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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

CASE NO.: 08-CV-80119-MARRA-JOHNSON 

JANE DOE NO. 2, 

Plaintiff, 
V. 

JEFFREY EPSTEIN, 

Defendant. ______________ ./ 
DEFENDANT JEFFREY EPSTEIN'S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS 

TO PLAINTIFF'S NET WORTH INTERROGATORIES 
DATED JUNE 29, 2009 

Defendant, JEFFREY EPSTEIN, by and through his undersigned 

attorneys, serves his answers and objections to Plaintiff's Net Worth 

Interrogatories, dated June 29, 2009 and states: 

Interrogatory No. 1: State the fair market value of all assets in 
which Defendant has an ownership interest. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 1: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges.L Q_efendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 

EXHIBIT "B" 
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period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for a 

time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 

privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 

and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 

identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 

investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 

be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 

assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 

all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 

interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 

Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 

_bis righi to de.cline to re.spend. to other inquiries related to the same subject 

matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 

to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 

witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 

him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 

privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 

be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 

confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 

before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 

punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 2: Identify all financial statements or other 

documents from which net worth Interrogatory No. 1 was calculated. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 2: Defendant is 

asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 

U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 

production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 

answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 

without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 

my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 

federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 

as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 

under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 

constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 

Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 

also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 

proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 

matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
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lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiffs Complaint alleges a time 

period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for a 

time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 

privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 

and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 

identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 

investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 

be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 

assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 

all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 

interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 

Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 

his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 

matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 

to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 

witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 

him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 

privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 

be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 

confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 

before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 

punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 3: State gross liabilities, expenses, and other 

offsets to net worth, and identify all documents from which such items were 

calculated or determined. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 3: Defendant is 

asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 

U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 

production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 

answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 

without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 

my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 

federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 

as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 

under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 

constitutional rights would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 

Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 

also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
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proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiffs Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citi;z:ens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 4: List all real property, by legal description and/or 
street address, in which Defendant holds an ownership interest, and state for 
each the title holder of the property shown in the public records, and identify the 
nature and extent of Defendant's ownership. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 4: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 

------"fe.cternI ... cQnstitYtiQn1;1Lrights under the Fifth,Si,gh,1;1nctfQUtleenthAm~11c!men!s 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 
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In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiffs Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation .as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 5: List all corporations, partnerships and other 
business entities in which Defendant has an ownership interest or had no 
ownership in the past five (5) years. As to each entity, list the address and 
nature of the business, and the Defendant's ownership interest. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 5: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 

.. answers/responsesJo ~uestions.relating to my financial .. history and.condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
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under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for 
the past five (5) years. The information sought is also privileged and confidential, 
and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 
410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 6: Identify all firms or companies which have 
performed property appraisals of Defendant's assets in the past five (5) years. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 6: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my . counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating.to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
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as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for 
the past five (5) years. The information sought is also privileged and confidential, 
and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 
410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 7: List all cars, boats, airplanes and other modes 
of transportation in which Defendant has an ownership interest. As to each, list 
the year, make and model, the appraised value, and the percent of Defendant's 
ownership interest. 

Response and ObjectionsJoJnterro_gatory Number __ ?:_ DefendanJ is ...... . 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
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without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiffs interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 8: Identify all persons, firms and companies which 
have performed tax or accounting related functions for Defendant in the past ten 

-----~(1_0,)years. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 8: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
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production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for 
the past ten (10) years. The information sought is also privileged and 
confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA and, Fed. Rule of 
Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 9: Identify all employees of . .Oefen£1~nt whose 
duties Or functions include accounting, bookkeeping or financial planning. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 9: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
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U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stal. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

---------~--------------~--····•""""""""-••' •···································· 
nterrogatory No. 10: Identify any and all transfers of assets or 

property made by you or for which you signed any document or otherwise 
authorized, from January 1, 2006 to present. 
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Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 10: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving_ his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2006 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 

____ b_e_fore trial in order for Plaintiff to ~!;tc1~ll~. h~r burden making it c1pp_c1r~nt that ..... . 
punitive damages can be awarded. 
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Interrogatory No. 11: Identify all foreign firms, companies and trusts 
in which you have an ownership interest. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 11: : Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for a 
time period from January 1, 2002 to present. The information sought is also 
privileged and confidential, and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA 
and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the reqyested in.fQ.m1aliPn 
-----~b_e_p_r_o-vided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 

confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 
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Interrogatory No. 12: Identify all firms or institutions in which 
Defendant has maintained an investment, brokerage, savings and/or trust 
account in the past five (5) years. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 12: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rights under the Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information for 
the past five (5) years. The information sought is also privileged and confidential, 
and inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 
410 and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from compulsion by Epstein's constitutional 
privilege. 

fo the exteiifffils cOurt rules that some or aff ofthe requested friformat1on 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
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before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

Interrogatory No. 13: Identify all current employment and other 
sources of income from 2008 to present. 

