ardvs_believed.in good faith that criminal proeeceﬁen of Epstein was
' extfemely im_portant-te h:is clients Ew. and L.M. and thet they desired to be consulted by the
FBI and/or other fepresentatives of fhe federal_ govefnment about_‘ the proéecuﬁgn of _Epstein.
The letters that ‘they had received around January 10, 2008, 'suggested -th?at a criminal
rinves';t_igation of Epstein was en;g'qing and', that they would be centacted before the. federal '

_ gox}emment reached an'y. final resolution of that investigation. See id.

? ~ Edwards Agrees to Serve as Legal Counsel for. Three Vz‘cti_me of Epstein’s Sexual
. IME_ '

| 31. In _about April 2008v, Bfadley 1. Edwards, Esq., was a l'icense_d- attorney in Florida, - |
prafcticing as a sole p'raetitioner: As a former prosecutor, he was well vereed in civil cases that
invelved criminal acts, inchiding sexual assaults.‘l Three of the many girls Epetein had ebused -
'L.M., E.W., and Jane Doe.,— all requested that 'Edv:s/afds‘ represent them civilly and secure
apﬁroeﬁate menetarsl damages against Epstein fer rep’eateci acts of sexual abuse'while they were
miﬁor girls. 'i‘wo of the girls '(L.M. and E.-W.) aiso requested that Ec_lwardsy-‘fepresent themj in',_ '

'con:inectio‘n with a concemn that t_he Federal Bureau of Investig‘a_tion' (FBI) end U.S. Attorney’s
: ,Oﬁice miéht be arranging a plea bargain for the criminal offenses eommitted by Epstein without: |

' providing them the legal rights to which they l'were ehtitled (inciud.ing the right to be notified of

plea discussions and the right to confer with proseelltors about any plea arrangement). See
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Aft;davit of Bradley J. Edwards, Esq. at 1 - 2, 4 (heréinafter “Edwards Affidavit”) (Eﬂﬂbit
32 _ On June 13, 2008, attorney Edwafds ag_reéd to r_epresentE'.W.-;v-_‘on_ 'Juiy 2, '2008,' |
atti;mey Edwards agreed to represgnf J ane'Doe; and, ,oanuly‘ 7, 2008, zlittomeyv Edwards agréed tol :
repfésent LM i_n'c'onnec;ion with the sexual assaults committed -by Epstein and td insure that -
théir ri‘ghts- as ,vic-:tims of crimes were p‘roteéted in» the criminal prolces,s on-going against Epsfein_z
Mr. ~Edwardsl aﬁd his three clients executed writteﬂ 're_tentiOn-' agreements. See.d.at 1]2 |
. 33 In mid'June of 2008, Edwardé contacte& AUSA Villafafia to infofmr her that he
ﬁ ré"piresented Jane Dbe #1 aﬁd, later, Jane »Doe #2. AUSA Vi_llafaﬁa (iid not ac_ivise -t_hé.t'a‘ plea
agrieement. bad already been negotiéte‘d with Epétein’s a_ttqrrieys that would block federal
_ proéecution_. To the cbﬁtrary,, :AUSA Villafaﬁav mentiolned_'av possible indictfnent. AUSA
Viliafaﬁa did indicate 'f‘hat federal investigators had concrete evidencé and information that
Epstein haa sexuaﬁy vmolestea fr_lany undetage ﬁminor fcmales; including E.W., LM; and Jari-e
Doé. See id. at 14. |
- 3.4. - Edwards also réquested from the U.S; Att_o;'ney’s Office the infonnaﬁon thaf they
ha'd collecte& reg'arding';Epstein’s sexual aBuse éf his .plicn’gs. However, t]-a'e- U.S. Attomqy’s‘
Qf_ﬁce, decli;led fo .provide ény such information to Edwards. It sinﬁiarly declined to prow)ide
" any suchrinformation to the Vother atforﬁeys' who represented vicfims 6f Epstein’s‘ sexual.‘assaults.
At fhe very least, this includes the items that were confiscated in the search warrant bf Epstein’s
llmme,. includ_ihg dildbs, ~vibrators, ﬁla;ssage' tziblé,, oils, and additibﬂal message pads. . - See

" Property Receipt (Exhibit “0”).
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35. - On F-riday, June 27, 2008, at approximately 4:15 p.m. AUSA Villafafia received a
copy of Epstein’s proposed state plea agreement and learned that the plea was scheduled for 8:30
a.m. Monday, June 30, 2008 AUSA Villafafia called Edwards to prov1de notice to his clients
regardmg the hearmg. 'AUSA Villafafia dld not tell Attomey Edwards that the guilty pleas in
state court would bring an end to’ the poss1b111ty of federal prosecution pursuant to. the plea
agreement See Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N", at 6.

36.  Under the Cnme Victims’ Rights Act (CVRA), 18 US.Ca§. 3771, victims of
federal lcrimes = including E‘Wf and L.M. — are entitled to_basic rights during any plea
bar'gaining process, including the right to be treated with fairness the right to confer with-r
prosecutors regardmg any plea, and the right to be heard regardmg any plea. The process that
was followed leading to the non-prosecution of Epstein vmlated these rights of E.W. and L. M.

, See Emergency Petn. for Victim’s Enforcement of _Crime Victim’s Rights, No. 9:08-CV-80736-
KAM (S D. Fla. 2008) (Exh1b1t “P”); |
37. Because of the violation of the CVRA, on July 7, 2008, Edwards ﬁled an action in

the U.S. District Court forithe Southern District of Florida, Case No. 9:08-CV-80736, seelqng to
enforce the rights,of E.W. and L.M.  That action alleged that the U.S. Attorney’s O_fﬁce had
failed to pr_ovide E.W.and L.M. the rights to which they were entitled under the Act, including
theiright to-bewnotified about a plea agreement and to confer with_ prosecutors regarding it. See
id |

38. On J_uly 11, 2008, Edvirards took E.W. and L.M. with him to the hearing on the
CVRA action. It was only at this hearing .th‘at both victims learned for the ﬁrst time that the nlea

deal was already done with Epstein and that the criminal case against Epstein had been
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efféctively termina;ed by the U.S. Attorney’s office. See Hearing TranScriﬁt, Jul}; 11, 2008
. (E:éhibit “Q7). | -

' .39. Edwards learned that Jane Doe felt so sﬁongly that.i thc plea bargain was
inappropriate that shé.'made.hgr c;wn determination to app-ear on a television program and .
- exercise her Ei‘rstAmendm.ent rights tb criticize the uhduly lenient plea Bargain Epstein receivéd
in a criminal case. | | |

‘ A 40. The CVRA écfion that Edwards filed was recently administratively closqd and
Ed\;?var_ds filed é Motion to reopen that p;oéeedihg.: See No. 9:08'-CV¥80736 (S.D. Fla.).

