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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF VERMONT 

 

JANET JENKINS, et al, 

Plaintiffs, 

v.      Docket No. 2:12-cv-184 

LISA MILLER, et al,       

Defendants.      

APPENDIX A 

TO 

DEFENDANT LISA MILLER’S REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

 

Reasons why I, Anthony Biller, require additional time within which to 

respond to the second amended complaint, first served on Ms. Miller March 9, 

2021. 

 Ms. Miller is presently in federal criminal custody. Ms. Miller retained me a few 

days in advance of her anticipating being taken into federal custody. I am informed that 

Ms. Miller has been indicted in the United States District Court for the Western District 

of New York for her alleged involvement in the kidnapping of her daughter, Isabella 

Miller. I have not yet seen a copy of the indictment nor evaluated the extent to which the 

issues in the criminal case overlap with the issues in this civil case, though I anticipate 

there will be substantial overlap. 

 It is my understanding that Ms. Miller was taken into custody upon her arrival in 

the United States and moved into a federal holding facility in Miami, Florida, where she 

was held in quarantine for approximately two weeks. I believe I was able to talk to her 

twice, on two short and unscheduled teleconferences Ms. Miller initiated. I recall being 

put on notice that our calls were being recorded. 

 Shortly thereafter I contracted Covid-19 and had no communications with Ms. 

Miller for approximately two weeks. Thereafter, Ms. Miller was and is now being held in 

the Niagara County Jail, in Lockport, New York.  

 Currently, my communications with Ms. Miller are limited and difficult to 

coordinate. I have not yet met in person with her. My telephonic and mail 

communications regarding the substance of my representation in this suit have been 

limited given my concerns regarding whether our telephonic and mail communications 

have been private. 

 The fact that I reside in Raleigh, North Carolina, also makes scheduling in-person 

meetings more difficult given the distance. 
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 Opposing counsel Diego Soto communicated Plaintiff's opposition to an extension 

of time to respond as follows, "Ms. Miller certainly has known about this case for years 

while a fugitive but decided only recently to turn herself in. Moreover, the Court has 

already denied multiple motions to dismiss in the attached orders."  

 Regarding Mr. Soto's reasoning, while Ms. Miller may have known about pending 

criminal and civil charges against her, I have no reason to believe she knew the specifics 

of this lawsuit let alone the substantial history and arguments that have occurred.  

 Perhaps more importantly for present purposes, I had no knowledge of this case 

prior to being retained by Ms. Miller. Once retained, I was not sure whether Plaintiffs 

would attempt to bring her into this case given the substantial amount of time that has 

passed since this case was initiated and given Ms. Miller's pending criminal charges. 

Accordingly, I did not begin researching the docket until she was served.  

 Contrary to Mr. Soto's implication, the fact there have been "multiple motions to 

dismiss" mitigates toward more time needed to evaluate this case. I have reviewed two of 

this court's prior Rule 12(b)(6) rulings, ECF nos. 115 & 277. Those two decisions alone 

comprise 187 pages. Further, a printout of the docket of this matter runs over 50 pages 

and approximately 650 docket entries.  

 We are presently attempting to schedule an in-person meeting between me and 

Ms. Miller to occur on April 6, 2021, at the jail. The purpose of this meeting will be to 

discuss the allegations of the second amended complaint, review what has happened in 

this lawsuit, and determine her defense of the same. A backdrop to this analysis will be 

evaluating my client's Fifth Amendment concerns and discussing the same with her 

criminal defense attorney. 

 I need additional time within which to review the history of this case, its many 

motions and orders, and determine and advise my client on her potential defenses and 

how to proceed with this civil litigation. I will then require the time to prepare the 

corresponding response(s) to Plaintiff's second amended complaint. 

An extension of 90 days, after my admission pro hac vice to the USDCVT should give 

me sufficient time. 

Dated: March 25, 2021 

      /s/ Anthony Biller, Attorney for Lisa Miller,  

      Defendant  
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