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JANEDOENO. 6, 

Plaintiff, 
'VS, 

JBF'F:REY EPSTEIN 1 

Defendant. 

JANE DOE NO. 7, 

vs. 

Defendant. 

UNltED STATES DISTRICT CO'CJRT 
SOUTHERN PlSTRICT OF FLORJDA 

CASE NO.: og,. 80993-Cl\l .. MARRA/JOBNSON 

JOINT SCHEDULING AND DISCOVERY REPORT 

Plaintiffs, Jane Doe No. 6 and Jane Doe No. 7, and Defendant Jeffrey Epstein, submit this 

Joint SchedJ:.tling 1J.nd Discovery Report' in accot®l1¢e with this Court~s Order Requiring Counsel to 

Confer. file Joi:r(t$cheduling Report and tlleJomtDis.covety Report, and S.D.Fla.L.R.16.1(8)(2) 

and Fed.R.Ci'v,P. 26(t). 

I. DIS<;OVERY REPORT 

These cases are related to Jane Does 2-5 v.. .Epstein. case nos. QS--CV-80119-

MARRA/JOHNSON, 08.,CV-80232-MAR,RA/JORNSON~os .. CV-80380-MARIWJOfINSON and 

1 the submission of one Joint Scheduling and Discovery Report for the two cases is notintended to be an agreement or admission tegatdingwhether these cases should be consolidated for anypttrpose. 
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()8 .. CV-803.Bl"MAtRA/JOHNSON. · The parties filecta J9int Schedulingm1d Discoveryc Report in 

those c~es on September 25,•2008, and an Order SettingTrialDate and Discovery Deadlines, et al. 

was issued. by the Court on Septem.ber 30, 2008. The parties hate agte<,d to propo~ a schedule in 

the above-styled cases in which.the dates areapproximately two montbs behind th<>Se inJ:ane Doe 2-

5 v. Epstein. 

The parties propose to excl:>,ange initial disclosures under Fed.R.Civ.P. 26(a.) on Qr before 

December 12, 2008. 

B. Conduct of Discovery 

t. l)iscoven and Pretrial Deadlines. 

The pa.rties prop(jse the following discovery and pre-trial deadlines: 

Joinder of parties and 
Amem:ttnent ofpleadings 

Parties to etc:hartge list offact 
witnesses and expert witness 
summaries/reports required 
by S.O .Fla.L.R. 16.lE 

Mediation to be completed 

Completion of Oisc(jvery 

Dispositive.Mdtions to be Filed 

Joint Pretrial Statementtobe 
Filedpursuantto S.D.Fla.t.It. 16.lE 

Propose pre-trial e:onference 

Propos~d Trial 

Number of d1tys estimat~d for Jury trial 

See §II(D) below. 

2 

February 2, 2009 

August 3, 2009 

September 4, 2009 

October 5, 2009 

Noveml;ier 25, 2009 

Deceml;ier, 2009 

January, Z010 

10 
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2. Subjects of Discovery and Whether Discovery 
Should be Phased or Limited to Particular ~ssues 

Plaintiffs' Positjon: There ate nQ unusl)al issues at this time which require biiurCl:(tiQn or 

special restrictions on the scope of:cliscovery or the subjects of discovery, Such isst1es may arise, 

however, as discovery continues. It is suggestecl that no restrictions on discovery ht, imposed at the 

outset of discovery. 

Defendant's Position: Any financial discovezy, if allowed, relating to a punitive damage 

should be postponed until JUly 15, 2009. lv3 well, as set forth in §D below, Defendant will request 

an order approving a confidentiality agreement goveming access to and use of said information by 

Plaintiff and her attorneys until such time as documents/testimony is admitted at trial. 

C. Jssues;About Disclosure of Electronically Stored Information 

The parties do not know whether issues may arise concerning discovery of electronically 

stored information. At this time, such discovery may be produced in paper or electronic form, 

subject to further order of the Court as may be necessary as discovery proceeds, 

D. Issues Abo qt Claims of Privilege or Confidentiality 

Plaintiffs' Position: Plaintiffs request that their identities remain anonymous in this 

proceeding because they have alleged that they were victims of sexual misconduct as minors. 

Papers and ¢xhibits filed with the Court should redact the tianles of the Plaintiffs or otherwise be 

filed ui1der seal. 

