
 

 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE  

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR 

ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA  

 

CASE NO.: 2018-CA-002535-O 

 

FLORIDA INJURY LAW FIRM, P.A.,  Florida 

professional corporation, 

 

  Plaintiff 

 

vs. 

 

THOMAS P. SCHMITT, FLORIDA PERSONAL 

INJURY LAW TEAM LLC, a Florida limited 

liability company, and MATTHEW D. VALDES, 

 

  Defendants. 

_____________________________________/ 

 

PLAINTIFF’S  AMENDED EMERGENCY MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 

INJUNCTION AND REQUEST FOR APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL MASTER 

 

 Plaintiff, FLORIDA INJURY LAW FIRM, P.A. (“Florida Injury Law Firm” or “FILF”), 

by and through its undersigned counsel, hereby files this Amended Emergency Motion for 

Preliminary Injunction against Defendants, THOMAS P. SCHMITT (“Schmitt”), MATTHEW D. 

VALDES (“Valdes”), and FLORIDA PERSONAL INJURY LAW TEAM, LLC (“Schmitt 

Firm”), and Request for Appointment of Special Master, and states: 

1. This motion for preliminary injunction and request for appointment of special 

master seeks: (a) to enjoin Defendants from gutting the Florida Injury Law Firm of clients in 

violation of Defendants’, Schmitt and Schmitt Firm, Independent Contractor Agreement and 

Employment Agreement, (b) to order Defendants to deposit disputed fees into the Trust Account 

of the FILF or into the registry of the Court and not disburse on same in accordance with Fla. Bar 

Rule 5-1.1(f), and (c) to ensure the orderly administration of the judicial process.  This motion 
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requires the Court’s immediate, emergency attention because Defendants are destroying the 

business reputation of Florida Injury Law, speciously depleting its customer base and certain trust 

funds are directly in dispute.  

Factual Background 

2. Florida Injury Law Firm is engaged in the practice of personal injury law 

throughout the State of Florida but has its principal office in Osceola County, Florida.   

3. Schmitt is a personal injury attorney who has a long history of pillaging clients 

from former law firm employers and/or partners. 

4. Valdes was an attorney at the FILF before following Schmitt and joining Schmitt 

in his scheme to pillage clients from the FILF. 

5. As discussed in more detail below, Schmitt and Valdes commenced work with 

FILF, established client contact and later commenced a large-scale exodus from FILF taking 

several cases under false pretenses by communicating untrue statements and allegations to clients.  

Further, Schmitt and Valdes sent FILF altered “Joint Letters” that were not authorized by FILF, 

unilaterally contacted clients and gutted the FILF of millions of dollars worth of cases.   

Schmitt Has Gutted Other Firms in the Past, Partook in Similar Conduct  

and Has Filed for Bankruptcy 

 

6. Schmitt has done this before, and was sued for similar egregious acts.  In 2015, 

Schmitt was sued by his former law firm, A LAW FIRM OF LAURI J. GOLDSTEIN & 

ASSOCIATES, PLLC f/k/a A LAW FIRM OF GOLDSTEIN, SCHMITT & ASSOCIATES, 

PLLC (“Goldstein Firm”), for methodically campaigning to convince, by any means necessary, 

the entirety of the Goldstein Firm’s personal injury clients to terminate the Goldstein Firm and 

transfer their files to his subsequently formed law firm of Kogan, DiSalvo & Schmitt, P.A. 

(“KDS”) a/k/a Kogan and DiSalvo, P.A. (“KD”).   



 

 

7. In connection therewith, Schmitt, through his then paralegal, Ms. Lopez, utilized 

the computer systems of the Goldstein Firm to print the names, phone numbers, private medical 

information protected by HIPPA and addresses of Goldstein clients to which he sent unilateral, 

defamatory letters in an effort to directly solicit representation of their cases.  See, Depo. Transcript 

of Schmitt at Pages 15:2-17; 33:3-34:19, Exhibit “A”.   Prior to his specious departure from the 

Goldstein Firm, Schmitt prepared, or caused to be prepared, termination letters, by which 

Goldstein clients terminated the Goldstein Firm in favor of KDS.  Depo. Transcript of Schmitt at 

Pages 29:20-32:11; 84:13-17; 99:2-9, Exhibit “A”.   Next, as evidenced by the attached e-mail 

dated March 17, 2015, Schmitt and his paralegal constantly and incessantly called clients of the 

Goldstein Firm and chaotically required them to sign documents for which they had no clue of the 

legal repercussions and outcomes.  See Exhibit “B,” e-mail dated March 17, 2015.   The same 

exact conduct is occurring in the instant matter with the FILF; however, we now have a new player 

in Schmitt’s “house of cards,” i.e., Valdes.  

8. The hectic signing of the documents terminating the Goldstein Firm, masterminded 

by Schmitt, occurred in parking lots of fast food restaurants (i.e., McDonalds).  Through lies and 

deception, Schmitt was able to trick Goldstein clients into transferring their cases to KDS.  See, 

Handwritten Note from Keonda Tumblin attached hereto as Exhibit “C.”  That same trickery is 

occurring in the instant FILF matter.  

9. Additionally, on March 9, 2015, Mrs. Goldstein received a note from Goldstein 

client, Theresa Martel, requesting Schmitt refrain from contacting her “any further.”  See Exhibit 

“D.”  In complete disregard for the client’s instructions, Schmitt proceeded with his coercive 

efforts to pilfer Theresa Martel as a client from the Goldstein Firm. See, Statement of Theresa 

Martel at Page 6:1-15 as Exhibit “E.”    



 

 

10. As set forth in more detail below, Schmitt has consistently called FILF clients to 

persuade them to come to his new firm; and even when clients have selected FILF as their attorneys 

in the altered “Joint Letters” sent by Schmitt, Schmitt and Valdes have contacted those clients to 

persuade them differently and to make sure the clients were “confident” in their decisions.  

11. Like the Goldstein matter, clients here are obviously entitled to retain new counsel 

or follow an attorney upon his or her departure to another firm; however, the FILF clients were 

not given the option to make an informed decision regarding the transfer of their files because of 

the falsehoods perpetuated by Schmitt, Valdes and their accomplices. 

12. This is not an accident or a “slip in judgment.”  Schmitt intends to quickly pillage 

clients from firms he is associated with by and through any means possible including, but not 

limited to, making false statements to clients and by admitting the true intent behind his 

malicious actions.  For example, Schmitt advised Mr. Johnny Sucker (his former limousine 

driver - Fla. Tag “Mr. Big”) that, among other things:  “[]nobody ‘f-cks with his money[],’ I ‘f-

cked her [Goldstein] but good,’ Goldstein ‘deserves to get what’s coming to her,’ ‘[I] took all the 

good cases and left her with the shitty ones that [I] did not want,’ ‘[I am] going to put her out of 

business [and] she [is] going to be disbarred and her practice [will] be closed down.’”  See 

Recorded Statement attached as Exhibit “F,” pp. 5 & 9. 

13. As to Schmitt’s partnership with KDS, same was short-lived, and he was quickly 

expelled from KDS for, among other things, what KDS labeled as mental instability, taking fees 

and issues relating to the KDS business, which was dissolved.  During the week of June 22, 2015, 

Mrs. Goldstein met twice with Kogan of KD and KDS.  See Exhibit “G,” Affidavit of Lauri 

Goldstein.   At those meetings, Kogan advised Mrs. Goldstein that Schmitt had been acting odd 

and had written checks, without authorization, from the KDS operating account to pay for 



 

 

Schmitt’s personal foreclosure attorneys’ fees in that certain foreclosure matter filed against him 

in Martin County, Florida, Case Style:  Marilyn Jackerson Realty, LLC vs. Thomas Schmitt and 

Meaghan E. Stewart-Schmitt, Case No.: 2015CA000429CAAXMX.  Id.  

14. On or about June 23, 2015, Schmitt’s then wife, Meaghan E. Stewart-Schmitt (“Ms. 

Stewart-Schmitt”), petitioned the Circuit Court of Martin County, Florida for an involuntary 

examination of Schmitt due to his behaviors.  See, Exhibit “H,” Involuntary Commitment Docket, 

Case No. 43201SMH0000498AAXMX.  On that same day, the Court entered an Ex-Parte Order 

For Involuntary Examination of Schmitt.  See, Id.  Notably, Mrs. Stewart-Schmitt is a Registered 

Mental Health Counselor, and has since divorced Schmitt.  See, Exhibit “I,” License Verification 

for Mrs. Stewart-Schmitt.   

15. In fact, as far back as 2008,  Schmitt’s then wife, Christine Schmitt, advised the 

Palm Beach County Sheriff’s Office (“PBSO”) that her husband, Tom Schmitt, “[]was bipolar and 

was experiencing a manic stage.”  See Exhibit “J,” PBSO Offense Report.  Christine Schmitt 

further stated “that Tom is acting irrational, spending a lot of money, and hanging out with a 

strange female.”  Id.  

