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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO.: 07-60534-CIV-DIMITROULEAS
MAGISTRATE JUDGE: ROBIN ROSENBAUM
HOWARD K. STERN,
Plaintiff,
vs.
JOHN O’ QUINN, and JOHN

M. O’QUINN & ASSOCIATES,
PLLC d/b/a The 0’Quinn Law

Firm, Q

Defendants. <:)

O
/
DEFENDANT JOHN O’QUINN’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S
FIRST REQUEST FOR MISSIONS

COMES NOW, the Defendant, @O’QUINN (“O’Quinn”), by and
through his undersigned counsel, d responds to Plaintiff’s First
Request for Admissions and tes:

1. Admit that QNicole Smith’s death was an

accident. &

Denied

2. Admit thaE no criminal charges have been filed
agains\ Howard K. Stern concerning the death of
An agole Smith.

Admitted.
3. Admit that Howard K. Stern has not been indicted

for any crime associated with the death of Anna
Nicole Smith.
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Admitted.

4, Admit that Howard K. Stern has not been convicted
for any crime associated with the death of Anna
Nicole Smith.

Admitted.

5. Admit that Daniel Smith’s death was an accident.
Denied.

6. Admit that no criminal charges have n filed

against Howard K. Stern concerning <2? death of

Daniel Smith. 0

Admitted. C_?
7. Admit that Howard K. Stern ha t been indicted

for any crime associated with the death of Daniel
Smith. B

Admitted. 2@
8. Admit that Howard K. Stern has not been convicted

for any crime assogiated with the death of Daniel
Smith. @

Admitted. ,{Q

9. Admit that you are quoted accurately in paragraph
93 of t irst Amended Complaint as to the
statements\you made February 19, 2007 on Rita Cosby
Specidlls Unit, broadcast by MSNBC.

Denied, hat the words are taken completely out of context,
with certain portions omitted, and without consideration of the
medium in which those words were uttered, including the complete
audio and visual components of the subject television broadcasts.

10. Admit that you are quoted accurately in paragraph

110 of the First Amended Complaint as to the
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statements you made February 21, 2007 on On the
Record with Greta Van Susteren, broadcast by Fox
News.

Denied, in that the words are taken completely out of
context, with certain portions omitted, and without consideration
of the medium in which those words were uttered, including the

complete audio and wvisual components of the subject television

broadcasts. Q

11. Admit that you are quoted accurate i paragraph
129 of the First Amended Complaé as to the
statements you made March 1, 2 on the Nancy
Grace Show, broadcast by CNN Hg¢ad e News.

Denied, in that the words are tzken completely out of

context, with certain portions omi and without consideration

of the medium in which those Qﬂ were uttered, including the

complete audio and visual components of the subject television

broadcasts. @

12. Admit that re quoted accurately in paragraph
145 of the First Amended Complaint as to the
statement%su made March 15, 2007 on On the Record

with Gret an Susteren, broadcast by Fox News.
Denied, i at the words are taken completely out of context,
with certain ions omitted, and without consideration of the

medium in which those words were uttered, including the complete

audio and visual components of the subject television broadcasts.

13. Admit that you are quoted accurately in paragraph
168 of the First Amended Complaint as to the
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statements you made March 20, 2007 on the Nancy
Grace Show, broadcast by CNN Headline News.

Denied, 1in that the words are taken completely out of
context, with certain portions omitted, and without consideration
of the medium in which those words were uttered, including the
complete audio and wvisual components of the subject television

broadcasts.

14. Admit that you are quoted accurately ’ﬁ:sgragraph
181 of the First Amended Complai C)as to the
statements you made March 26, 20(%n the Nancy
Grace Show, broadcast by CNN Hea e News.

Denied, in that the words are completely out of

context, with certain portions omitt%and without consideration

of the medium in which those wq@were uttered, including the

complete audio and visual compo

broadcasts. @

15. Admit that yo Q quoted accurately in paragraph
195 of the st Amended Complaint as to the
statements you made March 27, 2007 on the Nancy
Grace Shc%l}roadcast by CNN Headline News.

nts of the subject television

Denied, 1 tha the words are taken completely out of
context, wit ain portions omitted, and without consideration
of the medium 1in which those words were uttered, including the
complete audio and visual components of the subject television

broadcasts.

l16. Admit that you are quoted accurately in paragraph
208 of the First Amended Complaint as to the
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statements you made March 27, 2007 on On the Record
with Greta Van Susteren, broadcast by Fox News.