2 | | o Epstein’s Entgg‘ olt Guilty }_?léas to Sex Oﬁenkés

41....' Ultimately, on June 30, 200A8, in the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit in Palmv Beach
Cb{mty, Floﬁdé, defendant Epstéin, eritered pleas of "gﬁilty" to various Florida state éﬁmes ;
invfolving the solicitation of minors for prostitl_ltion and the procuremenf of minors for the
pufposes.of .prlostitu_tion.. See Plea Colloquy (Exhibif"éR”).

| 42.  As a condition of that plea, a_r_1d in exchange for the Fedeml Govemmentr’not
proéecuﬁng thé Defendant, Epstein additionally entered info an agreement with the Federal
Go&émm_erit achowledging that appr_bximately thirty-foﬁr (3_4) other young giris could receive
payments from him under the federal statute providing for compensation to vicﬁms of child
_ sex;1a1 abuse,\18 U.S.C. § 2255. As had been agrecd.monthé befofe,_ the U.S. Attomey’s Office
' did not prosecute Epsfein fedérally for his sexual abuse bf ';h‘ese ‘minor girls. See Addendum to-
Noﬂ-Prosecution Agreément (Exhibit “S™) (in redacted form to protect the identities of the

minors involved).
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'43.. Becéuse Epstein became a convicted ééx offender, he was not to have contact
w1th any ‘,of his victims. Durmg the course of his guilty pleéé on Jung 30, 2008, Palm Beach
Cir;@:uif Court Judge _beborah I-)‘ale Pucillo bgciered Epsfein “nof to ha\}e any contact, direct or
indjifect”'with any V_victirrll-s. Shel'al-so t;,xpressly stated fhat_her n_é-contact order applied to “all of v
' the';victims.n”q Sinﬁl&_ordérs were entered by the federal court héndlihg some of the .ciyil cases
‘aga'inst, Epstein. The fedefal court stated that it “finds it hecessary to _statt; cleérly that Defén&ant
ié uhder this court’s order ﬂot to hav.e diréc‘:t or i‘ndz‘reci_coniact Qith any ﬁlaiﬁtiffs . ” Order,’
Case No. 9:08-cv-80119 (S.D. Fla. 2008), [DE 238 at 4-5 (cmphasisdded); see.also Order,
Cése No. 9:08-cv-80893, [DE 193] at 2 (emphasis addgd)__ | :

‘. Ed:wards‘F iles Civil Suits Ag dinst Epstein
44.: Edwards had a go'o& faith belief that, his glienfs felt angry rand betfayed by the

criminal system and:wished to prosecutesand puhish ,Eps'tein for .his ctimes ggai'nst tﬁg’em m
wh%lte\}er '5venue remained open to.them. ‘On Au.gust: 1'2,. 2008, at the request of his client ‘Jane»
| .Doé, Brad EdWards; filed a civil suit against Jeffrey Epstein ti; recover damagcs for his sexual
ass;.ult of Jane Doe. See Edwards Affidavit, “N™ at 7. Inclucied in this coihplaint ‘was"z-i ‘RI'CO

) ‘count .that explainéd how Ep'steiﬁ ran a criminal ﬂconspira‘cy to. procure young giris for him to
- sexfually ébusé, See Complaint, Jane Doe v. Epstein (Exhibit “T”).
“450n Sepfember 11, 2008, ét the request of his client EW, Brad Edwards ﬁled a.civil
- suit against Jefﬁ'ey Epstein to recover damages for his sexual assault of E.-W. See Complﬁint,

E.W. v. Epstein (Exhibit “U™).

18



46 On September 11, 2008, at the request of his client L. M Brad Edwards filed a civil
su1t agamst Jeffrey Epstein to. recover damages for his sexual assault of LM. See Complamt )
L. M v. Epstein, (Exhibit “V™).

47. Jane Doe’s federal complamt mdrcated that she sought. damages of more than

$50,000,000. Lrstmg the ,amount of damages sought in the complamt'was in accord with other -

crv1l suits that were. filed against Epstein (before any lawsuit filed by Edwards) See Complamt' |
Jane Dge #4 v. Epstein (Exhibit “W”) (filed by Herman and Mermelstem PA) |

- 48. At about the same time as Edwards ﬁled hlS three lawsu1ts agamst Epstein, other
civil attorneys were filing similar lawsuits against Epstein. For example on or about April 14,
2008 another law ﬁrm Herman and Mermelstem filed the first 01v1l actlon agamst Epsteln on
behalf of one of its seven cllents who were molested by Epsteln The complamts that attorney
| Herman filed on behalf of his seven clients we_re _s1m11ar in tenor and tone to the complamt_that
Edwards filed on behalf of his three clients. 'See id. | .

| 49. Over the next year and a half, rnore_ than 20 other similar_civil .actions were ﬁled by

varlou's attorneys against Epstein alleging sexual assault of rninor girls. These eomplaints Were
also sirnilar in tenon,and tone,"to the complaint that Edwards”ﬁled on behalf of his clients. These
corhplalnts are all pnblic 'record and-have not been attaehedf hut are available ‘inr'this Court’s files
' and the'files-of the U.S. Drstnct Court for the Southem Dlstnct of Florida.

50. In addition to the complalnts filed against Epstem in Florida, a female in New York
Ava Cordero, ﬁled a lawsurt against Epstem_ln New Y,ork rnal_cmg similar al_legatrons - that L
_Epstein paid her for a massage then _foreed ber to give hirn oral sex and molested her in other

ways when she was 'orlly 16 ‘years old. Cordero was born a male, and in her complaint .she
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alleges that Epstein told her during the “massage”, “I love how young you-are. You have a tight
butt like a baby”. See Jeff Epstein Sued for "Repeated Sexual Assaults" on Teen, New York

Post, October 17, 2007, by Dareh "Gregorian,' - link at:-

htt'p://Www.nvpost.com/p/neWs/regional/item 4421WyLUFH7R1OUtKYGPbP;jsessionid=6CA3 '

EB_FIBEF68F5DE14BFB2CAA5C3 TEQ. 'See Article attached hereto as Exhibit “X%

51. Edwards s three complaints agamst Epstem contamed less_detail about sexual
abuse than (as one example) a complaint filed by attorney Robert Josephsberg from the law firm
of Podhurst Orseck. See Complalnt, Jane Doe 102 v. Epstem (Exhlbit “B™). . As recounted in
detail in this Complaint Jane Doe 102 was 15 years old when Ghislaine Maxwell discovered her
' and lured her to Epstein’s house Maxwell and Epstein forced her to have sex with both of them.
and within weeks Maxwell and Epstein were ﬂying ber all over the world. Accordlng to the
Coinplaint, Jane Doe 102 was forced to live' as one of Epstein’s underage sex slayes for years
and was forced to have sex with qotronly Maxweli and Epstein but also other politicians,
businessm_en, royalty, academicians, etc.> She was even .made to vsratch Epstein have sex with
'three 12-year-old French girls that were sent to him for his birthday by a French citizen that is a
friend of Epstein’s{, Luckily, Jane Doe 102 .escaped to Australia to get away froni Epstein and
Max\yell’s sexuai abuse. o