16. Schmitt has either filed for bankruptcy and/or has been forced into involuntary 

bankruptcy, and as recently as two (2) years ago an involuntary Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was filed in 

the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern District of Florida on April 8, 2016, Case No.: 16-15108-

PGH.  Exhibit. “K,” Suggestion of Bankruptcy.  As such, Schmitt has a tendency to “live above 

his means,” shower himself and his significant other with lavish gifts and pays to have himself and 

others carted around town by Limo. This is not a new lifestyle for Schmitt.  Schmitt filed for 

Bankruptcy on May 28, 1996 in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern District of Florida, Case/ 

Petition No.: 96-32180-PGH.  See Petition, Exhibit “L.”  Another Schmitt Bankruptcy was filed 



 

 

on October 16, 2008 in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern District of Florida, Case/ Petition 

No.: 08-25380-EPK.  See Petition, Exhibit “M.”  Clearly, the trust funds contested in the instant 

matter should be restrained from disbursement as there is a risk same will not be available at a 

later date due to Schmitt’s spending patterns and subsequent bankruptcies. Schmitt is also set to 

travel to Thailand making these issues even more urgent.  

17. Once again, if past conduct is good evidence of future conduct, the court must look 

to the particular Settlement Agreement between the Bankruptcy Trustee and Schmitt (“Bankruptcy 

Settlement Agreement”).  See Exhibit “N,” Schmitt Bankruptcy Settlement Agreement. 

18. In that Bankruptcy Settlement Agreement, the Trustee states that he learned through 

Rule 2004 Examination of Schmitt that Schmitt had received “[]the sum of $85,000 post petition 

as an alleged gift from the law firm of Murray and Guari, PL.”  Id.  The Bankruptcy Settlement 

Agreement further provides that “Trustee alleged that this gift was attorney referral fees for 

personal injury cases brought to the firm of Murray and Guari, PL.”  Id.  While Schmitt disputed 

this contention, the Bankruptcy Settlement Agreement provides that Schmitt was to pay the trustee 

$40,000 of the $85,000 post-petition gift.  Id.  Certainly, it is not a stretch that Schmitt may attempt 

to achieve the same result above because he has been or may be “shopping” the remaining FILF 

client cases to other firms; arguably, in an effort to obtain a referral fee, diminish the FILF Firm’s 

interest in those cases as he did in the Goldstein matter and possibly obtain a referral fee from any 

law firm that represents the remaining FILF clients under the guise that those referral fees are 

“gifts.”   

19. Based upon the foregoing, in the Goldstein and  KDS matters, Kogan and the 

Goldstein Firm agreed that ALL settlement proceeds from the cases retained by KD or KDS 

(whichever and by way of Schmitt’s actions), would be held in the trust account of KDS or KD 



 

 

pending resolution of the dispute or an agreement on the division of fees and costs incurred by the 

Goldstein Firm and KDS.  See Exhibit “O,” Agreed Order memorializing the foregoing and 

Affidavit of Goldstein, Exhibit “G.”  The same should occur here in that any settlement funds 

should be held in the Trust Account of the FILF or in the registry of this Court pending resolutions 

of the issues outlined in the Complaint and herein.   

Schmitt, Valdes, Schmitt Firm and the Florida Injury Law Firm 

20. Not surprisingly, after KDS, Schmitt was also unable to maintain a relationship 

with his next employer, All Injuries Law Firm, and found himself looking for employment with 

another successful personal injury law firm to serve as his personal book of business and quick 

client origination portal.   

21. Unfortunately, Florida Injury Law Firm became Schmitt’s next victim and now 

finds itself being gutted of clients and earned attorneys’ fees at the hands of Defendants.   

22. Florida Injury Law Firm is a clients first, results oriented personal injury law firm 

with several decades of combined experience handling personal injury and wrongful death cases.  

Johnny Pineyro, Esq. is the owner and managing shareholder of Florida Injury Law Firm.   

23. Established in 2008, Florida Injury Law Firm has spent the last ten (10) years 

positioning itself as a premier personal injury law firm in Central Florida through its personalized 

client service, impressive results, and carefully choreographed marketing strategy.  

24. Florida Injury Law Firm’s extensive marketing plan gives the firm an advantage in 

the fiercely competitive plaintiff’s personal injury market in Central Florida.  Florida Injury Law 

Firm engages in print, digital and pointed marketing campaigns throughout Central Florida 

including, but not limited to, television commercials, billboards, and other mediums.  Marketing 

is a significant portion of Florida Injury Law Firm’s annual budget.   



 

 

25. Desiring to ride on the coattails of Florida Injury Law Firm’s success and marketing 

dollars, Schmitt sought employment with Florida Injury Law Firm in a Trial Attorney position, 

which allowed him the opportunity to build relationships in a short period of time with Florida 

Injury Law Firm’s clients and methodically plan his next abrupt exit and scheme to loot clients 

that he did NOT generate and that he did NOT contribute the funds necessary to originate those 

clients through advertising dollars.  Valdes also took part in this scheme as discussed herein; 

however, Schmitt was and remains the “ringleader” between the two of them.   

26. On or about April 1, 2017, Florida Injury Law Firm and Schmitt entered into an 

Employment Agreement where Schmitt was employed by Florida Injury Law Firm as a personal 

injury attorney.  A true and correct copy of the Employment Agreement is attached hereto as 

Exhibit “P.” 

27. As a Trial Attorney, Schmitt was responsible for handling certain cases on a pre-

suit and litigation basis; and he, along with Valdes, had access to Florida Injury Law Firm clients.   

28. Pursuant to Paragraph 19 of the Employment Agreement, Schmitt was paid a 

generous base salary plus bonuses after reaching an agreed upon annual net fee to the firm on cases 

handled by Schmitt.  Additionally, Schmitt received additional compensation for clients originated 

solely through Schmitt, which specifically excluded any clients retained by virtue of Florida Injury 

Law Firm’s advertisements, firm referral sources, or referrals from other firm clients.  The latter 

of which Schmitt and Defendants have wrongfully pillaged from the Florida Injury Law Firm.  

29. Pursuant to Paragraph 23 of the Employment Agreement, Schmitt made covenants 

not to solicit firm clients or employees. 

30. Further, pursuant to Paragraph 22 of the Employment Agreement, Florida Injury 

Law Firm and Schmitt agreed to a fee-splitting structure should the firm’s client choose to retain 



 

 

Schmitt as their counsel upon his termination from the firm.  However, now, Defendants refuse to 

abide by the parties’ agreement.   

31. As experienced by Schmitt’s prior employers/victims, Schmitt relied on charm and 

insincere flattery to camouflage his intent to plunder and pillage Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients.  

Unaware of Schmitt’s true intentions, Schmitt was given unfettered access to Florida Injury Law 

Firm’s clients, which were generated through Florida Injury Law Firm’s marketing dollars, efforts 

and relationships.   

32. True to form, Schmitt, with the assistance of Valdes, lured Florida Injury Law Firm 

into a false sense of camaraderie and trust through charades of a long-term relationship which 

would be mutually and monetarily beneficial to each party.  One example includes Schmitt’s recent 

December 23, 2017 email to the firm, which states in part: 

Happy Holidays Johnny.  We do have a great team and we have 

changed lives!  And next year we will change many more lives. 

 

I am very grateful for your having put this firm and this team 

together for us.  It is a one of a kind opportunity! 

 

I also personally look forward to coming into the office and 

spending time with this team every single day….We love working 

for this firm!  There is nothing like the feeling of waking up and 

looking forward to the day.  Those of us who have woken up and 

dreaded going to work in the past appreciate our amazing law firm 

that much more…. 

 

A true and correct copy of Schmitt’s December 23, 2017 email is attached hereto as Exhibit “Q.” 

33. Shortly thereafter, on the pretense of tax saving opportunities, Schmitt asked 

Florida Injury Law Firm to change his position from employee to independent contractor, with all 

other contractual terms remaining the same between the parties.  Schmitt memorialized his request 

in an email dated January 2, 2018, which states: 

 



 

 

Hi Johnny,  

I was reviewing my tax situation with my accountant and because 

my W2 income is a substantial portion of my total income, he wants 

me to form a corporation.  He says this will benefit both you and me 

tremendously, without any downside to you whatsoever: 

1)  We would adopt our contract (and any new contract in April 

2018) with me as an independent contractor…so each and every 

term of our contract would remain the same;  

2) You would simply pay my corporation … (my current payroll 

before deductions) plus any percentage bonuses every payroll; 

3)  Any reimbursements would be to my corporation; 

4)  You would pay no employment taxes; 

5)  You would have no unemployment liability; 

6)  I also need a 401K…and I could open my own this way and pay 

my health/dental insurance through my own business.  

 

As there are no downsides to this arrangement to you (or to me for 

that matter…) please agree that we can begin this year with this 

arrangement.  I will form the corporation immediately upon your 

consent and will give … you all of the information you will need. 

 

(emphasis added).  A true and correct copy of Schmitt’s January 2, 2018 email is attached hereto 

as Exhibit “R.” 

34. Florida Injury Law Firm agreed to Schmitt’s request to restructure the classification 

of his employment with Florida Injury Law Firm for tax purposes only so long as all other terms 

of the parties’ Employment Agreement to remained the same.   

35. On January 10, 2018, at Schmitt’s urging and speciousness, and with Valdes 

lurching anxiously in the background, Florida Injury Law Firm and Schmitt entered into that 

certain Independent Contactor Agreement effective as of January 2, 2018.  A true and correct copy 

of the Independent Contactor Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit “S.” 

