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Defendant shall samultaneously transxmt phomcopm of evidence of payment and case
1dermfying mformatxon to the Comnussxon 8 counsel in thxs actxon. By makmg thls payment,
’Defendant relmqmshes all legal and eqmtable nght, txtle, and mterest in such funds and no patt
| , -oftheﬁmdsshallberemmedtoDdendant. TheCommlss:onshallsendthe ﬁmdspaxdpm'suant
'totlnsFinalJudgnemtotheUmtedStatesTreasuty e ' |
| The Commxssxonmay enfereetheCourt sjudgnent ford:sgorgementandprejudgment B
interest by movmg for cml contempt (and/or tbmugh other collectlon procednres authonud by
 law)at any nme aﬁer 14 days followmg entry cf tius Fmal Judgment. Defendant shall pay post
Judgment mterest on any delmquent amounts pursuant to 28 U. S C § 1961
ITISHEREBYFURTHERORDERED ADJUDGBD ANDDECREEDthatbasedon o

Defendant s eooperanon ina Conumsslon mvesugauon and/or related enforcement actxon, the

- ‘_‘”Comtnsnotordenngl)efendanttopayacxvxlpenaltymexcessof$9,937 Ifatanytnne

 following the enty of the Final Judgmment the Commlsmon obiains nformation tndteatmg that
| Defendant knowingly provided matenally false or mlsleadmg information or matenals to the
Commission or in a related proeeedmg, the Connmsston may, at its sole dxsmnon and thhout
pnornotlce to the Defendant, petition the Court for an order requiring Defendanttopayan o
additional civil penalty In connection with any euch neﬁﬁon and at any hearing held on such a
‘motion: (s) Defendant will be precluded from arguing that he did not violate the federal
securities laws as lleged in the Complaint; (b) Defendant may not challenge the validity of the

~ Judgment, tlns Consent, or any related‘Undertakinga; (c) the ellegetiens of me‘C'omplaint, solely
for the purposes of suclt motien, shall be accexb)ted'asend deemed true by'the Court; and @ the
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Court may determine the issuesraise n the motion on the basis of afidavits, declarations,
| excerpts of swom deposmon or mveetlgat:ve temmony, and documentary evxdence thhout
regard to the standards for summary Judgment contamed in Rule 56(c) of the Fedeml Rules of
Civil Procedute Under these cnrcmnstances, the partes may take discovery, mcludmg dxscovery .

o from approprxate non-patttes.

S .v.
ITIS FURTHER ORDERED ADJUDGED, AND DECREED t.hat the Consent is
mcorporated herem with the same force and effect as if fully set forth herem, and that Defendant ‘
~ shall complymthallofthe undertakmgs and agreementsset forthﬂaetem.

v
ITIS FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED um, solely for purposes of
- cxeepttonstodlschm-gesetfoxtthecuonsnoftheBankmptcyCode,11 USC §523, the.
allegatxons in the Complamt are tme and adnmted by Defendant, and ﬁnther, any debt for )
| dxsgorgement, prejudgment mterest, civil penalty or other amounts due by Defendant under this
Fmai Judgment or any other Judgment, order, consent order, decree or settlement agreement
entered in connection with this proceedmg, is a debt for the v:olatlon by Defendant of the federal |

securities laws o any regulauon or order 1ssued under such laws, as set forth i in Secuon

523(&)(19) of the Bankruptcy Code, 11 U.S.C. § 523(aX19)

| VL
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that this Court shall retain

jurisdiction of this matter for the purposes of enforcing the terms of this Final Judgment.
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" There being no just reason for delay, pursuant to Rule 54(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil
 Procedure, the Clerk is ordered to enter this Final Judgment forthwith and without further notice.

A e G

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGIE/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
WEST PALM BEACH DIVISION

Case No.:
District Judge:
Magistrate Judge:

JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative
of the ancillary Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins,

Plaintiff,
VS.
CURTIS CAHALLONER ROGERS, JR.,
as former guardian, STEPHEN M. KELLY,
as successor guardian, BRIAN M. O'CONNELL,
ASHLEY N. CRISPIN, CIKLIN LUBITZ &
O'CONNELL, KEITH B. STEIN,
BEYS LISTON MOBARGHA & BERLAND, LLP
f/k/a BEYS STEIN MOBARGHA & BERLAND, LLP,
and LAW OFFICES OF KEITH B. STEIN, PLLC,
n/k/a STEIN LAW, PLLC,

Defendants.