52. : Edwards learned that in addition to civil suits that were filed in court against
Epszt'ein, at around the same time other attorneys engaged in pre-ﬁling settlement discussions
with Epstein; Rather than tace- filed ciyil suits in these cases, Epstein paid money settlements to
more than 15 other women who had -se')rual‘lly abused vi/hile they ys_/ere minors. See articles

regarding '.settlements attached hereto as Composite Exhibit “Y.” |
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Epstein’s Obstr'uction of Nonnal Discovery and Attacks on His Victims |
53..-_' Once Edwards filed his ciyil complaints for his three clients, he began-the.normal
process of discovery ’lfor cases such as these. He sent standard discovery requests to 'Epstein_
about h1s sexual abuse of the minor glrls mcludmg requests for admiissions, request for
productlon and mterrogatones See Edwards Afﬁdav1t Exhibit “N”, at 111[11 19 and@s.
.Rather than answer any substantlve jquestlonsvalﬁ)out his sexual abuse and_his\conspiracy for
prot:uring minor gi_rls for him to abuse, Eostern invoked hi§ 5th amendment right against self-
.i.ncrim_ination. An example of Epstein’s refusal to answer is attached as«Composite Exhibit “z
(odgtnal' discovery propounded to Epstein and his respon_ses invoking Sth amendment).
- ‘54. | During the discovery phase .Of' the civ,tl cases” filed agatnst Epstein, Epstein’s
: -deoosition was taken at least five ‘times. Duﬁng all of those depositions, Epstein reﬁlsed to
ansyyer any substantive questions about his sextial abuse of minor girls. See, erg., Deposition
Aﬂachments 1,6 and 7. |
55, Dunng these depositions, E;;stein further attempted to obstruct _ legitimate
| que:stioning{ by 'inSerting_ a, variety of irrelevant information about his- caSe. As one of
‘ mnumerable examples on March 8, 2010 Mx Horovrrtz representing seven vrctrms Jane Does
2- 8 ‘asked, "Q In"2004, did you rub Jane Doe 3's vagma" A: Excuse me. I'd hke to answer that
‘ 'questlon as.l would llke to answer mostly every qUestton you've asked me here today; however '
upon advice of counsel, I cannot answer that question. They ve‘ advrsed me I must assert my'
Sixth Amendment Frfth Amendment and Fourteenth Amendment RJghts agamst self—-excuse_
me, agalnst--under the Constitution. ' And though yourApartner, Jeffrey Herman, wa_s drsbarred

after 'ﬁli_ng this lawsuit [a statement that was untrue], Mr. Edu'ards' partner sits in jail for
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'fabricating cases of a sexual nature ﬂeecing nnsuspecting Florida investors and others out of
milhons of dollars for cases of a sexual nature w1th--I d like to answer your questions; however if
I--I'm told that if I do. so, I nsk losing my counsel's representation; therefore I must accept their
‘advice.“ Epstein deposi'tion March 8 2010, at 106 (Depdsition attachment #10). . )

-56. When’ Edwards had the opportumty to take Epstem s deposxtion he.only asked
reasonable questions, all of which related to the ments of the cases against Epstein. - All
depositions of Epstein in which Mr. Edwards participated on behalf of his clients are attached to

this motion. See Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at 911 and Deposition‘attachments #1, 6, 7, 10,

| 1‘1,5 12, and 13. Cf. with Deposition of Epstein taken by an attorney representing BB (one in

whiCh Edwards was not participating) httD'//www.yontube.com/watch?v=V-dquvYXx4; and

: httD [lwww.youtube. con1/watch‘7v—YCN1YltW-rO

57. Edwards s efforts to obtain mformatlon “about Epstem S orgamzatlon for
procunng young girls was also blocked because Epstein s co- consplrators took ‘the Fifth:
Deposmon of Sarah Kellen March 24, 2010 (heremafter “Kellen Depo.”) (Deposmon'
attachment #14)' Deposmon of Nadia Marcinkova, Apl’ll 13, 2010, (Deposmon attachment #9);
__Deposxtion of Adnana Mucmska Ross March 15, 2010 (heremaﬂer “Ross Depo ”) (Depos1t10n.
: attachment #15) Each of these co- consp1rators 1nvoked their respective rights against self-

mcrlrnmahon as to all relevant questions, and the depositions have been attached.

| 58. At all relevant times Edwards‘ has had a good faith basis .to believe and did in fact
believe Sarah;K‘elle.n was an employe'e of Eps'tein’s and had been identiﬁed as a defendant in at |
.. least one of the complaints against Epstein t'or her role in hringing girls to- Epstein’s rnansion to

_be abused_: At the deposition, she was represented by Bruce Reinhart. She invoked the Fifth on
- _ o ” . _
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all 'substantive questions regardmg her r'olevin arranging for tninor' girls to come to Epstein’s
mapsidn to be sexually abused. Reinhart had. previously been an Assistant Ur‘tited States
Aﬁemey in the U.S. Attdmey"s Office for't]:_le Southern District ef Florida when Epstein was
be.i;tlg investigated _critninally by' Rejnhart’s office. Reinhart leﬁ the United States Attorney’s
Office and was irrimediately hired by Epstein to 'repfesént‘_ Epstein’s pilots a_nti certe_in 505
cottspirators during the civil cases against Epstein See Ed\tvards A'fftdavit Exhibit“N” at 11.
59.  Edwards also had other. lines of legltlmate dlscovery blecked through the efforts
of Epstem and others. For example Edwards learned through deposmon that Ghlslame Maxwell
‘was involved in managmg Epstein’s affairs and companies: See depos:t_lon of Epstein's house
manager Jatlusz Banziak, Februa.ty 16, 2010 at page 14, lines 20-23.(Deposiﬁon Attachtnent
#16); See deposition of Epstein's housekeeper. Louglla‘Rabuyo, October 20, 2009, pagel 9, lines
17-€_ZS (Deposition Attachr'nent #17); See d-et:)o,s.ition of Epstein's pilot Larry Eugene Morrison,
October 6, 2009, :pag;e. 102-103 (Deposition 'Attachment #18); S’ee deposition of Alfredo
| Rocflrig_uez, AUgust 7, 2009, page 302;306 and 348 (Dep(')sition Attachment #8); See also Prince
Anthew's Friend, Gh'isiaihe Maxwell,‘ Some Utlderage Girls aﬁd A Ve'ry Disturbing Story,
September 23, 3 2007 by ' Wendy Leigh, link at
' http //www I'CdlCCCI'CathI’lS com/article. php‘71d—18950HANNA SIOBERG. Exhibit “AA”.
60.. Alfredo Rodriguez testified that Maxwell took photos of glrls without the girls’
knewledge, kept the images on her computer, knew :he names of the underage gu-ls and thelr-
respective _phone numbers. and other ,t_mderage victims were molested by Epstein and M.axwell '