36. At the time of entering into the Independent Contractor Agreement, Schmitt and 

Valdes knew they had already set the course to leave the firm and take as many clients and 

employees with them as possible without ever spending one dollar to originate those clients.  



 

 

Schmitt used the Florida Injury Law Firm as a staging ground to gain immediate access to 

approximately 200 clients, establish contact with those clients and then “pounce” when the time 

was right in an effort to steal every client from the Florida Injury Law Firm.   

37. As agreed to by the parties, Section 7 of the Independent Contractor Agreement 

contains non-solicitation agreements prohibiting Schmitt from soliciting Florida Injury Law 

Firm’s clients, employees or referral sources.   

38. Section 4.1 of the Independent Contactor Agreement, which requires Schmitt 

provide fourteen (14) day written notice prior to termination of the agreement, states: 

4.1. Termination at Will.  This Agreement may be terminated by 

the Company immediately, at will, and in the sole discretion of the 

President of the Company.  Contactor may terminate this Agreement 

upon fourteen (14) days written notice to the Company.  This 

Agreement also may be terminated at any time upon the mutual 

written agreement of the Company and the Contractor.  

 

39. Pursuant to the parties’ negotiations and stated intent, the Independent Contactor 

Agreement was to contain the agreed upon fee structure in relation to all Florida Injury Law Firm’s 

clients who choose to transfer their files to Schmitt upon his termination from the firm.  

Specifically, the Independent Contactor Agreement was to restate and reaffirm the parties’ 

agreement that Florida Injury Law Firm is entitled to 80% of all fees generated in any matter in 

which the firm ever provided representation and is entitled to 50% of all fees generated on clients 

originated by Schmitt, as specifically set forth in Paragraph 22 of the Employment Agreement 

(“Fee Agreement Upon Termination”).   

40. Through inadvertence, Schmitt’s malicious intent and Schmitt’s fraud, the parties 

failed by mistake to incorporate the Fee Agreement Upon Termination into the written Independent 

Contractor Agreement.   Seizing on the mutual mistake and/or Schmitt’s calculated fraud, Schmitt 



 

 

and Valdes immediately began implementing their scheme to steal Florida Injury Law Firm’s 

clients.   

41. Rather than be grateful for the “one of a kind opportunity” afforded by Florida 

Injury Law Firm, Schmitt masterminded a conspiracy with Valdes, an attorney employee of the 

firm, to steal as many of Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients as possible. 

42. During the period leading up to Schmitt’s departure from Florida Injury Law Firm, 

in December 2017 and January through March 2018, Schmitt had secret meetings with Valdes to 

discuss their departure from Florida Injury Law Firm, and formulate a scheme to solicit and 

procure Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients in breach of Schmitt’s Independent Contactor 

Agreement and/or Employment Agreement with the firm. 

43. Schmitt and Valdes, while they were both still employed or contracted by Florida 

Injury Law Firm, engaged in a secret, aggressive and extensive campaign to solicit Florida Injury 

Law Firm’s clients.  Specifically, Valdes actively cooperated and conspired with Schmitt by 

gathering client contact information, altering certain “joint letters” that were not agreed to by the 

Florida Injury Law Firm and soliciting clients away from the Florida Injury Law Firm. 

44. Additionally, Schmitt used unwitting employees of Florida Injury Law Firm to rob 

the firm blind of its clients and earned fees in breach of Schmitt’s Independent Contractor 

Agreement and/or Employment Agreement with the firm.  For example, on and before March 3, 

2018, Schmitt requested Jazlyn Rosario (“Ms. Rosario”), a paralegal for Florida Injury Law Firm, 

assist him in preparing letters to Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients to announce his departure from 

the firm and to request they transfer their file to Schmitt’s new firm, Florida Personal Injury Law 

Team, LLC. 



 

 

45. On and before March 3, 2018, Schmitt tasked Jazlyn Rosario with populating letters 

to all firm clients on whose files Schmitt had previously worked by falsely informing Ms. Rosario 

that he and Florida Injury Law Firm already agreed to the language of letter.  Additionally, Schmitt 

tasked Ms. Rosario with preparing his electronic signature block for his new firm, Florida Personal 

Injury Law Team, LLC.  Clearly, this was unequivocally false as set forth in Ms. Rosario’s 

affidavit attached hereto as Exhibit “T.” 

46. On March 6, 2018, Schmitt abruptly resigned from Florida Injury Law Firm without 

notice in violation of the fourteen (14) day notice requirement set forth in Section 4.1 of the 

Independent Contractor Agreement.   

47. Similarly, on March 6, 2018, Valdes followed his ringleader and abruptly resigned 

from Florida Injury Law Firm to go work for the Schmitt Firm and continue the orchestration of 

their scheme to pillage clients and acted on same.  

48. In violation of the parties’ agreement, Schmitt, Valdes and Schmitt Firm began 

forwarding client letters announcing Schmitt’s departure from Florida Injury Law Firm via 

electronic mail utilizing Schmitt’s DocuSign account, an internet and application based system 

designed to obtain electronic signatures (“Schmitt’s Departure Solicitations”).   An example of 

Schmitt’s Departure Solicitation is attached hereto as Exhibit “U.”  Interestingly, the DocuSign 

was not forwarded to the Florida Injury Law Firm, thereby giving Schmitt, Valdes and Schmitt 

Firm the opportunity to call and contact clients once they selected the Florida Injury Law Firm as 

their attorney. 

49. Upon information and belief, Schmitt, Valdes and Schmitt Firm also sent Schmitt’s 

Departure Solicitations to Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients via US Mail.   



 

 

50. Exhibit A to the Independent Contractor Agreement and/or the Employment 

Agreement is the agreed upon notification letter to clients upon Schmitt’s departure from Florida 

Injury Law Firm (“Agreed Joint Letters”).    Conversely, Schmitt’s Departure Solicitations differed 

from the Agreed Joint Letters in content and elevated Schmitt and Schmitt Firm as the primary 

selection choice for Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients to choose when signing Schmitt’s Departure 

Solicitations.   

51. On March 6, 2018, Florida Injury Law Firm declared Schmitt and Schmitt’s Law 

Team in breach of the applicable agreement(s) and demanded they cease and desist any further 

contact with Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients in violation of the parties’ agreements; yet, 

Schmitt’s solicitation campaign aggressively continues today.  See Exhibit “V” whereby Schmitt 

contacts a client to “make sure” the client “really” wants to stay with the Florida Injury Law Firm.  

52. The solicitation tactics utilized by Schmitt include high-pressure sales pitches and 

deception.  Under the false pretense of clarification, Schmitt has portrayed Florida Injury Law 

Firm’s owner, Johnny Pineyro, as a liar and assured clients he would reimburse them for any fees 

owed to Florida Injury Law Firm when transferring their files to his new office.  Such direct and 

false communications are a violation of the parties’ agreement and the Rules Regulating the 

Florida Bar, and an example of same is attached hereto as Exhibit “W.”   Additionally, in violation 

of the parties’ agreements and the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar, Schmitt has tried to convince 

clients, who have elected to stay with Florida Injury Law Firm, to reconsider and move their files 

to the Schmitt Firm.   

53. Defendants have successfully solicited approximately and/or over 35 clients of 

Florida Injury Law Firm in a clear and intentional violation of the non-solicitation provisions in 

Schmitt’s and Schmitt Firm’s Independent Contractor Agreement, and have continued their 



 

 

solicitation of Florida Injury Law Firm’s clients. In fact, Plaintiff believes over 200 clients have 

been solicited though the use of e-mail and U.S. Mail.  These cases have a collective value in the 

millions of dollars.   Thus, Plaintiff seeks a preliminary injunction, enjoining Defendants from 

soliciting clients in violation of the Independent Contractor Agreement and Employment 

Agreement and from disbursing any disputed settlement funds received by Defendants in 

connection with the clients taken from Florida Injury Law Firm.  

54. Schmitt and Valdes, as licensed attorneys, have chosen to represent themselves and 

the Schmitt Law Firm in this matter.    Over the years, Schmitt has suffered from certain mental 

health issues, making communications unpredictable and sometimes volatile.  In the interest of 

maintaining the integrity of the judicial process and the professionalism required of officers of this 

court, Plaintiff seeks the appointment of a special master to referee and monitor depositions held 

in this matter.   

Argument - Preliminary Injunction is Warranted 

 

55. Pursuant to Paragraph 23 of his Employment Agreement, Schmitt made covenants 

not to solicit firm clients or employees. 

Non-Solicitation of Clients.  Attorney shall not, directly or 

indirectly, during the term of his employment, contact any clients of 

the Company for purposes of representing such clients personally or 

through another law firm or to encourage any client to discharge the 

Company.  Subsequent to Attorney’s termination of employment 

with the Company for any reason, Attorney shall not, directly or 

indirectly, contact any clients of the Company for any reason unless 

such clients first contact Attorney.  The Company and Attorney 

agree that clients whose files were being worked on by the Attorney 

will be notified within ten (10) business days after Attorney’s 

employment is terminated with the Company by a joint letter from 

the Company and the Attorney, sent by the Company on the 

Company’s stationary, informing clients that the Attorney has left 

the Company, informing client of the Attorney’s new professional 

address and information the client that the client’s file will be 



 

 

handled by the Company unless the client chooses otherwise.  A 

copy of the joint letter to be sent to the Company’s clients [was 

attached to the Employment Agreement] as Exhibit “A.” 