Denied, 1in that the words are taken completely out of
context, with certain portions omitted, and without consideration
of the medium in which those words were uttered, including the
complete audio and wvisual components of the subject television

broadcasts.

17. Admit that Anna Nicole Smith did not \$:>;ny life
insurance policies taken out unde r name or
under the name of any alias she hasyuded.

After a reasonable inqgquiry, the inf@on known or readily

available to 0O’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or

deny.

18. Admit that you have%@knowledge of any 1life

insurance policies in ©Wwhich a third-party would
benefit upon the death of Anna Nicole Smith.

After a reasonable ij , the information known or readily
available to 0O’Quinn &nsufficient to enable him to admit or
deny.

19. Admit (that Howard K. Stern did not request or
direct\that the Will of Vickie Lynn Marshall or any
wi Anna Nicole Smith be faxed to him four (4)
da fore the death of Anna Nicole Smith on
February 8, 2007.

Denied.

20. Admit that by February 10, 2007, Police Chief
Charlie Tiger of the Seminole Police had publicly
stated that ™“no evidence has been revealed to
suggest a crime occurred” in connection with Ms.
S mit h ' s d e at h . ( S e e
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http://www.cnn.com.video/#video/law/2007/02/09/zar
rella.smith.com.)

The CNN.com URL provided by Plaintiff leads to a web page
where the video of Police Chief Charlie Tiger 1is no longer
available. As a result, the information known or readily available
to O’Quinn after a reasonable inquiry is insufficient to enable him
to admit or deny this request as to any specific statement at any
particular point in time. Defendant generally be@ware of Chief
Tiger’s conclusions at some point in time shgéz}y after they were
announced to the media.

21. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in paragraph 93 f the First Amended

Complaint, you had read e informed or were
otherwise aware of t lic statement made by
Seminole Police Chi arlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request Admission 20, above.

Because of the reasons <§E}ed in 920, the information known or
readily available to "ga}hn after a reasonable inquiry 1is
insufficient to enable him to admit or deny this request as to any
specific statement%’any particular point 1in time. Defendant
generally became\aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shor ter they were announced to the media

22. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in paragraph 110 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public statement made by
Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 20, above.
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Because of the reasons stated in 920, the information known or
readily available to 0O’'Quinn after a reasonable inquiry is
insufficient to enable him to admit or deny this request as to any
specific statement at any particular point in time. Defendant
generally became aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shortly after they were announced to the media.

23. Admit that before making the statementgszspributed
to you in paragraph 129 of the Fj Amended

Complaint, you had read, were in d or were
otherwise aware of the public st ent made by

Seminole Police Chief Charlie iger which is
referenced in Request for Admigfsi 20, above.

Because of the reasons stated in 920, the information known or
readily available to 0O’Quinn af e§:>é reasonable inquiry 1is
insufficient to enable him to a r deny this request as to any
specific statement at any particular point in time. Defendant
generally became aware o ‘2;% Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shortly after ﬁsg‘vmme announced to the media.

24. Admit th efore making the statements attributed
to you 1 aragraph 145 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwi{se aware of the public statement made by
Se Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
re ed in Request for Admission 20, above.

Because of the reasons stated in 920, the information known or
readily available to O0O’Quinn after a reasonable inquiry is
insufficient to enable him to admit or deny this request as to any

specific statement at any particular point in time. Defendant
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generally became aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shortly after they were announced to the media.

25. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in paragraph 168 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public statement made by
Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 20, above.

Because of the reasons stated in 920, the infoxymation known or
readily available to 0’Quinn after a reas e inquiry 1is

insufficient to enable him to admit or deny tWN.sSpPrequest as to any

specific statement at any particular i in time. Defendant
generally became aware of Chief Tige;’s conclusions at some point

in time shortly after they were ann ed to the media.