' togéthet. ' See Déposition of Rodriguez, Deposition attachment # 8 at 64, 169-170 and 236.
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61. In re_asonable reliance on this and other inforrh_ation, Edwards served Maxwell for
déposition in 2009. See Deposition Notice attached as Exhibit “BB.” Maxwell was represented
by fBrett Jaffe of the New York firm of .Cohen and Grésscr, and Edwards understood tﬁat her
: attqmey was paid for (directly or indirectly) by Epstein. She | Was reluctant to give her
deposition, and Edwards tried to work with herattornéy’jo take her deposition on_terms that
woﬁld be acceptablg to both 'sides_. The result wés the attached confidentiality agreement, under
wh_ich Maxwell agreed to drop any objections to the depésition, attached’hereto as Exhibit “CC.”
Maxwell, hoWever, coﬁtrived to avqid the deposition. - On Jum_e 29;.2010, one day before
’Ed\}vargls was to fly to NY to take Ma)_(well’s deposition, her attofney informed Edwards that
Ma:xwell’s mother was deathly ill and Maxi&ell was. consequently flying to England with no
inténtioﬁ of returning_ to the United States.‘ Despite, that,assertion, Ghislaine Maxwell was in fact
in the country on July 31, 2010, as she attendgd the wedding of Chelsea Clinton (fofmer |
President Clinton’s daughter) a;xd' was captured in a photograph taken for OK magazine. Photos
frorin Issue 809 of the publication See US Weekly dated August 16, 2010 are aﬁached hereto as
 Exhibit “DD” and Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at q12. | |

62. MaxWell is ot the only important witness to lie to avoid deposition by Edwards.
Upém review 0f the message pads ﬁat were taken from Epstein’s home in the poliée tras'ﬁ pulls,
seei_Exhibit “J’ supra, many were from Jean Luc Bruﬁel, a French citizen and one of Epstein’s’
'clo':sest pals. He left-messagés for Epstein. One dated 4/1/05 said, “He has a teaéher for you to
teach you how to speak Russian. She is 2xé vyears old, :n(.>t blonde. Lessons are free and you can
ha\;e yourv ¥ today if you call.” See Messages taken from Jean Luc anel are attached hereto as

_Exhibit “EE.” In light of these circumstances of the case; this message reasonably _suggested to
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Edwards that Brunel might have b‘.eenprocuring two eight-year-old girls for Epstein to se)tually .
abusc,‘ According to widcly circ_ulate'd press reports reyiewed by Edwards, Brunel is in his
sixties and has a reputation throughout the world .(and especially in the modeling industry) as a
cocame addict that has for years molested chlldren through modeling agencies while actmg as
thelr.agent _ conduct that has becn the subject of critical reports, books, several news articles,

and a 60 Mmutes.documentary on Brunel’s sexual explmtatron_ of underage-models.-, See

htto://bradmillershero.blogsoot.conrl201 Q/O8/WOmen-are-obiects.»html,«attached‘hereto as Exhibit
enpr . , .

63. Edwards learned that Brunel is also ‘someone that v'isited Epstein ‘.on
approximately 67 occasion's 'while Epstein was in jail. See‘Epstein'sl Jail visitor log attached as
Exhibit “GG.” | ' | |

64. : Edwa.rds.leamed that Brunel currently runs the mOdeling agency MC2, a company
forfwhich Epstein provides financial support. See Message Pad's attached as. Exhibit “J” supra.. '
and Sworn Statement of MC2 employee Maritza Vasquez, June 15, 2010, “Mantza Vasquez
'Sworn Statement” attached-at Exhibit “HH” at 1-16.-

65. Employees of MC2 told Edwards that Epstcin S NUIMerous condos at 301 East 66
Street in New York were used to hou_se young models. | Edwards was told that MC2 modelmg
_.agency, afﬁliated with Epstein and. Brunel brought underage girls from all‘oyer the world,
Vpromlsmg them modchng contracts Epstcm and Brunel would then obtam avisa for these girls,
. then would charge thc underage girls rent, presumably to live as underage prostitutes in the
‘ condos. See Mantza Vasquez Swom Statement, Exhlblt “HH” at 7-10, 12-15, 29-30, 39-41, 59- |

60 and 62-67.
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66. Inview of this information suggeeting Brunet could provide significant evidence
- of Epstein’s trafficking in young girls for sexual abuse, Edwards had Brunel served in New York |
for'deposition. See Notice of Depositiorr of Jean Luc Brunel attached hereto as Exhibtt “IL”
Bet'ore the depositron -took place, Brurrel’S' attorney (Tama’ Kudman of West Palm Beach) |
contacted Edwards to delay the deposition date. Eventually Kudman informed Edwards in
January 2009 that Brunel had left the country and was back in France with no\plans to return.
This information was untrue Brunel was actually staying with Epstein i in West Palm Beach. See
Bar;rasiak. deposition, deposition attachment #16 at 154-160 and 172-175;/see also pages from
Eps;tein's probation file evidencing‘ Jean Luc Brunel (JLB) Vstaying at his house during that
- relevant period of time attached Exhib-it.“J-J”. As.a result, Edwards filed a Motion for Contempt,_b
attached hereto as Exhibit “KK” (Because Epstein, settled thrs case, the motion was never ruled
upon.) o | | |

67. Edwards was also inforrned,. that Epstein paid for not only Brunel’s representation
during the civil process but alsopaidv for legal representation for Sarah Kellen (Epstein’s
executive assistant 'and procurer of gitls for him to :;ouse), Lar'ry Visoski (Epstein’s personal
pil.ot), Dave Rogers (Epstein’s personal pilot), Larry Harrison (Epstein’s personal pilot),_Louella
.Rabuyo (Epstein’s housekeeper) Nadia Marcinkova (Epstem s live-in sex slave), Ghislaine
‘Maxwell (manager of Epstem s affarrs and businesses), Mark Epstem (Epstem s brother) and
Janusz Banasiak (Epstein’s house manager) It was nearly impossible to take a deposmon of
_sOndeone that would have helpful information that was not represented by an attorney paid for by -

. Epstein. See Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at {11.
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68. - While Epstein and 'otheré were i)fevanting-any; legitifnate disé'dvery into his sexual
abuise of .minor girls, at the same tilrlne he was enf;’aging (thrc;ugh hié attorneys) iﬁ brutal
que;stioning of the girls who had ﬁlled civil suits agai_nst'_him, QUestic;nin_g so savage that it made
locél headlines. See Jane Musgfave, Victi;-ns Seeking Sex offender’s Milliéns See Painful Pasts
Used Against * Them, Palm Beach Post News, | Jan. 23, 2010, available at
h@ ://www.palmbeachpost.com/riews/crime/victir-ns-seekin'g.-sex;offenders-nm_illions-see-paiﬂﬁll-
. pas_vts-1192988.html dttached hereto as Exhibit “L.L.” o V)

Edwards Pursﬁes Other Lines of Discovery

'69. - Because of Epsteih’s thwarting of discovery arld, atfacks on Edwards’s clients,_‘