COMPLAINT

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary
Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins, by and through his undersigned counsel, and sues CURTIS
CAHALLONER ROGERS, JR., the former guardian of Oliver Bivins (the “Ward”), STEPHEN
M. KELLY, as successor guardian of the Ward, BRIAN M. O'CONNELL, ASHLEY N. CRISPIN,
CIKLIN LUBITZ & O'CONNELL, KEITH B. STEIN, BEYS LISTON MOBARGHA &
BERLAND, LLP f/k/a BEYS STEIN MOBARGHA & BERLAND, LLP, and LAW OFFICES

OF KEITH B. STEIN, PLLC, n/k/a STEIN LAW, PLLC, and says:
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. The Ward, Oliver Wilson Bivins, died on March 2, 2015. The Ward was a citizen
of, and domiciled in, Amarillo, Potter County, Texas on the date of his death.

2. Julian Bivins (hereinafter, "Julian") is the Personal Representative of the ancillary
Estate of the deceased Ward in Palm Beach County, Florida (the “Deceased Ward”).

3. Curtis Rogers (hereinafter, "Rogers") is the former guardian of the Deceased Ward.
Rogers resides in Palm Beach County, Florida.

4. Stephen M. Kelly (hereinafter, “Kelly”) is the successor guardian of the Deceased
Ward. Kelly resides in Boynton Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida.

5. Brian M. O'Connell (hereinafter, "O'Connell") resides and does business in Palm
Beach County, Florida.

6. Ashley N. Crispin (hereinafter, "Crispin") resides and does business in Palm Beach
County, Florida.

7. Ciklin Lubitz & O'Connell (hereinafter, "Ciklin") is a law firm with its principal
place of business in Palm Beach County, Florida.

8. Keith B. Stein (hereinafter, "Stein") resides in New York, but does business in Palm
Beach County, Florida.

9. Beys Liston Mobargha & Berland, LLP f/k/a Beys Stein Mobargha & Berland, LLP
(hereinafter, "Beys") is a limited liability partnership doing business in Palm Beach County,
Florida with its principal place of business in New York.

10. The Law Offices of Keith B. Stein, PLLC n/k/a Stein Law, PLLC (hereinafter,
"Stein Law Firm") is a limited liability partnership doing business in Palm Beach County, Florida

with its principal place of business in New York.
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11. Stein, Beys, and Stein Law Firm committed tortious acts in Palm Beach County,
Florida which resulted in the causes of actions under this complaint causing injury to the Estate of
the Deceased Ward in Palm Beach County, Florida. Stein, Beys, and the Stein Law Firm expected
or should reasonably have expected to have consequences in Palm Beach County, Florida because
they each derived substantial revenue from the legal services they provided Rogers and Kelly from
New York to Florida.

12. Plaintiff is a deemed a citizen of the State of Texas, the same state as the decedent
under 28 U.S.C. § 1332 (c)(2).

13.  Defendants are all citizens of states other than Texas for purposes of 28 U.S.C.
§1332.

14. This is an action for money damages that exceed $75,000.00, exclusive of interest,
attorney’s fees and costs.

15.  Accordingly, this is a civil action which falls within the Court’s original jurisdiction

under 28 U.S.C. § 1332 (diversity of citizenship).

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS
16. Oliver Bivins’ (hereinafter, “Oliver Sr.”) first marriage was to Dorothy Bivins and
they had a child, Julian Bivins.
17. In 1961, Oliver Sr. married Lorna Bivins (hereinafter, "Lorna"), a woman 25 years

younger from New York.

18.  In approximately 1990, when Oliver Sr. was approximately 70 years old, he and
Lorna adopted a child together, Oliver Bivins, Jr. (hereinafter "Oliver Jr.").