26. Admit that before mak e statements attributed
to you in paragraph 1 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware he public statement made by
Seminole Poli ief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced i edquest for Admission 20, above.

Because of the reasons stated in 920, the information known or
readily available %’O’Quinn after a reasonable inquiry is

insufficient able him to admit or deny this request as to any

specific stéa pt at any particular point in time. Defendant

generally became aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shortly after they were announced to the media.

27. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in paragraph 195 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public statement made by
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Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 20, above.

Because of the reasons stated in 920, the information known or
readily available to 0’Quinn after a reasonable inquiry 1is
insufficient to enable him to admit or deny this request as to any
specific statement at any particular point in time. Defendant
generally became aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point
in time shortly after they were announced to thgem®dia.

28. Admit that before making the statemésrs attributed
to you in paragraph 208 of t irst Amended
Complaint, you had read, we ormed or were
otherwise aware of the publi atement made by
Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for %Ej}ssion 20, above.

Because of the reasons state;a 20, the information known or
readily available to 0O’Quinn ter a reasonable inquiry is
insufficient to enable him t dmit or deny this request as to any
specific statement at ?s::garticular‘ point in time. Defendant
generally became aware of Chief Tiger’s conclusions at some point

in time shortly aft%fhey were announced to the media.

29. Admit {hat the document attached hereto as Exhibit
A j rue and correct copy of the “Investigative
Re in the death of Vickie Lyn Marshall (Anna
Nicole Smith)” prepared by the Broward County
Medical Examiner in 2007.

Admitted.

30. Admit that Exhibit A states that Anna Nicole
Smith’s “manner of death is deemed ACCIDENT.”

Admitted.
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31. Admit that the document attached hereto as Exhibit
B is a true and correct copy of the “Final
Pathological Diagnosis” report prepared by the
Broward County Medical Examiner in 2007 regarding
the autopsy of Vickie Lynn Marshall, a.k.a. Anna
Nicole Smith.

Admitted.

32. Admit that Exhibit B states that the "“manner of
death is determined to be: Accident.”

Admitted. Q

33. Admit that Exhibit A and Exhibit B <;g available
to the public by or on March 26,

After a reasonable inquiry, the infrmdTion known or readily

available to 0O’Quinn 1is insufficiena to enable him to admit or

deny. @
34. Admit that on March ZQU'D?, Seminole Police Chief
a

Charles Tiger stated a press conference that:
“We are convinced, sed on extensive review of the
evidence, that thﬂ:f;ase is an accidental overdose
with no other inknal element present.”

After a reasonqile inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O'QuinNis insufficient to enable him to admit or

deny.

35. A at before making the statements attributed to you
in Paragraph 181 of the First Amended Complaint, you had
read, were informed or were otherwise aware of the public
release of Exhibit A.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily

available to O’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or
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deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.

36. Admit that before making the statements attributed to you
in Paragraph 181 of the First Amended Complaint, you had
read, were informed or were otherwise aware of the
statement in Exhibit A that Anna Nicole Smith’s death was
an “ACCIDENT.”

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O0’Quinn is insufficient to enable hﬁ‘:Pp admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of t <;3nclusion at or

N

about the time that it was released to the ic.

37. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 181 f the First Amended
Complaint, you had rea re informed or were

@ement in Exhibit B.

otherwise aware of the
After a reasonable inquiry, Etmainformation known or readily
available to O0’Quinn is insqaz;cient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I wa ﬁgzkainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.
38. Admit ¢that éefore making the statements attributed
to o in Paragraph 181 of the First Amended
Co t, you had read, were informed or were

ot isse aware of the statement in Exhibit B that
Anna Nicole Smith’s death was an “Accident.”

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O’'Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or

deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
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about the time that it was released to the public.

39. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 181 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public statement made by
Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 34, above.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O'Quinn is insufficient to enable hiz:sf admit or

deny this request. <:)

40. Admit that before making the state s attributed
to you in Paragraph 195 of Gi First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were ormed or were
otherwise aware of the public r&¥fase of Exhibit A.