 

56. Similarly, Section 7.6 of Schmitt and the Schmitt Firm’s Independent Contactor 

Agreement, which prohibits solicitation of clients, states: 

7.6  Non-Solicitation of Clients (Exhibit A Joint Letter) 

 

Contractor shall not, directly or indirectly, during the term of his 

employment, contact any clients of the Company for purposes of 

representing such clients personally or through another law firm or 

to encourage any client to discharge the Company.  Subsequent to 

Contractor’s termination of employment with the Company for any 

reason, Contractor shall not, directly or indirectly, contact any 

clients of the Company for any reason unless such clients first 

contact Contractor.  The Company and Contractor agree that clients 

whose files were being worked on by the Contractor will be notified 

within ten (10) business days after Contractor’s employment is 

terminated with the Company by a joint letter from the Company 

and the Contractor, sent by the Company on the Company’s 

stationary, informing clients that the Contractor has left the 

Company, informing client of the Contractor’s new professional 

address and information the client that the client’s file will be 

handled by the Company unless the client chooses otherwise.  A 

copy of the joint letter to be sent to the Company’s clients is attached 

to this Agreement as Exhibit “A.” 

 

57. Pursuant to Paragraph 22 of the Employment Agreement, which was incorporated 

into the Independent Contractor Agreement, Florida Injury Law Firm and Schmitt agreed to the 

following fee-splitting structure should the firm’s client choose to retain Schmitt as their counsel 

upon his termination from the firm: 

…Due to the value associated with procurement of meritorious 

cases and the effort necessary to determine the viability of a matter 

and develop the matter at the onset, coupled with the fact that 

Attorney, would, in all probability, not have had contact with the 

client but for his association with the Company, it is agreed that the 

reasonable fee due the Company shall be a minimum of 80% of all 

fees generated in a matter in which the Company ever provided 

representation. 

 



 

 

Regarding “Originated Clients” by the Attorney: If the Attorney’s 

originated client…chooses to have the Attorney represent him upon 

termination of the Attorney, the fee payable to the Company shall 

be 50% of the net fee.  If such case has been represented by the 

Company for more than twelve (12) calendar months the fee payable 

shall be 60% of the net fee. 

 

...In addition to fees payable to the Company pursuant to this 

agreement, Attorney agrees to ensure that the Company is 

reimbursed for all costs expended. 

 

58. In violation of Schmitt’s Independent Contractor Agreement and Employment 

Agreement, Defendants have (a) solicited clients of the Florida Injury Law Firm by unilaterally 

sending notifications to clients utilizing methods and verbiage not in conformity with the parties’ 

agreement and contacting clients after they have elected to keep their personal injury files with 

Florida Injury Law Firm, and (b) threatened to retain more than the agreed upon fee for client files 

taken from Florida Injury Law Firm.  

59. To obtain a preliminary injunction, the movant must establish the following four 

criteria: 

1) the likelihood of irreparable harm; 

2) the unavailability of an adequate remedy of law; 

3) substantial likelihood of success on the merits; and 

4) the public interest supports the injunction. 

 

School Board of Hernando County v. Rhea, 213 So. 3d 1032 (Fla. 1st DCA 2017); Supinski v. Omni 

Healthcare, P.A., 853 So. 2d 526, 530 (Fla. 5th DCA 2003). 

60. Under Florida Statute section 542.335(1)(j), the violation of restrictive covenants 

are presumed to cause irreparable harm: 

A court shall enforce a restrictive covenant by any appropriate and 

effective remedy, including, but not limited to, temporary and 

permanent injunctions. The violation of an enforceable restrictive 

covenant creates a presumption of irreparable injury to the person 

seeking enforcement of a restrictive covenant. No temporary 

injunction shall be entered unless the person seeking enforcement of 



 

 

a restrictive covenant gives a proper bond, and the court shall not 

enforce any contractual provision waiving the requirement of an 

injunction bond or limiting the amount of such bond. 

 

61. Plaintiff is being irreparably harmed by Defendants’ violation of the restrictive 

covenants set forth in the Employment Agreement and the Independent Contractor Agreement.  A 

money judgment against Defendants cannot, necessarily, account for damages resulting from 

Defendants’ mishandling or short-settling of cases and cannot reimburse Plaintiff for loss of 

reputation and loss of referrals from those clients.  Thus, Plaintiff does not have an adequate 

remedy at law.   

62. Rule 4-5.8 of the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar states: 

 

“Lawyers Leaving Law Firms, Absent a specific agreement 

otherwise, a lawyer who is leaving a law firm shall not unilaterally 

contact those clients of the law firm for purposes of notifying them 

about the anticipated departure or to solicit representation of that 

clients unless the lawyer has approached an authorized 

representative of the law firm and attempted to negotiate a joint 

communication to the clients concerning the lawyer leaving the law 

firm. 

 

63. Exhibit A to the Employment Agreement and the Independent Contractor 

Agreement is the notification letter to clients upon Schmitt’s departure from Florida Injury Law 

Firm to which Schmitt and the Schmitt Firm contractually bound themselves. 

64. As evidenced by the facts set forth above, Plaintiff has a substantial likelihood of 

success on the merits.  Defendants clearly violated the Employment Agreement and the 

Independent Contractor Agreement by unilaterally contacting Plaintiff’s clients.  The agreements 

mandate Plaintiff, not Defendants, send the joint letter containing express language agreed to by 

the parties.  Here, in a feigned attempt at compliance, Defendants revised the language of the joint 

letters and sent purported joint letters to clients on Plaintiff’s letterhead, which he stole and used 

without permission.  Plaintiff was unaware Defendants were sending these letters to clients.  More 



 

 

importantly, the purported joint letters were sent by Schmitt with a personal cover letter 

disparaging Plaintiff’s character and veracity. Additionally, the joint letters were sent 

electronically to clients with the return receipt only issued to Schmitt.  That way, Defendants had 

a second bite at the apple to convince clients to fire Plaintiff should Defendants’ first attempt at 

luring clients away not be successful.  See, Exhibit “V.” 

65. Defendants not only violated the terms of the Employment Agreement and the 

Independent Contractor Agreement, they also violated the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar. 

66. Moreover, Defendants breached the terms of the Employment Agreement and the 

Independent Contractor Agreement by unequivocally repudiating the parties’ fee-splitting 

agreement for all client files transferred to the Schmitt Firm.  Should Defendants be permitted to 

abscond with Plaintiff’s fees, Plaintiff will be irreparably harmed.    

67. Rule 5-1.1(f) of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar state: 

(f) Disputed Ownership of Trust Funds.  When in the course of 

representation as lawyer is in possession of property in which 2 or 

more persons (1 of whom may be the lawyer) claim interest, the 

property should be treated by the lawyer as trust property, but the 

portion belonging to the lawyer or law firm shall be withdrawn 

within a reasonable time after it becomes due unless the right of the 

lawyer or the law firm to receive it is disputed, in which event the 

portion in dispute shall be kept separate by the lawyer until the 

dispute is resolved.  The lawyer shall promptly distribute all portions 

of the property as to which the interests are not in dispute.” 

 

68. In accordance with the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar, Rule 5-1.1(f), all disputed 

fees relating to clients previously represented by the Florida Injury Law Firm should be deposited 

into the registry of the court pending the resolution of this action.   Pursuant to Rule 3-3.5, this 

Court has jurisdiction to enforce the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar 

69. The public’s interest is served when attorneys are held accountable for their actions 

and required to comply with the terms of agreements and the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar.  



 

 

70. A preliminary injunction on an emergency basis is necessary to put a stop to 

Defendants’ improper coercion of clients to transfer their files to the Schmitt Firm and from taking 

Plaintiff’s earned fees.  To be clear, Plaintiff request for an injunction is limited to Defendants’ 

improper communications with clients of Florida Injury Law Firm.1  Should there be any 

remaining client files that Schmitt worked on while associated with the Florida Injury Law Firm, 

who have not already been solicited by Defendants, Plaintiff has no objection to sending a joint 

letter to those clients in the manner and form expressly set forth in the parties’ agreements. 

71. Accordingly, the Florida Injury Law Firm is entitled to preliminary injunctive relief 

prohibiting Defendants from soliciting any additional clients of the Florida Injury Law Firm and 

ordering Defendants to deposit all disputed funds into the registry of the Court.   

72. Plaintiff suggests a bond amount of $2,500.00 and requests an emergency 

evidentiary hearing on same.  Since Plaintiff is merely requesting strict compliance with the notice 

provisions set forth in the parties’ agreements and that the disputed funds be deposited into the 

registry of the Court or the FILF Trust Account, Defendants damages would be nominal should 

the Court later determine Defendants were wrongfully enjoined.   