19. At all material times during the marriage, Oliver Sr. lived in Amarillo, Texas and

Lorna and Oliver Jr. lived in New York, New York at 67th Street, although for intermittent periods
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of time, Lorna and Oliver Jr. resided in Palm Beach, Florida at Lorna and Oliver Sr.’s
condominium.

20. On March 5, 1992, Oliver Sr. created a joint trust with Lorna to which he transferred
family owned oil and mineral rights in Amarillo, Texas (hereinafter the “Joint Trust”).

21.  In addition to the oil and mineral rights in Amarillo, Texas, the couple owned the
following four properties as follows. Lorna owned a property at 82 Portland Place in London,
England (hereinafter “London Property”) and a property at 67th Street in New York, New York
(hereinafter “67™ Street”) and Lorna and Oliver Sr. owned together, as tenants by the entirety,
properties at 808 Lexington Avenue, New York, New York (hereinafter “808 Lexington”) and 330
South Ocean Blvd., Palm Beach, Florida (hereinafter “Ocean Blvd”). (The properties identified
in this paragraph will be collectively referred to herein as “The Properties™.)

22. On April 12, 2010, Oliver Sr. filed for divorce from Lorna in Amarillo, Texas
seeking to dissolve the marriage and terminate the Joint Trust.

23. On July 28, 2010, the Court entered a Final Decree of Divorce and an Order
Terminating the Joint Trust.

24.  In the divorce, Oliver Sr. received everything, including the oil and mineral rights
in Amarillo, Texas.

25. The Texas Court made no provision in its order, however, with respect to The
Properties and no Guardian or other Defendant made any effort to re-open the Texas divorce
proceeding to address the property rights of the parties pertaining to the Properties.

26. Lorna continued to hold the London and 67th Street properties in her name alone,
although Oliver Sr. funded these properties to the extent not covered by tenants renting the

properties, and the properties at 808 Lexington Avenue and 330 Ocean Boulevard, which were
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held as tenants by the entirety prior to the divorce, became held by Lorna and Oliver Sr. as tenants
in common.

27.  Following the divorce, Oliver Sr. transferred to Julian interests owned by Oliver Sr.
in several parcels of real property, including the oil and mineral rights in Amarillo, Texas and a
condominium in Amarillo, Texas.

28.  On or about January 5, 2011, petitions to determine incapacity for both Oliver Sr.
and Lorna were filed and an emergency temporary guardian, Stephen Kelly, was appointed over
their person and property.

29. Lorna passed away in February 2011, shortly after the temporary guardianship was
established.

30. Oliver Jr. was appointed the personal representative of the estate of Lorna Bivins.

31. On or about May 10, 2011, the Court appointed Rogers as the limited guardian of
the person and property of Oliver Sr.

Texas Settlement

32.  Rogers investigated the transfers of real property from Oliver Sr. to Julian and
sought approval from the Florida guardianship court to bring an action against Julian and Julian
simultaneously filed an action in Texas to validate the transfers.

33.  The Florida guardianship court entered an order permitting Rogers to retain counsel
on a contingency basis to prosecute and defend the actions involving the transfers.

34. Rogers, with a Texas supervising guardian, was appointed in Texas as guardian of
Oliver Sr.'s property in Texas.

35. On or about February 27, 2013, Julian and Rogers entered into a settlement

agreement as to the Texas proceedings (hereinafter “Texas Settlement”).
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36.  The Properties were not the subject of the Texas lawsuit and the Texas Settlement
made no provision for them.

37.  As part of the Texas Settlement, Julian was required to transfer back to Oliver Sr.
all of the Texas real property previously transferred to Julian, except that Julian was permitted to
keep the Ranch and all interim distributions and other proceeds Julian had already received from
the real property.

38.  The Texas properties were transferred to a trust for the benefit of Julian and Oliver
Sr. (hereinafter the "Texas Trust") with Julian having a 37% interest in the Texas Trust and Oliver
Sr. having a 63% interest in the Texas Trust.

39.  Asamajor consideration for Julian entering into the Texas Settlement, Rogers was
to resign as guardian of Oliver Sr. in Texas and Florida within thirty (30) days of court approval
of the Texas settlement, and Steve Kelly was to serve as successor guardian.