Response and Objections to Interrogatory Number 13: Defendant is 
asserting specific legal objections including but not limited to relying on certain 
U.S. constitutional privileges in declining at present to respond to this request for 
production based on advice from my counsel that I cannot provide 
answers/responses to questions relating to my financial history and condition 
without waiving my Fifth Amendment and I must accept this advice or risk losing 
my Sixth Amendment right to effective representation. Accordingly, I assert my 
federal constitutional rightsunder. the Fiftb,. $ilctb, and Fourteenth Amendments 
as guaranteed by the United States Constitution. Drawing an adverse inference 
under these circumstances would unconstitutionally burden my exercise of my 
constitutional rights, would be unreasonable and would therefore violate the 
Constitution. 

In addition to and without waiving his constitutional privileges, Defendant 
also objects as the interrogatory is unreasonable, overbroad, confidential, 
proprietary in nature and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 
matter of the pending action nor does it appear to be reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff's Complaint alleges a time 
period of "in or about 2004-2005." Plaintiff's interrogatory seeks information from 
2008 to present. The information sought is also privileged and confidential, and 
inadmissible pursuant to the terms of the NPA and, Fed. Rule of Evidence 410 
and 408, and Fla. Stat. 90.410. • 

Responding to the above financial request would require Epstein to 
identify information regarding the offenses that were the prior subject of a federal 
investigation as set forth in more detail in a supplementary response available to 
be provided to the court in camera and ex parte to the extent the good faith 
assertion of the privilege is in question. The Fifth Amendment is a safe harbor for 
all citizens, including those who are innocent of any underlying offense. This 
interrogatory, if answered, would require testimonial communications from 
Epstein regarding his financial status and history and would require him to waive 
his right to decline to respond to other inquiries related to the same subject 
matter. Responding to this and other relating inquiries would have the potential 
to provide a link in a chain of information and/or leads to other evidence or 
witnesses that would have the specific risk of furthering an investigation against 
him and therefore are protected from comQJ,1lsJor.t.J2Y .... Epsrein'$ constitutLonal._ 
privilege. 

To the extent this court rules that some or all of the requested information 
be provided, it should not be provided without limitations (including 
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confidentiality), and should only be provided at the very end of litigation but 
before trial in order for Plaintiff to establish her burden making it apparent that 
punitive damages can be awarded. 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COLJNTY OF PALM BEACH 

) 
) 
) 

J 

I hereby certify that on this day, before me, an officer duly a~0~d to 
administer oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared -:7t!!r'r~~ C: c{1'.57'£p'V , known to me to be the person described in and v✓ho 
executed the foregoing Interrogatories who acknowledged before me that he/she 
executed the same, that • following form of identification of the 
above-named person: ersonall known/' entification, and that an oath was/was 
not taken. 

~, WITNEq§_»1y hand and official seal in the County and State last aforesaid 
this.LL day of '/Ytfjl~C , 2009. 

NA~.a<(l,_,~ 
(SE 

Expires: Pf' ,/;9 Jt~; J 
I I 

Notary Public/State of Florida 
Commission #:j).l)0535,;i.9 

My Commission 

JESSICA CADWELL 
MY COMMISSION 10D853529 

EXPIRES: Aplil 19, 2013 
Bonded Thru Notaf)' Public Underwri!8J'S 
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Certificate of Service 

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the forppping ha~jq~t 
via U.S. Mail and facsimile to the following addressees this JI-day of , 
2009. 

Adam D. Horowitz, Esq. 
Jeffrey Marc Herman, Esq. 
Stuart S. Mermelstein, Esq. 
18205 Biscayne Boulevard 
Suite 2218 
Miami, FL 33160 
305-931-2200 
Fax: 305-931-0877 
ahorowitz@hermanlaw.com 
iherman@hermanlaw.com 
lrivera@hermanlaw.com 
Counsel for Plaintiff Jane Doe #2 

Jack Alan Goldberger 
Atterbury Goldberger & Weiss, P.A. 
250 Australian Avenue South 
Suite 1400 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5012 
561-659-8300 
Fax: 561-835-8691 
jagesq@bellsouth.net 
Co-Counsel for Defendant Jeffrey 
Epstein 

By:==-:::-;fE:=:::-:--:---:-=---=-:::-:: 
ROBERT D. RITTON, JR., ESQ. 
Florida Bar o. 224162 
rcrit@bclclaw.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 
Fax: 561-515-3148 

(Co-counsel for Defendant Jeffrey Epstein) 