73. This Court should protect the best interests of the FILF clients who were defrauded 

by Schmitt and Valdes into terminating the FILF Firm.   See, Exhibit “X,” List of FILF clients, 

redacted as to last names.  Clearly, Schmitt secured their business by virtue of unprofessional and 

unethical means in violations of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar.   Even where clients have 

elected to stay with the FILF Firm, Schmitt continues to contact those clients in violation of the 

Rules Regulating the Florida Bar in an attempt to convince them to reconsider and terminate 

                                                           
1 Plaintiff does not object to the mailing of joint letters to clients in the method and manner agreed to by the parties 
in the Employment Agreement and the Independent Contractor Agreement.   Pursuant to the terms of the applicable 
agreements, the joint letters are to be sent by Florida Injury Law Firm on its letterhead utilizing the exact language 
agreed upon. 



 

 

Plaintiff.  As here, Schmitt continued to contact KDS clients after his departure from that firm, 

even where the clients had elected to stay with KDS.   See, KDS’ Motion for Emergency Hearing 

on Plaintiff’s Motion to Protect Clients attached hereto as Exhibit “Y.” 

74. Courts have the inherent power to do all things that are reasonably necessary to 

administer justice within the scope of their jurisdiction, subject to existing laws and constitutional 

provisions.   Rose v. Palm Beach County, 361 So. 2d 135, 137 (Fla. 1978).  "Inherent power has 

to do with the incidents of litigation, control of the court's process and procedure, control of the 

conduct of its officers, and the preservation of order and decorum with reference to its 

proceedings." Petition of Florida Bar, 61 So. 2d 646, 647 (Fla. 1952); S.Y. v. McMillan, 563 So. 

2d 807, 809 (Fla. 1st DCA 1990); Miami Herald Publ'g Co. v. Collazo, 329 So. 2d 333, 336 (Fla. 

3rd DCA 1976); see also Bank of Hawaii v. Kunimoto, 91 Haw. 372, 984 P.2d 1198, 1219 (Haw. 

1999) (upholding lower court's exercise of inherent power to promote justice in pending matter by 

directing out of state attorneys, who were not parties to the suit and had appeared before the court 

only on behalf of their client, to disgorge funds from sale of stock received as payment for their 

legal fees).  

75. Rule 4-5.8 of the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar states: 

“Lawyers Leaving Law Firms, Absent a specific agreement 

otherwise, a lawyer who is leaving a law firm shall not unilaterally 

contact those clients of the law firm for purposes of notifying them 

about the anticipated departure or to solicit representation of that 

clients unless the lawyer has approached an authorized 

representative of the law firm and attempted to negotiate a joint 

communication to the clients concerning the lawyer leaving the law 

firm.  

 

76. Comment to Rule 4-5.8 of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar states: 

“If the departing lawyer and the law firm have agreed regarding who 

will continue handling the client’s matters then, absent disagreement 



 

 

by the client, the agreement normally will determine whether the 

departing lawyer or the law firm will continue the representation. 

 

77. Exhibit A to Schmitt’s Employment Agreement and/or Independent Contractor 

Agreement is the notification letter to clients upon Schmitt’s departure from Plaintiff to which 

Schmitt and the Schmitt Firm contractually bound themselves, and which pursuant to Rule 4-5.8 

of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar, Schmitt is obliged to provide his consent. 

78. In Miller v. Jacobs & Goodman, P.A., 699 So. 2d 727, 730-732 (Fla. 5th DCA 1997), 

the Fifth District Court of Appeal upheld the validity of an employment agreement that is identical 

in all material respects to Schmitt’s agreements with Plaintiff.  The Florida Bar Ethics Opinions 

do not trump court opinions.  See, Florida Bar v. Hines, 39 So. 3d 1196, 1201 (Fla. 2010); Stewart 

v. Bee-Dee Neon & Signs, Inc., 751 So. 2d 196, 204 (Fla. 1st DCA 2000).  Thus, Paragraph 23 of 

Schmitt’s Employment Agreement and Section 7.6 of Schmitt’s and Schmitt Firm’s Independent 

Contractor Agreement regarding non-solicitation of clients do not violate Florida Bar Rule 4-5.6. 

79. Notwithstanding whether or not Schmitt and/or the Schmitt Firm breached their 

agreements, they clearly violated the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar and engaged in 

unscrupulous and unethical behavior by resorting to underhanded tactics when successfully 

convincing Plaintiff’s former clients to follow Schmitt.   

80. Currently, Schmitt neither has the law firm support – financially or administratively 

-- nor the financially ability to procure sufficient support to properly handle the approximately 35 

to 200 former Florida Injury Law Firm client cases that Defendants absconded with when they left 

the Plaintiff’s firm.   

81. There is simply no way an attorney in Schmitt’s position, with no administrative 

support to handle the magnitude of cases currently with him, is capable of competently and 

expeditiously handling 35 to 200 personal injury cases. 



 

 

82. Rule 4-1.16 of the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar states: 

(a) When Lawyer Must Decline or Terminate Representation.  

Except as stated in subdivision (c), a lawyer shall not represent a 

client or, where representation has commenced, shall withdraw from 

representation of a client if: 

… 

(2) the lawyer’s physical or mental condition materially impairs 

the lawyer’s ability to represent the client… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

83. Comment to Rule 4-1.16 of the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar states: 

Assisting the client upon withdrawal 

 

Even if the lawyer has been unfairly discharged by the client, a 

lawyer must take all reasonable steps to mitigate the consequences 

to the client…. 

 

84. That is precisely what the FILF Firm is trying to do here, protect the interests of its 

clients/former clients by taking steps to mitigate the consequences resulting from Defendants’ 

improper acquisition of the Plaintiff’s clients.  However, without a court order allowing it to do 

so, the Plaintiff’s firm and its attorneys will undoubtedly receive bar complaints filed by 

Defendants.  

85. Schmitt engaged in and continues to engage in a scheme to defraud in violation of 

Fla. Stat. § 817.034(3)(d), which defines such as “a systematic, ongoing course of conduct with 

intent to defraud one or more persons, or with intent to obtain property from one or more persons 

by false fraudulent pretenses, representations, or promises or willful misrepresentations of a future 

act.”  De La Osa v. State, 40 Fla. L. Weekly D467 (Fla. 4th DCA 2015). 

86. Rule 4-1.14(a) of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar states: 



 

 

Maintenance of Normal Relationship.  When a client’s ability to 

make adequately considered decisions in connection with the 

representation is impaired, whether because of minority, mental 

disability, or for some other reason, the lawyer shall, as far as 

reasonably possible, maintain a normal client-lawyer relationship 

with the client. (emphasis added). 

 

87. Due to Defendants’ misrepresentations, the former Florida Injury Law Firm clients 

have not had the “ability to make adequately considered decisions.”  Thus, Plaintiff respectfully 

requests an order from the Court permitting it to contact its former clients for the sole purpose of 

providing the joint letter agreed upon in the Employment Agreement and the Independent 

Contractor Agreement and to clarify all false information relayed by the Defendants about Florida 

Injury Law Firm and its owner, Johnny Pineyro.  

88. Pursuant to Rule 3-3.5, this Court has jurisdiction to enforce the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar and permit the Plaintiff to make contact with its former clients so that they may be 

properly advised and capable of making adequately considered decisions concerning their legal 

representation.  

Special Master Should Be Appointed 

89. As far back as 2008,  Schmitt’s then wife, Christine Schmitt, advised the Palm 

Beach County Sheriff’s Office (“PBSO”) that her husband, Tom Schmitt, “[]was bipolar and was 

experiencing a manic stage.”  See Exhibit “J,” PBSO Offense Report.  Christine Schmitt further 

stated “that Tom is acting irrational, spending a lot of money, and hanging out with a strange 

female.”  Id.  

90. On or about June 23, 2015, Schmitt’s then wife, Meaghan E. Stewart-Schmitt (“Ms. 

Stewart-Schmitt”), petitioned the Circuit Court of Martin County, Florida for an involuntary 

examination of Schmitt due to his behaviors.  See, Exhibit “H,” Involuntary Commitment Docket, 

Case No. 43201SMH0000498AAXMX.  On that same day, the Court entered an Ex-Parte Order 



 

 

For Involuntary Examination of Schmitt.  See, Id.  Notably, Mrs. Schmitt is a Registered Mental 

Health Counselor.  See, Exhibit “I,” License Verification for Mrs. Stewart-Schmitt. 

91. In Steward v. Mack, 86 So. 2d 143, 145 (Fla. 1965), the Florida Supreme Court 

held a special master may be appointed to perform ministerial services, regardless of consent of 

both parties and even over objection:   

“From our study of the history of masters in the judicial system and 

from our examination of statutes enacted from time to time, and the 

present Court rules, having at all times regard for the constitutional 

provision vesting unqualified power in the Court, we conclude that 

special masters may be appointed to serve in a ministerial capacity 

to perform a 'particular service,' if the chancellor in his discretion 

decides that such action is necessary to aid the court in an accurate 

and expeditious determination of the cause. The validity of these 

appointments for limited service will not be affected by the want of 

agreement on the part of the litigants, or even their protest, and the 

reports of special masters in such cases shall be advisory." 