40.  Rogers was required to submit a final accounting and documents necessary to
obtain an order of discharge from the Texas and Florida guardianships within 30 days of the
approval of the Texas settlement by the Texas and Florida guardianship courts.

41.  As part of the Texas Settlement, Rogers was released from liabilities for his errors
and omissions and other breaches of his fiduciary obligation, only through the date of the Texas
Settlement.

42.  The Florida guardianship court approved the settlement on April 1, 2013.

New York Settlement

43.  In November 2012, Rogers entered into a contingency fee/hybrid agreement with
Ciklin to initiate an action in Florida requesting that the Court presiding over the Lorna estate (the

“Lorna Court”) give no full faith and credit to the Texas Divorce Decree, so that the Lorna Court
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would deem the Properties to pass to Oliver Sr. as though he were still married to Lorna at the time
of her death. (“Florida Beneficiary Petition”).

44.  In or about October 2012, Rogers also engaged Keith Stein of Beys to partition the
808 Lexington property (“New York litigation”).

45.  Prior to initiating the partition action of 808 Lexington, Stein had only prepared, at
best, one prior partition action in the course of his more than two decades of practice.

46. At the time of the partition action, and for several years prior, 808 Lexington was
encumbered by a mortgage in the original principal sum of $850,000.00 (“808 Mortgage”).

47. By the time of the partition action, the balance of the mortgage was approximately
$387,000.00.

48.  Prior to, and following the date of the Texas Settlement, Rogers failed to take any
action to pay, monitor, negotiate, or prevent default, acceleration, or negative consequences to the
Ward in connection with the 808 Mortgage.

49, On or about October 5, 2012, unbeknownst to Julian, and presumably because
Rogers had not taken any action to manage the 808 Lexington asset or liabilities and the 808
Mortgage was in default, the son of the paralegal of Oliver Jr.’s attorney (who was also a close
friend of Oliver Jr.) surreptitiously formed a corporation known as Beachton Tuxedo, LLC
(“Beachton”) and acquired the 808 Mortgage via an Assignment of Mortgage (“Assignment”) for
the outstanding balance owed on the mortgage.

50.  Asofthe date of the Assignment, the notes secured by the Mortgage were in default,
had been accelerated by Beachton and gave Beachton the right to foreclose on 808 Lexington. The

default interest rate on the Beachton mortgage was 17%.
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51.  As further consideration for Beachton to acquire the 808 Mortgage and not
foreclose on it, Oliver Jr., individually, and as personal representative of the Estate of Lorna,
assigned to Beachton, 40% of the equity interest in 808 Lexington, which, at a bare minimum,
provided Beachton with an interest of far more than a million dollars, (on a $387,000 mortgage)
yet Beachton continued to charge interest at the maximum rate allowable under the 808 Mortgage.

52.  Accordingly, the assignment by Oliver Jr. resulted in a potentially usurious interest
being charged by Beachton on the 808 Mortgage, or alternatively, a satisfaction of the 808
Mortgage.

53. In July 2013, Roger, as guardian for Oliver Sr., Oliver Jr., individually and as
personal representative of the Estate of Lorna, and Beachton entered into a settlement agreement
to settle the Florida Beneficiary Petition and the New York Litigation (hereinafter referred to as
the “New York Settlement.” A true and correct copy of the New York Settlement Agreement is
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference.

54.  Pursuant to the New York Settlement, Oliver Jr. agreed to transfer to Oliver Sr. the
50% interest of the Estate of Lorna in 808 Lexington and Ocean Boulevard, such that as a result
of such transfers, Oliver Sr. would own 100% fee simple interest in 808 Lexington and Ocean
Boulevard.

55.  The Estate of Lorna was required to satisfy all real estate taxes and related charges
through May 8, 2013, and one-half of the real estate taxes and related charges from May 9, 2013,
through the date immediately prior to the closing date.

56. Additionally, in connection with the New York Settlement, Oliver Jr. and Beachton
agreed that the 40% interest in the 808 Lexington that Oliver Jr. had assigned to Beachton when it

took over the 808 Mortgage, would be transferred to a 20% interest in the 67" Street property,
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which amounted to an interest by Beachton of well over a million dollars. (The percentage change
in the transfer was due to the fact that the value of the 67 Street property was significantly higher
that the value of 808 Lexington.

