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Honorable Robert W. Sweet
United States District Court
Southern District of New York
500 Pearl Street
New York, NY 10007

Re: Giuffre v. Maxwell, No. 15 Civ. 7433 (RWS)

Dear Judge Sweet:

This firm represents Intervenor Professor Alan M. Dershowitz, and we write in 
anticipation of the parties’ forthcoming motion practice concerning the confidentiality of the 
Sarah Ransome deposition.1 Intervenor requests that, if the Court allows Plaintiff Virginia 
Giuffre to remove the confidentiality designation concerning the Ransome deposition—an action 
that would require modification of the Protective Order in this case —it also simultaneously 
remove the confidentiality designation from several related emails and attachments that the
parties previously designated confidential (RANSOME_000273-557) (“the Emails”). The 
Emails will demonstrate that Ms. Ransome’s inflammatory, salacious, and defamatory testimony 
concerning the Intervenor and others is false and that the deponent is not credible.  Absent this 
relief, Ms. Ransome’s unrebutted testimony will gravely prejudice Intervenor by publishing 
deliberate lies calculated to harm his reputation. Counsel for Ms. Giuffre has not indicated 
whether she consents to removing the confidentiality designation from the Emails; and counsel 
has indicated that Ms. Giuffre “is not sure” whether she will seek to remove the confidentiality 
designation from the Ransome deposition, notwithstanding her prior letter requesting that relief 

1 Intervenor Dershowitz respectfully submits that issues concerning the confidentiality of particular materials under 
the protective order are not mooted by the settlement of the underlying action.  See Gambale v. Deutsche Bank AG, 
377 F.3d 133, 140-41 (2d Cir. 2004).
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