 

92. As set forth above, Courts have the inherent power to do all things that are 

reasonably necessary to administer justice within the scope of their jurisdiction, subject to existing 

laws and constitutional provisions.   Rose v. Palm Beach County, 361 So. 2d 135, 137 (Fla. 1978).  

"Inherent power has to do with the incidents of litigation, control of the court's process and 

procedure, control of the conduct of its officers, and the preservation of order and decorum with 

reference to its proceedings." Petition of Florida Bar, 61 So. 2d 646, 647 (Fla. 1952); S.Y. v. 

McMillan, 563 So. 2d 807, 809 (Fla. 1st DCA 1990); Miami Herald Publ'g Co. v. Collazo, 329 

So. 2d 333, 336 (Fla. 3rd DCA 1976); see also Bank of Hawaii v. Kunimoto, 91 Haw. 372, 984 

P.2d 1198, 1219 (Haw. 1999) (upholding lower court's exercise of inherent power to promote 

justice in pending matter by directing out of state attorneys, who were not parties to the suit and 

had appeared before the court only on behalf of their client, to disgorge funds from sale of stock 

received as payment for their legal fees).  



 

 

93. Plaintiff, has personally experienced Schmitt’s volatile and unpredictable behavior, 

and therefore, respectfully requests the appointment of a special master to monitor the conduct of 

the parties at all depositions.   

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, FLORIDA INJURY LAW FIRM, P.A., respectfully requests this 

Court enter a Preliminary Injunction enjoining Defendants, THOMAS P. SCHMITT,, 

MATTHEW D. VALDES, and FLORIDA PERSONAL INJURY LAW TEAM, LLC from 

soliciting any further clients of Florida Injury Law Firm in violation of the Employment 

Agreement and the Independent Contractor Agreement, ordering Defendants to deposit all 

disputed fees relating to personal injury clients previously represented by the Florida Injury Law 

Firm into the registry of the court or the Trust Account of FILF pending the resolution of this 

action or through written agreement by the Parties, to set a reasonable and appropriate bond, to 

permit Plaintiff to contact its former clients in accordance with the parties’ agreements and to 

clarify certain misrepresentations, to appoint a special master to attend all depositions in this 

matter, and for such further relief as this Court deems just and fair.  

  



 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 

served via US Mail upon all parties on the attached service list on this 22nd day of March, 2018. 

Pike & Lustig, LLP   

/s/ Michael Pike  

Michael J. Pike 

Florida Bar No.: 617296      

Daniel Lustig       

Florida Bar No.: 059225  

Talina Bidwell 

Florida Bar No.: 493163 

2465 Mercer Avenue, Suite 204  

West Palm Beach, FL 33401           

Telephone: (561) 855-7585           

Facsimile: (561) 855-7710       

pleadings@bigfirmalternative.com     

Attorneys for Plaintiff  
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Thomas P. Schmitt 

9650 Universal Blvd. #101 

Orlando, FL 32819 

 

Florida Personal Injury Law Team LLC 

c/o Thomas P. Schmitt, Registered Agent 

9650 Universal Blvd., Suite 101 

Orlando, FL 32819 

 

Matthew Valdes 

7501 Lake Marsha Dr. 

Orlando, FL 32819 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
 IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

            CASE NO: 2015CA002733XXXXMB

A LAW FIRM OF GOLDSTEIN, SCHMITT
& ASSOCIATES, PLLC, n/k/a A LAW FIRM.,
OF LAURI J. GOLDSTEIN & ASSOCIATES, PLLC
 a Florida Limited Liability company,

 Plaintiff,
vs.

THOMAS P. SCHMITT; ANTHONY BENNETT
NICOLE A. CEPHAS-LOPEZ; JULIANNE LORELLO; 
MEAGHAN E. SCHMITT; DARRYL B. KOGAN;
THEORDORE L. DISALVO; KOGAN, DISALVO & SCHMITT, P.A.,
a Florida corporation; and KOGAN & DISALVO, P.A.,
a Florida corporation

Defendant(s),
_____________________________________________/
 

SUGGESTION OF BANKRUPTCY

Petitioning Creditor, Marilyn Jackerson Realty, LLC  hereby files this notice that an 

Involuntary Chapter 7 Bankruptcy petition was filed in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern 

District of Florida on April 8, 2016, under Bankruptcy Court in case number: 16-15108-PGH.  

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. 362, an automatic stay may be in effect, in which any pending 

proceedings may be stayed pursuant to the aforementioned statutory authority, subject to any 

exceptions set forth therein.  The undersigned counsel is not making an appearance in the 

instant action.  This pleading merely serves the limited purpose of advising the Court and 

parties below of the aforementioned bankruptcy proceeding.  No further pleadings or papers will 

be filed by the undersigned in this action.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished by 
e-service this 11th day of April, 2016 to: Cathleen Scott, Esq, on behalf of Thomas P. Schmitt, 
Anthony Bennett, Nicole A. Cephas – Lopez, Julianne Lorello and Thomas Bennett, 250 S 
Central Blvd Suite 104A, Jupiter, FL 33458 cscott@scottwagnerlaw.com, 
tschmitt237@gmail.com; Katzman, Wasserman, Bennardini & Rubinstein, P.A., Craig 
Rubinstein, 7900 Glades Road, Ste 140, Boca Corporate Plaza, Boca Raton, FL 33434, 
car@kwblaw.com; Steven M. Katzman, Esq., of Katzman, Wasserman, Bennardini & 
Rubinstein, P.A 7900 Glades Road, Ste 140, Boca Corporate Plaza, Boca Raton, FL 33434, 
smk@kwblaw.com, Daniel Lustig Esq., 2465 Mercer Ave Blvd Suite 204 West Palm Beach, FL 
33401, daniel@turnpikelaw.com; Michael Pike, Esq.,2465 Mercer Ave Blvd Suite 204 West 
Palm Beach, FL 33401, pike@turnpikelaw.com; Michelle Nicholas Delong, Esq., 2465 Mercer 
Ave Ste 204 West Palm Beach, FL 33401, michelle@turnpikelaw.com; Kogan and Disalvo P.A., 
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3615 W Boynton Beach, FL 33436, dbkogan@kogan-disalvo.com, tldisalvo@kogan-
disalvo.com; Law Firm of Goldstein, Schmitt & Associates, PLLC, n/k/a A Law Firm of Lauri J. 
Goldstein & Associates, PLLC,1330 South Federal Highway Stuart, FL 34997; Erin Fraser 
erinfraser71@gmail.com; Lindsey Wagner of Scott Wagner and Associates, P.A. 250 S Central 
Blvd Ste 104 Jupiter, FL 33458 – 88112, Lwagner@scottwagnerlaw.com; Peter Porcaro, 
pporcaro@topkinlaw.com; Brian Gabriel, briang@sdtriallaw.com; Robin I. Frank, Shapiro, Blasi, 
Wasserman & Hermann, P.A 777 Glades Rd Ste 400 Boca Raton, FL 33434 – 4193, 
rifrank@sbwlawfirm.com;  Rodney G. Ramano, Matrix Mediation, LLC, 1665 Palm Beach Lakes 
Blvd Ste 700 West Palm Beach, FL 33401, rodney@matrixmediation.com, 
dp@matrixmediation.com; Sanford R. Topkin, Topkin & Partlow, 1166 W Newport Center Dr Ste 
309 Deerfield Beach, FL 33442, stopkin@topkinlaw.com.

                       KELLEY & FULTON, P.L.
Attorneys for Debtor
1665 Palm Beach Lakes Blvd.
The Forum - Suite 1000
West Palm Beach, FL 33401
Phone (561) 491-1200
Facsimile (561) 684-3773

BY: __/s/ Dana Kaplan_______
Dana Kaplan, ESQUIRE
Florida Bar 44315
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Talina Bidwell

From: Johnny Pineyro <JohnnyP@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>

Sent: March 07, 2018 8:21 AM

To: Michael Pike

Subject: FW: Happy holidays

 
 
Thank You, 
Johnny Pineyro 
Attorney at Law, Founder 

FLORIDA INJURY LAW FIRM 
950 CELEBRATION BLVD, SUITE G 
CELEBRATION, FLORIDA 34747 
TEL – (407) 566-2210 | FAX – (407) 566-2211 
johnnyp@floridainjurylawfirm.com 
www.floridainjurylawfirm.com 
 

   
 
Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

 

From: Thomas Schmitt  
Sent: Saturday, December 23, 2017 4:23 AM 
To: Johnny Pineyro <JohnnyP@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Shannon Adamany <ShannonA@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; 
Mysty Dwyer <MystyD@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Mike Carroll <MikeC@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Jazlyn Rosario 
<JazlynR@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Dorothy Jack <DorothyJ@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Receptionist 
<reception@floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Matthew Valdes <MatthewV@Floridainjurylawfirm.com>; Johnny Pineyro 
<jpineyrolaw@me.com> 
Subject: Re: Happy holidays 

 
Happy Holidays Johnny. We do have a great team and we have changed lives! And next year we will change 
many more lives.  
 
I am very greatful for your having put this firm and this team together for us. It is a one of a kind opportunity! 
 