Defendant's Position: Defendant may oppose a11011ymity in that Defendant will be 

prejudiced in defending himself and conducting his discovery without the ability to disclose 

Plaintiff's name(s ), such as at depositions, subpoenaing medical/health related information, school 

records, etc. As well, Defendant's counsel has found that disclosure of a Plaintiff's n1UJ1e (who 

3 



Case 9:08-cv-80994-KAM   Document 11   Entered on FLSD Docket 12/17/2008   Page 4 of 8

I • 

previously filed anonymously) of'tentb:nesproducesinvaluable andotbei:wise relevant and material 

discovery. 

Defendant will request a confidentiality agreement with restrictions on any financial 

discovery which this court may allow. Pefendant nmy assert his Fifth A:tnendment privilege in this 

matter., 

E. Limitations Imposed by the Discovery Rule.s 

Plaintiffs' Position: Plaintiffs request that the limitation of 10 depositions for each party 

under Fed.Jl,Civ.P. 30(a)(2) be removed. Plaintiffs intend to take the deposition$ of other minor 

victims of Defendant Epstein, who are numerous. there is no need at tb,is time to alter other 

limitations imposed by the discovery rules. 

Defendant's Position: Defendant would reqµestthat the number of 10 deposition limit be 

imposed, pending a motion by either side setting forthJusti:fication for additional depositions. 

F. Other Orders that the Court Should Issue 
Under Rule 26{c) or Rule 16{b) and (c) 

No other orders appear necessary at this time except as set forth above. 

II. CONFERENCE REPORT 

A. Likelihood of Settlement 

'fhe parties have not to date engaged in settlement discussions. 'fhey are, however, willing to 

explore the prospects for settlement through mediation or otherwise as the case proceeds forward. 

B. .Likelihood of Appearance ofAdditional Parties 

It does not appear that additional parties will appear in this c:ase. Bowever1 the parties 

reserve the right to join additional parties within the deadline set forth in §I(B), if appropriate. 

c. Proposed Time Limits 

Proposed time limits are set forth in the Discovery Plan, §I(B) above. 

4 
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l). Proposals for the Formulation and Simp@catiun oUssues 

Plaintiffs' .fosi;twn: lt would he in the. interests of judicial economy · and efficiency· tQ 

consoiidatethese c11ses atll:ittst for purposes of discovery. Plaintiffshavcnio other proposals for the 

formulation and simpUfication 9f'is$\I.QS atthis time. 

Defendant's Position:· Oefendil'lltis opposed to. consolidation of the case:Sfor anypurpose at 

this time. Should Plaintifffile a mi:,tion, Defendant will consider the requ~t and respood. 

E. l'lecessity o.r Destrability of Amendments to the Pleadings 

:Plaintiffs filed,Complaints in each case on September lo, 2008. Plaintiffs do notbelieve at 

thjs time that amendment will be necesS!U'.'Y, the parties however t~etve thtJ tight to amend 

pleadings within the deadline set fotth in §l(B) above. 

F. PossibUi'ty Qf QbtWlimg Admissions. of Fact and ofl)ocwu.ents; 
Stipulatiqns; Need for Advance R,.nlillg on Adndssibility of Evidence 

Plaintiffs' Position; Plaintiffs believe that Oefet)d@t EI>$teln's plea agreement is an 

admission of liability as to all Co®ts of the Complaint. Plaintlff s request an early ruling by the 

Court on the affect of the plea agteement, which will simplify the issues. Additionally, Plaintiffs 

believe that it is appropriate to have an advance e.videntiary ruling on. similar fact evidence. If the 

parties know early in the case h<>w si.milar fact evidence will b¢ treated. at trial, discovery can be 

more focused and efficient 

Defendant's Position: Pefend@t expects that thf: PArties will work together to arrive at 

admissions as the matter ptogt¢SSes.. Defendant disagr~s thlit Oef,ndant's plea agreement is an 

admission as· described by Plaintiff. Defendant does agree that having an advance ruling on 

similar fact evidence may be desirable, after motion and ability to brief@d respond. 
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G. . . Su~~.ons f4r «.e Avotaauce of 
Unnecessary l'roof and of Cutnulafive Evidence 

There are no suggestioll,S attl:.tis t:imefortbeavoidance of \ml'.1¢¢¢S$at,Yproof or of cumulative 

evid¢nce. 

H~ Sugg~$tltuf on the Advisability oflleferring 
Matte-rs to a Maptrate Judge or .Master 

It is suggested that discovery matters 1:>e tl:lfetred to a Magistrate Judge, 

l. Preliminary EstiDl~te of the Time Required for Trial 

It is estimated tliat the .trial will require ten (10). ~ys. 