After a reasonable inquiry, theE:Diormation known or readily
available to O0’Quinn is insufficg 0 enable him to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or

about the time that it was ﬁ&g,ased to the public.

41. Admit that béé%he making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 195 of the First Amended
Complaint%ou had read, were informed or were
otherwise are of the statement in Exhibit A that

icole Smith’s death was an “ACCIDENT.”

After a onable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O0’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.
42. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 195 of the First Amended
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Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public release of Exhibit B.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.

43. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 195 of the Fi Amended
Complaint, you had read, were infopmed® or were
otherwise aware of the statement in §:1bit B that
Anna Nicole Smith’s death was an “Agckdent.”

After a reasonable inquiry, the inffrm on known or readily

available to O’Quinn is insufficient_ to enable him to admit or

deny this request. I was certainly 2&2}% of the conclusion at or

about the time that it was rele@-

44. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Parag 195 of the First Amended
Complaint, yo read, were informed or were
otherwise aw u;<:§ the public statement made by
Seminole Poli Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 34, above.

o the public..

After a reason e inquiry, the information known or readily

available to Q.ON\inn i1s insufficient to enable him to admit or

t@

about the time that it was released to the public.

I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or

deny this re

45. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 208 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public release of Exhibit A.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
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available to O0’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.

46. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 208 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the statement in Exhibit A that
Anna Nicole Smith’s death was an “ACCIDENT.”

After a reasonable inquiry, the informationN\gn®&n or readily
available to O0’Quinn is insufficient to enabl g;ﬂ to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware o ::?Lonclusion at or
about the time that it was released to t ublic.

47. Admit that before making ti:;;tatements attributed

to you in Paragraph 20 the First Amended

Complaint, you had r were informed or were
otherwise aware of th ic release of Exhibit B.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O'Quinn is 3 icient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I wasNertainly aware of the conclusion at or

about the time tha%was released to the public.

48. Admit (that before making the statements attributed
to o in Paragraph 208 of the First Amended
Co t, you had read, were informed or were
ot isse aware of the statement in Exhibit B that
Anna Nicole Smith’s death was an “Accident.”

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily
available to O’Quinn is insufficient to enable him to admit or
deny this request. I was certainly aware of the conclusion at or
about the time that it was released to the public.
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49. Admit that before making the statements attributed
to you in Paragraph 208 of the First Amended
Complaint, you had read, were informed or were
otherwise aware of the public statement made by
Seminole Police Chief Charlie Tiger which is
referenced in Request for Admission 34, above.

After a reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily

available to O’Quinn 1s insufficient to enable him to admit or

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ?()
i

deny this request.

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that on May 28, 20 s document was e-

filed wusing the CMECF system and th L. LIN WOOD, ESQ.,

(Llwood@pogolaw.com) Powell GoldsEEjp LLP, Co-counsel for

Plaintiff, One Atlantic Centerg@ Floor, 1201 W. Peachtree
3080

Street, N.W., Atlanta, GA 9; M. KRISTA BARTH, ESQ.

(krista@emsattorneys.com), EGZ? M. Sauerberg, P.A., Co-counsel for

Plaintiff, Suite 102, )<Ef;;ilage Square, Palm Beach Gardens, FL

33410 who are listed as recipients as counsel under said system.

STEPHENS LYNN KLEIN LA CAVA
HOFFMAN & PUYA, P.A.

Counsel for Defendant, John O’Quinn
9130 S. Dadeland Blvd., PHII

Two Datran Center

Miami, FL 33156

Tele: 305/670-3700

Fax : 305/670-8592

E-Mail: kleinr@stephenslynn.com
E-Mail: mandelr@stephenslynn.com
E-Mail: jacobsonb@stephenslynn.com
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By:

H:\library\07\079616\draft pldgs\R-ReqgforAdmissions rmk rev 5.28.08.wpd

16

/s/

ROBERT M. KLEIN

Florida Bar No. 230022
ROBERTA G. MANDEL
Florida Bar No. 435953
BRIAN S. JACOBSON
Florida Bar No. 0044240

Q
\}C)
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