I also personally look forward to coming into the office and spending time with this team every single day (even 
though I often don’t have much time to spend with the team in a one on one fashion every day) and I have 
discussed this feeling with every member of our team and everyone echoes the same sentiment. We love 
working for this firm!  There is nothing like the feeling of waking up and looking forward to the day. Those of 
us who have woken up and dreaded going to work in the past appreciate our amazing law firm that much more. 
 
I also want to thank each and every member of this incredible team! Not only do you each strive for excellence 
in everything you do...something that will quickly put us at the very top of personal injury law firms in this 
town, but you have compassion for our clients and dedication and loyalty to our firm. You work tirelessly 
without complaining about it. I know I have worked each and every one of you to your limit this past year..(and 
I know my “perfectionism is a pain in the a..s sometimes” lol) something that was necessary in order to “catch 
up” especially on the older cases...but this is changing daily as we are working on new cases in an organized 
and proactive fashion. My goal is not for us all to only work hard (and certainly not working past our limits) but 
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to work smart! We will always work hard, because this is what we do in order to be the best law firm in this 
town, but when we are working smart on important things, we love what we do even that much more.  We have 
WON consistently for our clients and for our firm this past year! It’s fun to win and we will WIN WIN WIN for 
our clients and our firm because of the way we work on cases. As a good and wise friend of mine says: “What 
are we doing? - - Vinning, Vinning, Vinning! ” 
 
Johnny I hope you’re feeling better. And I sincerely wish each and every one of you a safe and happy holiday 
season! You are in my thoughts as I spend time with my family, because you are all family to me too! 
 
Sincerely, 
Thomas P. Schmitt, Esquire  
Lead Trial Attorney 
 
FLORIDA INJURY LAW FIRM 
950 CELEBRATION BLVD, SUITE G 
CELEBRATION, FLORIDA 34747 
TEL – (407) 566-2210 | FAX – (407) 566-2211 
ThomasS@floridainjurylawfirm.com 
www.floridainjurylawfirm.com 

 
 

On Fri, Dec 22, 2017 at 6:29 PM -0500, "Johnny Pineyro" <JohnnyP@Floridainjurylawfirm.com> wrote: 

To all, we made it! 
 
So deeply grateful for all that each of you have contributed.  I am sorry I was unable to 
enjoy the company luncheon with each of you but I am so glad everyone enjoyed it. 
 
I appreciate all the kind words received and look forward to our last week of 2017 and 
2018. 
 
I have enjoyed this year so much and I hope you all know how much your hard work has 
changed the lives of so many clients. 
 
Happy holidays and thank you all at Florida Injury Law Firm. 
 
Johnny A. Pineyro, Esquire  

Important Notice to Attorneys: Pursuant to Rule 2.516, Florida Rules of Judicial Administration, Florida 
Injury Law Firm and its Attorneys have designated SERVICE@FLORIDAINJURYLAWFIRM.COM for 

service of ALL court documents. Service upon any other address is invalid. 
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950 Celebration Boulevard, Suite G 
Celebration, FL  34747 

 
Tel: (407) 566-2210 

Fax: (407) 566-2211 

 

Joint Letter to Clients Announcing the Departure of  

Managing Member/Lead Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt, Esquire 
 
SENT VIA EMAIL & REGULAR MAIL  

 

Jacqueline A  

 

 

 

jackie @gmail.com 

 

RE:  Jacqueline vs. Walt Disney World Magic Kingdom 

DOL: November 18
th

, 2016 

 

Dear Ms. s: 

 

As of the date of your receipt of this letter, Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt is leaving our firm to lead Florida 

Personal Injury Law Team, an Orlando Personal Injury Law Firm, as Owner and Lead Trial Attorney. 

 

In as much as Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt was your designated lawyer on the above matter, we are 

required by the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar to inform you that you have the right to choose to have 

Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt continue in his new capacity to represent you in this matter, or you may have 

our firm continue to represent you, in which case the file will be handled by Attorney Johnny Pineyro, or 

you can choose to retain an entirely new lawyer. 

 

If you wish to have Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt or a new lawyer continue to represent you, arrangements 

to secure your outstanding account with us will have to be made before the file can be released to Attorney 

Thomas P. Schmitt or your new lawyer. 

 

 You may be liable for any fees and costs for services already provided by the firm. 

 

 Any retained/unspent fees or costs currently held by the firm will be promptly returned or 

transferred to Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt or your new lawyer as you designate. 

 

Please advise as quickly as possible, of your decision so that continuity in your representation is assured. 

You may do so by indicating your choice below and returning a signed and dated copy electronically 

through DocuSign and/or via email to the following email addresses: Attorney Johnny Pineyro 

johnnyp@floridainjurylawfirm.com AND Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt 

thomass@floridapersonalinjurylawteam.com and/or by text directly to the following numbers:  texting 

number assigned to your case (229) 598-0878 AND to (941) 258-8074 and/or by regular mail.  Please 

retain the additional copy of this designation letter for your records. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

/s/ Johnny Pineyro, Esquire     /s/ Thomas P. Schmitt, Esquire   
(Electronically Signed to avoid delay)    (Electronically Signed to avoid delay) 

Attorney Johnny Pineyro     Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt 

Florida Injury Law Firm     Florida Personal Injury Law Team 

950 Celebration Blvd, Suite G     5401 S. Kirkman Road, Suite 310 

Celebration, FL  34747      Orlando, FL  32819 

Johnnyp@floridainjurylawfirm.com    Thomass@floridapersonalinjurylawteam.com 

(407) 566-2210       (941) 258-8074 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 71F5BC97-73B3-4847-A2D0-E2FAFBA26C79



 

 

 

950 Celebration Boulevard, Suite G 
Celebration, FL  34747 

 
Tel: (407) 566-2210 

Fax: (407) 566-2211 

 

 

Instructions: 

 

 I wish my file and trust account balance to be transferred to Attorney Thomas P. Schmitt. 

 I wish my file to stay with the Florida Injury Law Firm. 

 I will retain new counsel and have them contact the Florida Injury Law Firm. 

 

 

__________________________________  __________________________________ 

Jacqueline      Date 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 71F5BC97-73B3-4847-A2D0-E2FAFBA26C79

X

3/7/2018
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15TH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR PALM 
BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 
 
CASE NO. 502015CA002733XXXXMB(AH) 
 
A LAW FIRM OF GOLDSTEIN, SCHMITT & 
ASSOCIATES, PLLC n/k/a A LAW FIRM OF 
LAURI J. GOLDSTEIN & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
a Florida limited liability company, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
THOMAS P. SCHMITT; ANTHONY BENNETT; 
NICOLE A. CEPHAS-LOPEZ; JULIANNE 
LORELLO; MEAGHAN E. SCHMITT; DARRYL 
B. KOGAN; THEODORE L. DISALVO; KOGAN, 
DISALVO & SCHMITT, P.A., a Florida 
corporation; and KOGAN & DISALVO, P.A., a 
Florida corporation, 
 
 Defendants. 
_________________________________________/ 

 

DEFENDANTS DARRYL B. KOGAN AND KOGAN, DiSALVO & SCHMITT, P.A.’S 
MOTION FOR EMERGENCY HEARING ON PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO PROTECT 

CLIENTS 

Defendants DARRYL B. KOGAN (“KOGAN”) and KOGAN, DiSALVO & SCHMITT, 

P.A. (“KDS”), by and through their undersigned attorneys, hereby move this Honorable Court 

for an emergency hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion to Protect Clients based on a change of 

circumstances, and state as follows: 

1. On July 2, 2015, Plaintiff filed its emergency motion to protect clients, alleging 

that the status of the claims that were transferred from Plaintiff’s firm to KDS were unknown, 

and requesting permission to contact those former clients and to ensure that any settlement funds 

obtained through any of those claims be placed in an appropriate trust account.  The basis for the 

Filing # 29418096 E-Filed 07/08/2015 04:42:09 PM



motion was two-fold: 1) that THOMAS P. SCHMITT (“SCHMITT”) may not be financially or 

mentally capable of properly representing those clients’ interests at this time; and 2) based on a 

conversation that LAURIE J. GOLDSTEIN (“GOLDSTEIN”) had with Kogan, there were 

concerns as to the status of those clients’ claims and files because Schmitt is no longer associated 

with KDS.  At the time this emergency motion was filed, the Court determined that the issues 

raised in the motion warranted expedited, but not emergency attention, and set the matter for the 

next available special set hearing on July 21, 2015. 

2. KDS and Kogan will file a response to Plaintiff’s motion clarifying the status of 

certain claims, and setting for the change in circumstance which now require the motion to be 

heard on an emergency basis as will be set forth below. 

3. Since Schmitt’s departure from KDS and the meeting between Goldstein and 

Kogan which forms part of the basis of Plaintiff’s motion, Kogan has reviewed all of the roughly 

140 files that came to KDS, and has been diligently working to protect the interests of those 

clients.    

4. Despite bonafide efforts at a joint communication to those clients based on 

Schmitt’s departure from KDS, no agreement could be reached.  In that vein, and pursuant to and 

in compliance with Rule 4-5.8(d)(3) of the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar, Kogan and KDS 

began the process of notifying these clients of their rights to stay with the firm, to go with 

Schmitt or to choose representation by other lawyers or law firms.   