J. geguested Date or Dates for Pre Trial Conference and Trial 

Dates are set forth ill the pwposed discovery pllUl §l(B) iibove. 

Other Jnfurma.tion 

There is no other infotm.atiQn that might be helpful to the Court at this early date regarding 

setting the. ease for status cOI),ference or pre trial conference. Defendant will file a motion to 

bifurcate any determination of tunount of punitive damages, if applicable. Plaintiffwill oppose such 

a motion. 

Dated: Dec.ember -Ef_, 2008. 

By:.......+,......,..,.... 
Jefir ···Mare Herman, Esq, 
Stuart s. Mermelstein, Esq. 
Adam D. Horowitz, Esq, 
18205 Biscll.yne Boul¢vatd 
Suite2218 
Miami, FL 33l60 
305 .. 931 .. 2200 

r--· 

Fax: 305~93 l-0877 
ahorowitz@hennanlaw.com 
jhennan@hennanlaw .. ootn 

6 

):ly: ___________ _ 
Jack AianGoldbetget 
Atterbury Goldberger & Wei.ss, J? ,A, 
250 Austtalian Avenue South 
Suitel400 
WestPalm Beacll,1 F'L '.33401-5012 
Sql-659 .. 8300 
Fax: 561-835:..8691 
jagesq@b~J1south.net 
Courtael for Defend~nt Jeffrey Epstein 
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FAX NO, 5618358691 

~UHMA~ ~H!IIUN LUTTIER 

' . 

G, S-u1uasttone for the Avoidaace of 
u-.neees,ary Proof od pf C:gmulattve IGYJdqg 

There are no auggeetions atthJs thno for the avoidance of'IUfflecessazyproofor ofcwnulativc 

R Sua:•tloo on the AdvhabUlty of Referring 
Mattera ,o A Magl•trat, .Judge or M11mar 

It is suggested U'Ult diilCIOVery mauec, be referred to a. MagiattAte .Judge. 

I. lnlll.!!!!!!r!( Eatil!MlfJJftba Time R.egulpd for TrJal 
It is e5funated that the trial will require ten (10) days. 

J, Reqogg:d Date or Datg tor Pre Trlal Conferenee and Trial 
Pates are set forth iu the proposed disc;ovezy plan §l(B) above. 

I(. Oth11upform•Ucw 

Thero is no other information that might "be helpfbl to the Co11rt at this early date re1ardin~ 
~ettin; the case for status conference or pre trial eonfimmce. Defend.ant will file a motion to 
bifurcate any detenninaticm. l'.lhmo1mt of punitive de.maces, ifappuceble, Plaintiff will oppose such 
a motion. 

Dated: December -t3:, 2008, 

Rcspectful)y 1n1bmitted, 
By:. __________ _ 

Jefftey Mani Herman, Esq. 
Stllart S. Meanelstoin, Esq. 
Adam D, Horowitz, Esq. 
18205 Bisoayne Boulevard 
Suite 2218 
Mialni. FL 33160 
305•931.2200 
Falt:305-931..0877 
~tow1tz@hermanlp.W.£Om 
jhermU1@hennanlJ1.111::,9QW 

6 

-1~"'"-"'·ldbetaor 
u.ry Goldberger & W.,illS, P.A. 
ustralian. Avenue South 
1400 

llt Palm Beao~ FL 3340 l--5012 
S t .. 659-8300 
Fax: 561-835-8691 
jagcsg@bellsouth.gm 
CoUNelfor Def611dant J4ffrey Ep;rtdn 

P. 01/01 
141008/009 
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lrivera@hermanla 

By: ___ -H-....,;;_ ____ _ 

Robert D. Critt , Jr., Esq. 
Florida Bar N . ·224162 
rcrit@bclcla .com 
Michael J. Pike, Esq. 
Florida Bar #617296 
mpike@bclclaw.com 
Burman, Critton, Luttier & Coleman, 
515 N. Flagler Drive, Suite 400 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

• 561/842-2820 Phone 
561/515-3148 Fax 
Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein 

7 

ByAIP/fn...• 
Michael R. Tein; Esq. 
Lewis Tein, P .L. 
3059 Grand A venue, Suite 340 
Coconut Grove, FL 33133. 
305-442-1101 
Fax: 305 442 6744 
Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein 
tein@lewistein.com 