Ed§vards was forced to pursue Q.therl"avenues of discﬁvery. Edwards on}y pursued legitimate
dispoveq désigned'tov‘furthér the cases filed ,againsf Epstein. Sge Edwards Afﬁdavit,' Exhibit
“N”atq11. | | | |
70. . Edwardé notified Epstéin’s attorneys of his intent to take Bill Clinton's. depositi"ovn.'
Ed\;vards possessed a legitimate basis'for doing so: (a) Clinton was friends with Ghislaine
Maxwell who was.'Epstein's longﬁme companior'l‘ aﬁd helped to run Epstein’s companies; kept
' images' of naked underage éhildren,on hgr_.coﬁu’putler, helped to recruit undefage children for
Epéteih, engaged \in lesbian sex ‘with underage females that she procpre,d for Epstein, and
"vphoitograpbed underage females in sexually ekplicit posc_as and kept child pornography on herv
bbmputer; (b) it was national news when'CIinton, traveled with Epstein aboard Epstein’é private
pléhe to Africa and the news articles classified Clinton as Epsfein’s friend. (c) the complaint
filed on behalf of Jane Doe No. 102 stated generally that she was required by Epstein to be

sexually exploited by not 6nly Epstein but also Epstein’s “adult male peers, including royalty,
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p011t1c1ans academlclans businessmen, and/or other professional and personal acquamtances -
categories Clinton and acquamtances of Clmton fall ’mto The flight logs showed Clmton
traveling on Epstem s plane on rlurnerous occasions between 2002 and 2005 See thht logs
attached hereto as Exhlblt “MM.” Clinton traveled on many of those ﬂlghts w1th Ghlslame
Maxwell Sarah Kellen, and Adnana Mucinska, - all employees and/or co- consplrators of
Epstein’s that were closely connected to Epstein’s child exploitation and sexual abuse. - The
doeuments_' clearly show that euﬁtoh l:‘requently flew with Epstein-aboard his plane, then‘
suddenly stopped - .raising’ the suspicion that the friendship abruptly .ended, perhaps because of |
evehts related to Epstein’s sexual abuse of children. Epsteln’s personal phone directory from his
7 corrrputer corltains e-mail addresses for Clinton along witln 2 l_‘ phone numbers for l1ini, including
those for h1s ‘assistant (Doug Barid), llis schedulers, and what "appear to be Clinton’s i)ersdnal
nurlabers. This infolmatioh certairily leads one to believe that Clinton might well be a source of
relevant information and effor'ts_t.o:ob.tain discovery from him were reasonably calculated tolead
to admissible evidence. See Exbibits “B%, “F” “AA”, “DD", and “MM” and Bdwards Affidavi
* Exhibit “N” at f1s. o | |

7. Bradley J. Edwards Esq., provided notice that he intended to take the depos1t10n
of l)onald Trump. 'Edwards possessed a leg1t1mate: ba51s for domg so: (a) The message pads
cerlﬁscated from Epstein’s home indicated that Trump called Epstein’s West Palm B_eacln
marzrsion-on several occasions durmg ‘the tirne period most relevant to my EdWardS’s cli‘ents’
,c'orhplaints; (b) Trurap-was quoted in avVanity Fair article about Epstein as saying "I've knowrr
. lefl‘ for fifteen years. Terriﬁe guy,"" "He's"a lot of vfun to be with. It is even said that he likes

beautiful women as much as 1do, and many of them are on the yeunger side. No doubt about it --
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Jeffrey enjoys his social. life." Jeffrey Epsteinf International l\/Ioneyman of Mystery; He's pals
w1th a passel of Nobel Prize—wmmng scientists, CEOs like Leshe Wexner of the Llrnlted :
soc1a11te Ghislaine Maxwell even Donald Trump. But 1t wasn't until he flew Bill Clinton, Kevin
Spacey, and Chris Tucker to Africa on his private Boeing 727 that the world began to wonder
wh_o he is. -By' Landon Thomas Jr. (Seé article -attached hereto as Exhibit “NN?).(¢) Trump
allegedly banned Epstein from hie Maralago Club in West Palm Beach because Epstein sexually
assaulted an underage 'girl at the club; (d) Jane Doe No. .1 02’s complaint alleged that Jane Doe
102 was initially approached' at Trurnp’s. lVIaralago by Ghislaine Maicwell and recruited to be
Mai(well and Epstein’s underage sex slave' (e) Mark Epstein’(Jeffirey Epstein’s brother) testified
that Trump flew on Jeffrey Epstein’s plane with h1m (the\same plane that Jane Doe 102 alleged
‘was used to have sex with uriderage girls); (f) Trump. had been to Epstein’s home in Palm Beach;
(g)_Epsteln s phone dlrectory from his computer contams 14 phone numbers for Donald Trump,
including emergency numbers, car numbers; and numbers to Trump’s 'security guard and
houseman. Based on this information Edwards reasonably believed that Trump might have
relevant information to prov1de in the cases agamst Jeffrey Epstem and accordmgly prov1ded
notice of a possible deposition. See deposmon of Mark Epstem September 21, 2009, at 48-50
(Deposition Attachment #19); See Jane Doe 102 v. Epstein, E)thibit “B”; _Exhibit “F”,
“E)lhibit”J 25N" and See EdWards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at 13. -

| 72. Edwards pronided notice that he intended to depose Alan l)ershowitz. Edwards
posfsessed a legitimate basis i‘or doing so: (a) Dershovitz is believed to have been friends with -
Epstein for many years; (b) in one news article Dershowitz comments that “I'm on my 20th

"book... The only person outs:de of my immediate family that I send drafts to is Jeffrey” The
29



, Talen_ted" Mr. Ei)ste.in, By Vicky Ward on January, 2005 in Published Work, Vanity Fair__(Se_e
arti%’cle aftachcd as Exhibit “00); (c) Epstein’s ‘housekeepe.r Alfredo Rodriguez testified that
Defshowitz stayed at Epstein’s house during the ’yearszhe'n Epstein was assaultiﬁg minor
ferﬁéles on a daily basis; (d)vRodrigue-z testified th:ﬁ Dershowitz was at Epstein’s house at times
whjen underage ferﬁal_es where there being molested by Epstein (see Alfre.do‘ Rodriguez |

: deﬁosi_tion at 278-280, 385, '426-427); (e) D¢rshowifz reportedly assisted in attempting to
pér'suade the Palm Beach State Attorney’s Ofﬁcé fhat'because the underage females alleged td'
have been victims of Epstein’s abusenlacked crc.:.dibility and coulci not be-believed that they were
at Epsteih’é hoi;ée, when D__ersﬁowitz himself wa_é an eyewitness\to their presence at th_é house;
)] J ane Doe No. 102 statc;l generally that ﬁpstein forced her tobe sexually-exploited by not only
Epétein but also )Epstéin"'s “adult male peers; inciuding royalty, politicians, -academicians,A
busfinessmen; and/o; 6ther professidﬁél and .pefsonal'acquaint;mces” - éat'egories thaf Der'showit;v
and acquaintances of Defshdwitz fall into-; (g) during the-years '2002-2005 Alar; Dershowitz was

. on i?.ps’tein’s plan.e. on several occasioﬁs according to the flight logs produced by Epstein’s pilot o

_énd infdnnétipn (descn’bed-above) sﬁggested fhaf sexual assaults may have taken place on the

_ plane; (h) Epstein donated $30 Million one year to tﬁe university at which Dershowitz' teaches.
' Baéed c;n thig information, Edwards had a reasonable basis to believe that Dershc)witi might

ha_v;e relevant infdnn_ati_dn to provide in the cases against'. Jeffrey Epétein and accordingly

provided notice of a possible depqsition. See Dershowifz letters to the State Attorney's office
attiched as Exhibit “PP”; Deposition of Alfredo Rodrig'ueé at 278-280; Flight Logs Exhibit -