5. Through this notification process, out of the 130 files at KDS, clients have 

provided written confirmation for 78 of the files at issue that they wish to remain with Kogan 

and KDS.  Clients have provided oral verification for an additional 8 of the files that they too 



wish to remain with Kogan and KDS, 8 have appointments to discuss their cases, 6 have chosen 

other firms and attempts are being made to contact the remainder and to appropriately advise 

them of their rights under the Rules. 

6. On July 6, 2015, Kogan and KDS provided notice to Schmitt that the clients who 

had provided written confirmation of their decision were officially represented by Kogan and 

KDS and requesting that Schmitt refrain from contacting these represented clients.  See email 

chain of July 7, 2015 attached as Composite Exhibit A (client names redacted to protect privacy 

but available for in camera inspection).  Schmitt flatly refused and informed Kogan and KDS 

that he would be unilaterally contacting these clients despite this specific request from their 

counsel that he not do so.  Id.  Schmitt has in fact contacted at least one of these clients to date, 

requesting her to come meet with him at his home so he could explain his side.  See email chain 

dated July 7, 2015, attached as Exhibit B (client name redacted for privacy but available for in 

camera inspection). 

7. Because Schmitt has expressed his intent to disregard clear communication from 

counsel for these represented individuals that he should not contact them, and based on the 

myriad of allegations regarding improper conduct in his former contact with them as laid out in 

Plaintiff’s motion, it has become an emergency to protect the interests of these clients from more 

confusion, instability and ultimately potential damage to their claims and to prevent violations of 

the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar in the form of unauthorized communication with 

represented parties, improper solicitation and/or the possibility of them receiving counsel from a 

lawyer who may be materially impaired from providing adequate counsel or representation. 



8. This has undoubtedly been a very confusing time for all of the involved clients, 

and there is an immediate and emergent need to determine exactly who can and cannot be 

contacting these clients at this time.  They have endured the initial split between Schmitt and 

Goldstein, possibly including the allegations that go with that split, and have now been properly 

informed of their rights due to the split of Schmitt from KDS. They have given informed consent 

to stay with KDS and Kogan, and this should end the inquiry.  Instead, they now have the 

looming threat of continued contact from Schmitt and the possibility of contact as set forth in 

Plaintiff’s motion.  It is imperative that the issues raised in Plaintiff’s motion and KDS and 

Kogan’s response be resolved as soon as possible in order to shield these clients from 

unnecessary and unauthorized contact and to protect the integrity of the judicial process and the 

public’s faith therein.  The only way to accomplish this is to resolve this matter with an 

emergency hearing at which time KDS and Kogan request that the Court set forth in an order 

specific instructions as to who may and may not contact these clients and under what terms they 

may do so. 

9. In the alternative, Kogan and KDS respectfully request that the Court enter an 

order preventing Schmitt from contacting these clients at least until the currently scheduled 

hearing on July 21, 2015, at which time these issues can be resolved. 

WHEREFORE, based on these new developments, KDS and Kogan respectfully request that the 

Court schedule Plaintiff’s motion for emergency hearing, or in the alternative, that the Court 

enter an order temporarily preventing Schmitt from contacting these represented clients until 

such time as Plaintiff’s motion can be heard and resolved. 

 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

  I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished 

via transmission of a notice of electronic filing generated by the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal 

on July 8, 2015, to Michael J. Pike, Esq., Talina Bidwell, Esq., Daniel Lustig, Esq., Counsel for 

Plaintiff, Pike & Lustig, LLP, 2465 Mercer Ave., Suite 204, West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

(pike@turnpikelaw.com, tbidwell@turnpikelaw.com, daniel@turnpikelaw.com, and 

pleadings@turnpikelaw.com); Steven Katzman, Esq., Craig A. Rubenstein, Esq., Co-Counsel for 

Plaintiff, Katzman Wasserman Bennardini & Rubinstein, P.A., 7900 Glades Rd., Suite 140, Boca 

Raton, FL 33434 (smk@kwblaw.com and car@kwblaw.com); and Cathleen A. Scott, Esq., 

Counsel for Defendants, Cathleen Scott & Associates, P.A., 250 S. Central Blvd., Suite 104, 

Jupiter, FL 33458 (cscott@csapalaw.com, ashley@csapalaw.com and esleeper@csapalaw.com). 

     SHAPIRO, BLASI, WASSERMAN & HERMANN, P.A. 
     Attorneys for Defendants Darryl B. Kogan and Kogan,  
     DiSalvo & Schmitt, P.A. 
     Corporate Centre at Boca Raton 
     7777 Glades Rd., Suite 400 
     Boca Raton, FL 33434 
     Tel: (561) 477-7800 
     Fax: (561) 477-7722     
 
     By: s/ Heather Weeter                                 
      ROBIN I. FRANK, ESQ. 
      FL Bar No. 0649619 
      Primary E-Mail: rifrank@sbwlawfirm.com 
      Secondary E-Mail: nlewis@sbwlawfirm.com 
      HEATHER WEETER, ESQ. 
      FL Bar No. 91698 
      Primary E-Mail: hweeter@sbwlawfirm.com 
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privileged, those privileges are claimed and preserved. 
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT "A"

KOGAN? DiSALVO & SCHMITT? p·oAo 

Stuart Office 

Dcmyl B. Kogan* 
dbkogan@koganinjurylaw.com 

Phone (772) 219-3866 
Facshnile(772}219-7370 

Monday, July 6, 2015 

PERSONAL INJURY ATTORNEYS 

· . 759 SW Federal Highway, Suite 212 
Stu<;rrt, F1o.rida 34994 

3615 W Boynton Beach Boulevard 
Boynton Beach, Florida· 33436 

7900 Glades Road, Suite 330 
Boca Raton, Florida 33434 

Reply to: Stuart Offic~ 

Via Email: tschmitt237@gmail.com 
Thomas P. Schmitt 
601 SW BayPointe Circle 
Palm City, Fl 34990 

Re: Representation Letters 

Dear Tom: 

. Boca/Boynton Offices 

Theoclore L. DiSalvo·· 
George M. B.d.kqlar*. 

Seth W: Pachter 
•Board Certified Civil Trial Attorney 

Boynton Beach (561) 375-9500 
Boca Raton (561} 477-9000 

Attached is a list of clients who have requested in writing to be represented by Darryl 
Kogan and the Law Firm of Kogan,. DiSalvo & Schmitt, (name change in th~ works). • · 
Please DO NOT contact these cli~nt's under any circumstances. 
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT "A"

From: tschmitt237@qmail.com [mailto:tschmitt237@gmail.coml 
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2015 1:39 PM 
To: Julianne Lorello 
Cc: Darryl B. Kogan; Nicole Lopez 
Subject: Re: Drop letters 

Your Joanne, please do not email me again. Please do not have Darryl email me again. The Avage, that because I'm 
entitled to contact the client unilaterally because Kogan would not agree to a joint letter, I will be doing soon. Best 
wishes. 
Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 6, 2015, at 11:44 AM, <Julianne@koganinjurylaw.com> <Julianne@koganinjurylaw.com> wrote: 

Please see attached. 

]ufianne Lore[[o 
Li1tiga1tion Paralegal 

KOGAN DiSALVO & SCHMITT 

J ulianne@Koganinjurylavv .'com 
www.kogan-disalvo.com 

759 SW Federal Highway, Suite 212 
Stuart, Florida 34-994 
Phone: 772.219.3866 
Facsimile: 772.219.7370 

<Drop Letters. pdf> 
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No virus found in this message. 
Checked by A VG- www.avg.con1 
Version: 2015.0.6037 I Virus Database: 4365/10173- Release Date: 07/06/15 
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From: Nicole Lopez 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2015 4:13 PM
To: Darryl B. Kogan
Cc: Julianne Lorello
Subject: 
 
FYI -
 
Hi…Just got a call from this client (who is on the list that we emailed to TPS).
 
She advised that Tom texted her 2’s on Saturday and had his “paralegal” call her today to schedule
an appointment to come and meet with him at his house…I think it may be his girlfriend Kim calling
on his behalf.  It came from a 585-698-9447 # and asked her to come in so “he can explain his
side”…
 
Just thought I should let ya know…
 
Nicole
 

EXHIBIT "B"



 
This transmission may be: (1) subject to the Attorney-Client Privilege, (2) an attorney work product; or, (3) strictly confidential. If you
are not the intended recipient of this message, you may not disclose, print, copy or disseminate this information. If you have received
this in error, please reply and notify the sender (only)  and delete the message. Unauthorized interception of this e-mail is a violation of
federal criminal law.
KOGAN DiSALVO & SCHMITT, P.A. CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING: The information contained in and transmitted with or attached to
this e-mail is confidential and intended for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended recipients only. Any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of or reliance upon the information contained in or transmitted with or attached to this e-mail by anyone
other than the intended recipients is unauthorized. If you have received this transmission in error, promptly delete this message and
any attachments from your computer system. Please promptly notify us of the unintended transmission of this e-mail at (772)219-
3866 ATTN: Thomas P. Schmitt,  Owner/Managing Parter,  Stuart Office. We do not waive the attorney-client or work-product
privileges by the transmission of this message or the attachments thereto, and to the extent that this email is privileged, those
privileges are claimed and preserved.
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