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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTQEC‘24 E@7
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF AR

WESTERN DIVISION &y: i K, ClEry
PAULA CORBIN JONES P, CLERK

§
§
Plaintiff §

§
§

V. §
§

WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON § C.A. No. LR-C-94-
§ 290
§

and § Judge Susan Webber

§ Wright
§

DANNY FERGUSON, § (UNDER SEAL)
§
§

Defendants.

PRESIDENT CLINTON'S REPLY
TO PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO PRESIDENT CLINTON'S
MOTION TO COMPEL_ ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

Plaintiff objects that President Clinton moved to
compel answers to interrogatories which she admittedly
failed to answer concerning whether plaintiff consulted with
professionals or intends to rely on professionals in connec-
tion with this litigation. Moreover, she continues to
answer those interrogatories in the negative, notwithstand-
ing that we have received deposition testimony in this case
that plaintiff's litigation team has in fact consulted a

psychologist and other professionals.




On December 9, 1997, Cindy Hays, the former direc-
tor of Paula Jones' Legal Fund, was deposed. During that
deposition, Ms. Hays testified that a psychologist named
Mary "Missy" Estrich had been brought in as a consulting
expert to the legal case, and that this psychologist also
had been consulted by the Legal Fund.

Ms. Estrich's identity was not disclosed by plain-
tiff in response to Interrogatory No. 19, which asked her to

identify, inter alia, "each and every . . . psychologist,

counselor or other advisor (other than lawyers) whom YOU
have engaged or consulted in connection with . . . this
litigation." Nor was it provided in response to plaintiff's
recently submitted answer to Interrogatory No. 21, which
asked for any individuals or entities consulted by plaintiff
in connection with the litigation. (See Mtn. To Compel, Ex.
A). In addition, it became apparent during Ms. Hays' depo-
sition that plaintiff, wvia the Legal Fund, had consulted a
number of public relations and direct mail professionals,
the names of which also would have been responsive to the
above-referenced interrogatories.

It is obvious that plaintiff's counsel are playing
a game and hiding behind their objections to the definitions
in the Interrogatory instructions. Those instructions

reasonably define "Jones, "You" and "Your" as Paula Jones,



Stephen Jones, and all persons and entities acting on Ms.
Jones' behalf, other than lawyers. (Id. At 3). Moreover,
plaintiff has represented in several other pleadings before
this Court that she and the Paula Jones Legal Fund are one
and the same. Thus, regardless of how one defines "you,"
plaintiff cannot be heard to object to disclosing this
information because these consultants were consulted by the
Fund. More troubling, this game-playing with definitions
leads one to wonder how many other professionals, experts
and the like have been consulted by plaintiff and her entou-
rage which were not disclosed in response to these interrog-
atories.

Furthermore, plaintiff responded to President
Clinton's Second Set of Interrogatories, expressly referenc-
ing experts, on December 22, 1997 -- answering only that she
has not yet decided whether she will call any expert wit-
nesses. The names of any expert witnesses should have been
provided in response to Interrogatories 19 and 21, refer-
enced above, which were served last July. These additional
interrogatories were posed simply to prevent plaintiff from
wriggling out of her obligations in this regard. Moreover,
we made clear in our November 20" correspondence that we
wanted this information in advance of the date witness lists

were due. (Mtn. To Compel Answers to Interrogatories, Ex.



D). Plaintiff's outright refusal to provide such informa-
tion in advance of the date that witness lists were ex-
changed should preclude her from objecting if we seek to
amend our witness list to add experts to counter any experts
she may attempt to identify in supplemental answers to our
interrogatories.

In sum, President Clinton's Motion to Compel
Answers to Interrogatories was necessary because plaintiff
wholly failed to respond to our letter of November 20, 1997,
seeking answers to two interrogatories, including one which
plaintiff admittedly failed to answer. Moreover, we have
since learned from deposition testimony and other materials
discovered in this litigation that plaintiff and her legal
team have consulted experts and professionals. Plaintiff

should be required to amend her answers to these interroga-



tories to identify all experts and professionals which have
been consulted in connection with this litigation.
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