“MM”; Exhibits “B” and “00”; and Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at §14.
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73. Epétein's complaint allleg-es tﬁat Edwarld.s vprovidcl:d notice that he wished to take
fheideposit‘ion of Tommy Mattola. 'I"'hatr assertion is untrue. Mr. Mattola's deposition was set by
the-léw firm of Searcy Denny Scarola Barnhart aﬁd Shipley. See Edwards Affidavit, Exhiﬁit_‘N”

.at {16. | |
T Edwérds"gave notice that he intended to fake_David Copperfield's=deéposition.
Ed\?vafds ‘possessedla legitimate basis for doing s0. Epstgiﬁ’s housekeeper and one of the only
ﬁ wiﬁmésses who did not appear for deposifion with an E.pstein' bought attorney,Alfredo Rodriguez,
tesﬁﬁed thaf .Dav'id COpperﬁeld was 4 -guest at Epstein’s house on several occasions..' His name
also appears fréquéntiy_ in the message p‘ads confiscated from‘Epstein’s house. It lhas been
pul?licly reported that Copperﬁeld hiﬁself has had allegations of sexu;l misconduct made against
hirﬁ by wvomen claiming he sexually abused the_m, andyone of Epstein’s sexual assault victims
“also alléged that Coppérﬁe_ld had ‘touched, her in-an improper sexual way while she was at
Epé.tein’s_ housé. Mr. Coppérﬁeid likély has relgvant information and depositi;)n was reasonably
calculated to lead to ‘tl'-le discovery of admissib_le.evidence. See Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at
o , : S ,
s Epstéin al\‘sovtakes. issue 'with‘ Edwafds ideﬁﬁfying Bill Richardson as a possible
withess. Richardsdn was properly identified as a possible witness because Epstein’s person_al :
pilc;t testifiedto Richardsqn joining Epstein at Epstein’s New .Mexi.co Ranch. Th,ere‘ was-
inf(v;)nnation‘ indicating that Epsteiﬁ had young girls at his ranch which, given tiae'circumstancesr '
of the basé, raiéed the reasonable infe_fencc he was sexually ébd_sing these girls as he had abused
' giris in West Palm Eqach and elsewhere. Ricﬁardson had also returned éampaign donatibﬁs that

wefe given to him by Epstein, indicating that he believed that there was something about Epstéin |
' 31



with which he did not Want to be associated. Richardson ‘was not called to testi_fy nor was he éver
sﬁb_poenaed to testify. See Edwards A-fﬁdévit, ExhiBit “N” at-1118T
76.  Edwards learned of allegations that Epstein engaged in sexual abuse of minors on
his private aircraft. See Jane Doe 102 Cbmplaint, Exhibit “B.” Accordingly, Edwards,purs_ued
discovery to confirm thésc allégatioﬁs.' ,
| 77. Discbvg:ry of the pilot and ﬂight'lbgs was properlin the cases brbﬁght by Edwards
aga:inst Epstein. -Jane Doe filed a federal RICO qlaim against Epstein that §vas aﬁ active claim
thr()ugh muvch of the litigation. The RICO claim alleged that_ Epstein ran.an expansive criminal
enfierprise that _involvved<and depended upoﬁ his plane travel: Although Judge Marra dismissed
the! RICO- ciaim at some point 'in the féderal litigatioﬁ, the lc;gal teafn ‘representingﬁ
E_d\i;vards' clfent; intend.ed to pursue an appeal of that'dismissal. Moreover, ali of the subjects .i
megltioned in .the RICO claim remained relevant_ to other aspects of Jan_e Doe"sj lc-:laims against
Epstéin, including in particular her éléim for, punitive damages. Sée Edwards Afﬁdavit; Exhibit
“N” at 19, - |
78 vascovery- of the IlJilotvand flight logs wa§ also proper in the .cases. brought by
Edﬁvards against Epstein because of the need to obtain evidence of a federal nexus. Edwards's
client Jane Doe was proceeding to trial on a federal claim under 18 U.S.C. § 2"255.- Section 2255
is a federal .statute v;/hich (unlike relevant state statutes) established a minimum level of recoverj
_ fo’r%victirns of the violation of its p;ovisions. Prqcee‘ding under the statute, howevér, required a
“fedéral nexus” to the séxual assaults. Jang Doe had two grounds on which to ar_gué that such a
: nex‘ﬁs existed to her abuse by Epstein:' first, his use of telephone to ar'rangé for girls to be abused;

and, second, his travel on planes in interstate commerce. During the course of the litigation,
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. Edwards -anticipated that»-Epstein' wOuld xargue' thatv Jane'Doe’s proof of the federal ne)‘(us was

1nadequate These fears were reahzed when Epstem ﬁled a summary Jjudgment motion ralslng |

‘ this argument In response the other attorneys. and Edwards representmg Jane Doe used the

| ‘ﬂight log ev1dence to respond to Epsteln § summary Judgment motion, explammg that the ﬂight a
logs demonstrated that Epstein had traveled in interstate commerce for the purpose of fac111tat1ng : |
; 'hls_.sexual assaults. . Because Epstein chose to settle. the case before trial, Judge:Marra did not
'- ruleon the summary judgment motion. |

- 79.  Edwards had further reason 16 believe and did ir fact Belicve that the pilot and -
ﬂlght logs might contain relevant evidence for the eas_es against Epstein. Jane Doe 'No. 102°s
complaint outlined Epstein’s daily se"xual exploitation and abuse of underage minors as young as
- 12 -"years .old and alleged that Epstein’s plane was vsed tol transport 'und‘erage females to be
sexually abused by him and his friends. .The ﬂight logs accordingly were a potential source of
1nformatlon about e1ther addmonal girls who were v1ct1ms of Epstem s abuse or friends of
- Epstem» who may have w1tnessed or even part1c1pated in the abuse; Eased on this
-1-nformat10n Edwards reasonably pursued the flight logs in dlscovery |

80. In the fall of 2009 Epstein. gave a recorded 1nterv1ew to George Rush, a reporter‘» '

' _wrth the New York Dazly News about pending legal proceedmgs In that interview, Epstem
'demonstrated an utter lack of remorse for his crimes (but 1nd1rectly‘ admitted his crimes) by
stating:_ | -

J People do not hke it when people make good and that was one reason he (Epstem) |
~ was being targeted by c1v11 suits filed by young glrls in Florida;

- He (Epstein) had done nothing wrong;
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He (Epsteirl) had gone to jail in Florida for soliciting proétitution for no reason;

If the same thing (i.e., sexual abuse of minor girls) had happened in Néw York, he
(Epstein) would have received only a $200_ﬁne;

Bradley J. Edwards was the one causing all of Epstein’s problems (i. e the civil
suits brought by Jane Doe and other girls); -

L.M. came to him as a prostitute and a drug user (i.e.; came to Epstein, for sex,
rather than Epstein pursuing her);

All the girls suing him-are only trying tv get a meal ticket; |

The only thing he might have done wrong was to maybe, cross the line a httle too
closely; '

He (Epstein) was very upset that Edwards had subpoenaed Ghisline Maxwell, that
she was a good person that did nothing wrong\(i.e., had done nothing wrong even
though she helped procure young girlsto satisfy Epstein’s sexual desires);

With regard to Jane Doe 102 v, Epstein, which involved an allegation that Epstein
had repeatedly sexually abused a“l5-year-old girl, forced her to have sex with his
friends, and flew her on His private plane nationally and internationally for the
purposes of sexually molesting and abusing her, he (Epstein) flippantly said that
the case was dismissed, mdlcatmg that the allegations were rldlculous and untrue.

See Afﬁdavrt of MichaelJ, Fisten attached hereto as Exhibit “QQ.”

‘The Rush interview also demonstrated perjury (a federal crime) on the part of
Epetein. Epstein(lied about not krrowing George Rush. See Epstein Depoéition, Febrlrad 17,
20{0, taken ih LM v. Jeffrey Epstein, case 50-2008-CA-028051, page 154, Tine 4 through 155
line-9, (Deposition -attachment #7), wherein Jef"frey Epstein clearly impreeses that he does not
rec_egnize George Rush from the New York Dailsl News. This impression was giverr deepite the
faci that he gave a lengthy personal interview about details of the case that was tape recorded

with George Rush.
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Epstein’s Hara&smeﬂt ‘of Witnesses Against Him
- 82. At all.relevant times Edwérds has a guod faitl#‘ basis to believe and did in fact
i)ellféve that Epstein engaged'i-n threatening witnesses. See Incident. Report, Exhibit “A” at p. 82,
US Attorhcy’s_ Cilorres'pondenc.e,v Exhibit “C” - indict_ménts_draﬁed by Federal Government
against Epstein; and Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” atqil. o
| 83. bespite three no_ cbntact orderé_ entered agéinét Epstéin (see Exhibit C, supra),'
| Edv:vards leémed that Epstein continued to harass hi; victirns.‘ For example, Jane Doe had a trial
set;for her civil case against him on July 19,:' 2010. " As that trial date,approached, defendant
Epstein intimidated her in violation of the judicial no-contact orders, On,July 1, 2010, he lhad.a
;;private invéstigator” tail Jane Doe — foliowing her évery move, stoppihg when she stopped,
dri\i/ing when she drove, refusing to pasé when she pulled over. Wheh Jane Doe ultima’;ely drove
“to her home, the “private investiéator”— thén pﬁrked in his car approximately 25 feet from Jane
Doé hoﬁse and ﬂashed- his high Béam lights' intermitténtly into the home. . Even more
thréatenihgly, ét about 16:30 pm., 'wﬁ'en Jane Doe ﬂéd her hdme in the company of a retired
police' officer gmpl@ygd By Jane Doe’s éouhsel; the “private inVestigator” attempted to follow
.Jan_e; Doe despite a réquest fot to do so. The retired officer successfully fook evasive action and
p_laéed Jane Dde in a secﬁre, undis.clos_ed location that- night. Other harassin’g actionS against
Jane Doé also followea. ..S'eethotion for Contempt ﬁled by Ed;ivards in Jane_Dbe 'v. Epstein
detéiling the event,vinclu"ding:F isten Affidavit aftached to Motion, Composite Exhibit ;‘RR.” |

Egsiein Settlement of Civil Claims Ag'ainst Him for Sexual Abuse of Children

84. . The civil cases EdWards filed against Epstein on behalf of L.M., EW, and Jane

Doe were reasonébly perceived by Edwards to be very strong cases. Because Epstein had
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sexually essaulted these girls, he had committed several serious torts against them and would be - |
liehle to them for appropriate damages. . See Preceding -Un“disputed Facts. Because of the

outrageousness of Epstein’s sexual abuse of rninor girls,' Edwards reasonably expected that

Epstein would also be liable for punitive damages to the girls. Because Edwards could shovv that

Epstein had molested children for years and designed a complex premeditated schenie. to piocure

different minors everyday to satisfy his addiction to sex with minors the 'punitive damages ..
would have to be sufficient to deter him from this 111egal conduct that he-hadiengaged in daily for

yegrs.. Epstein was and, is a billionaire. See Complaint, 749 (referring to “Palm Beach

Biliionairef’); see also ,E}n)stein Deposition, February 17, 2010, at 172-176 (Deposition

Attechment #7) (taking the,Fif-th when asked whethei he s a billionaire). Accordingly, Edwards

reasonably believed the punitive ‘damages that would have to be awarded against 'Epstein would

have been substantlal enough to pumsh him severely enough for his past conduct as well as deter -
him from repeatmg his offenses in the future,, See Edwards Affidavit, Exhlblt “N” at ﬁ[19 | _

, 85. Onluly 6, 2010, rather than face trial for the civil suits that had‘been filed against
hini' by L-M-,,E-W-, and Jane Doe,‘defendant Epstein settled the cases agsinst him. Th_e-t'erms of
‘ theésettlement are cénfidential. The setflement amounts are highly ptobative in the instant action
as Epstein hases his claims that Edwards was involved in the Ponzi scherne on Epstein's inability
to settlesthe LM, EW,, and Jane Doe cases for "minimal value". His continued inability to
settie the claims for “minimal value” after the Ponzi scherne was uncoveted would be highly
prohhtive in discrediting any cau_sai .relationship between the:‘Ponzi scheme and Edwards’s

settlement negotiations. See Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at §21.

Edwards Non-InvolVément in Fraud bv‘ Scott Rothstein
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86. -Froni in-or about 2605 through in o'r'about November 2009, Scott ROthstein
appears to have run a glant Ponzi scheme at hlS law firm of Rothstem Rosenfeldt and Adler P.A.
(“RRA”) This Ponzr scheme 1nvolved Rothstem falsely mformmg mizestors that settlement

| agreements had been reac_hed with putative defendants based upon claims of sexual harassrnent 3
| and/or whistle-blower actions. Rothstein falsely informed the investors- that .the \potential
settlement agreements were available for purchase. Plea Agreement at 2, Um’ted States v. Scott
_ W. Rothstein, No 9-60331-CR-COHN (S.D. Fla. Jan. 27, 2010) attached hereto as Exhibit “SS.”
g87. It has been alleged that among other cases that Rothstein-used to lure mvestors
vll'ltO his Ponzi scheme were the cases against Epstein that*were belng handled by Bradley J.
Edwards Esq Edwards had no lcnowledge of the fraud onanyjstuch use of the Epstein cases. See -
Edwards Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at 9.

88. Bradley J. Edwards, Esq Jomed RR/\ in about Apnl 2009 and left RRA in
No;/ember 2009 - a period of less than one\year. Edwards would not have joined RRA had he
| beeh aware that Scott Rothstein was running a giant Ponai -scheme at the ﬁrm Edwards leﬂ.

RRA shortly after leaming of Rothstem s fraudulent scheme. Id at 1]8 | |
o 89. Atno time prior to the pubhc disclosure of Rothstem s Ponzi scheme did Edwards |
.knofw or_have reason to believe that Rothstein was using legitimate claims that Edwards was
prosecuting.against Epstein for any fraudulent or otherwise illegitimate purpose. Id. at 920.
| -90, ~ Edwards never substantively discussed the merits of any of his three cases against
Epstein with Rothstein. See Deposition of Bradley 1. Edwards taken March 23, 2010, at 110—16'.

(hereinafter “Edwards Depo_”) (Deposition Attachment #22).
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'91. ' 'O.n July 20,- 2010, Bradley Edwards received alletter frord the -U.Sr. Attorney’s
Ofﬁcc for the Southern District of Florida — the office responsible for prosecuﬁdg RotI;stein’s-

v Podzi scheme. The letter indicated that law enforcement agencies had~ detdrmined thaf Edwards
was “a victim (or potential victim)” of Scott RO_thStCl:n"S federal crimes. The letter informed
Ed\g‘rards qf his rjghts as a.yictim of thhstein’s fraud and promised to keep Edwar:ds'informed.

: abdpt suiasequent devclopments m Rothstein’s prosecution. See Lette_r attached heréto as Exhibit
et -

o 92.  Jeffrey EpStein ﬁlled a complaint with tile' Florida Bar againist Bradley Edwards,
Esd., raising allag_ations that Edwards and others were 'involvdd_ in the wrongdoing of Scott- '
Rothstein. After investigating the claim, the Florida Bar dismiased this complaint. See Edwafds

Affidavit, Exhibit “N” at 23.

EQ- stein Takes the Fifth When Asked Substantive Quesﬁ'ons About His Claims Agaiﬁst Edwards
o 93. " On March 1.7, 2010,(defendant Epstein was deposled about his lawauit against
Edf;vards. Rather than answér substantive questions about his lawsuit, Epafein répeatedly
invaked His Fifth Am_endment privilege. See Epstein 'Dépo. taken 3/17/10, Deposition
Attachment #1. | | . |
94. (In ‘his depositidn, Epstein took the Fifth rather thanl answef-the question:
“Sﬁeciﬁcally what are the allegations against you which ypu contend Mr. Edwards ginned up?”
1d. at 34. | |
| 95. In his- deposition, Epstein fook the Fifth father than name people fnCal_ifornia that
Edwards had tried to dép_dse to inarease the settlement valﬁe of the civil suit he was handling. R )

at 37.
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' 96. Inhis deposition, Epstem took the Flfth rather than answer the questzon “Do you
'lmow former President Clinton personally ? Id | | -
' 97. In his deposmon Epstein took the Flﬂh rather than answer the questron’ “Are you "
' ‘now tel]mg us that there were. claims agamst you that were fabrlcated by M. Edwards"’” Id at
. In his deposition, Epstein took the Fiﬁh rather than answer thé qnesti.o'n,‘j"icWeH,
N ~whlch of Mr. Edwards’ cases do you contend were fabrlcated 7 Id | | |
' 99. In his depos1t10n Epstein took the Flﬂh rather than answer. the questlon “What is
the- actual value that you contend the cla1m of E. W agalnst you has"” Id. at 45
" 100. In hlS deposltlon, Epstem took.,the Flfth rather_ than answera q‘nestion ahout'the
actual yalue of the c1a1m of L M. and Jane Doe agamst h1m Id. | |
. lOt. In his deposition, taken prior to the settlement of Edwards s clients claims agarnst :
Epstein, Epstem took the Flfth rather than, answer the: questlon “Is there any pendrng c1a1m
agalnst you whlch you con_tend 1s;fahr1cated?” Idjv at 71. |
- 102. In his deposition Enstein took the Fifth _rather than ansWe_r the question: “Did you |
' _ever have damaglng ev1dence in: your garbage"” Id: at 74 | . | |
- 1_(1)3, In his deposmon Epstem took the Flﬁh rather than answer the questlon “Drd
sexnal assaults ever take place on a private-airplane onwh1ch you .were a passenger_. " Id. at 88.
104, Inhis deposition, Epstein tookthe Fifth rath.er than answer .the ques,tion: ‘;tjoes_a
- ﬂight log kept t'o'r. a ’priyate jetused by.you.c-ontain "th‘ej names of cele'vbri'ties, dignitaries or

" international figures?” Id. at 89.
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105. In his deposition,} Epstein took the Fifth rather .than;answer the question: “Have
.yoﬁ ever socialized with Donald Trump in the presence of females under the age of 18?” Id. at
89. |
| 106. In his deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answer the question: “Haye. :
ymi ever socialized with Alan Dershowitz in the I;resenjce of vfen-lales under the age.6£.18.” Id. at
90 | |
- 107. | In his deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answer\the question: “Have
yoﬁ ever socialized with Mr. Mottola in the presence ¢f femalf;s under the-age of 187” Id. at 91-
92. | |
| 108. In his depbsition, Epstein took thé Fifth father than answer the question:».“Did you
ever soﬁialize with David Copperﬁeld in the pfesence df femalés under thi? age of 187" Id. .ét -
109. In his deposition, Epstein took theyFifth rather than a_nsWer the -question: “Have
yoﬁ; ever socialized wiﬁ Mr. Richardson [Govemc;rr of New Mexico and formerly .U.S.
Re?resentative and Ambassadof to the United Naﬁéns] in the presence of females under the age -
of 18.” Id. at 94. | |
| 110. In his deposition, Epstein took -the Fifth rather than answer the qﬁe_stioh: “Haver
you: ever sexually abused childrcn?” Id. at 95. |
Ikl In his deposition, Epstein took _the Fifth rather than answer the question: “Did yoﬁ
have staff members that assisted you in scheduliné appointments with underage femaies; that is,
females under the age of 18.” Id. at 97—98. ' |
112. , Inhis dcpdsition, Epstein took thc; Fifth ré.ther than answer the question: “On how

many occasions did you solicit prostitution.”- Id. at 102. .
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113. In his deposition, Epsfein took.the Fifth”rather than answer fhe question: “How

m_ahy minors have fou procured for prostitution?”- Id. at' 104. o |

o 114.  In his deposition, Epstcin took the Fifth ra_ther-than answef the quesfioﬁ: “Have
you eiler coerced, induced or enticed any rriiﬁor to engage in any sexual act with you?” Id. at
107 | |

115. .In his deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answe;' the ‘question: "‘Ho.w
maf1y times have you engaged in fondling underage females?” Id. ét 108> |

116. In his deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answer tine questioﬁ: “How

| maﬁy times have you engaged in oral ;ex with females' ﬁnder the age of 187" Id. at 11_0.
117. In ﬁis deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rathpr than ahsWe; the question: “Do ydu '»
. haivie a personal sexual preference for childrér_x?” Td, at111-12.

118. In his dépositiph, Epstein took thé Fifth rather th-an. anS\X-r-er theéuestibrﬁ “Your
Cofnplain; at page 2_7,'pa1_"ég'r_aph 49, s;ays that ‘RRA and the litigation _team'tobk an ém_otionally
dri\f/en set of facts invo]ving alleged impceﬁt, ﬁﬁsﬁspéc:.ting,- underage femaies and a Palm Beach |
billiionaire, and sought tosturn it into- a goldmine,’ v'ehd .of 'quo-te. Who is the f‘aim Beacﬁ_
billii-onai;e referred 6 in thabsentence?” 1d. at 112-15. |

| 119. (Inhis deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answer the question: “Who are
' the people Who are éuthbrized to make .pa'yment .[to.your lawyers] on your behalf?” Id. at 120.

| 120. In his deposition, Epstein took the Fifth rather than answer the question: _“Ié there
“anything' in LM.s Cbmplaint that‘\l;vz.ls filed against you in Septembcr of 2008 which you

contend to be false?” Id. at 128,
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