57.  Notwithstanding Beachton’s acceptance of the 20% interest in 67™ Street, Beachton
continued to charge the maximum interest rate allowable under the 808 Mortgage, plus late fees,
which combined with the 20% interest in 67 Street, constituted a usurious rate of interest, or
alternatively, a satisfaction of the 808 Mortgage.

58.  The closing date under the New York Settlement was to occur within ten (10)
business days of the date upon which all approvals have been received from the Florida court, and
each such other court. No other such court approval was required to approve the New York
Settlement besides the Florida Court, which did so on September 17, 2013. Accordingly, the
closing date was October 1, 2013 (“Closing Date”).

59.  Under the terms of the New York Settlement, Rogers, acting as guardian for Oliver
Sr., agreed to waive and/or relinquish in favor of the Estate of Lorna any and all right, title, and
interest in and to 67™ Street and the London Property.

60.  The New York Settlement required Rogers, as guardian of Oliver Sr., to pay the
Beachton mortgage debt in full on or before August 31, 2013, and in exchange, Beachton agreed
to continue to forebear from taking action based on the purported failure to make payments under
the 808 Mortgage that Beachton purchased, including foreclosure.

61.  On or about November 2014, 67" Street sold for $22.5 million. Accordingly,

Beachton’s 20% interest in the 67™ Street property was worth $4.5 million.
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62.  Any claim by Beachton that an outstanding balance was due on the Beachton
mortgage was usurious as Beachton became entitled to receive, via its 20% equity interest in 67
Street, more than five (5) times the outstanding balance owed on the 808 Mortgage.

63.  Neither Rogers nor his counsel took any action to have a Court declare the 808
Mortgage acquired by Beachton as having been satisfied or otherwise usurious.

64.  Moreover, despite representations to the Florida guardianship Court that they
would do so, Rogers neither made any genuine efforts to procure substitute financing for the
Beachton mortgage at a lower interest rate than the default rate Beachton mortgage was charging,
nor undertook any action to remove the Beachton lien from the 808 property due to it being
usurious or satisfied.

65. The terms of the New York Settlement, to which Julian persistently objected,
provided that all interest on the mortgage debt accruing after June 30, 2013, but on or before the
date the Beachton mortgage debt is paid in full, was to be payable 50% by the Estate of Lorna and
50% by Rogers, as guardian of Oliver Sr.

66.  Moreover, the New York Settlement agreement provides that if “any party fails to
comply with any of the party’s obligations set forth in Section 2 or 3 of this Agreement, the party
to whom the obligation is owed shall have the right to enforce the terms set forth therein and the
legal fees and costs incurred by the aggrieved party in enforcing such terms shall be paid by the
Party found to be in breach of such terms.”

808 Lexington Management

67.  Rogers remained in office as guardian for Oliver Sr. until April 23, 2014, when

Kelly was appointed by the Court as successor guardian of Oliver Sr.

10
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68.  From April 1, 2013 (the date of the Florida Court’s approval of the Texas
Settlement) until Rogers was discharged by the Court in April 2014, as Florida guardian for Oliver
Sr. (the “Interim Guardianship”), Rogers had a duty to manage 808 Lexington as a rental property.

69.  From April 23, 2014 (the date Kelly was appointed by the Court as successor
guardian of Oliver Sr.) until the closing of the sale of 808 Lexington by Kelly, as guardian of
Oliver Sr., Kelly had a duty to manage 808 Lexington as a rental property.

70.  The 808 Lexington Property consisted of four floors. The first floor was rented out
by a restaurant, Fig and Olive, which generated approximately $23,500 per month in rent. The
lease for Fig and Olive was set to expire in November 2014.

71.  The second floor of 808 Lexington was leased out to Pinafore Nursery and
generated approximately $3,500 per month in rent. The lease for Pinafore Nursery expired on
December 31, 2010, and there was no new written lease entered into by Pinafore Nursery.
Following the expiration of the lease with Pinafore Nursery, it continued to pay a monthly rent of
$3,500, notwithstanding that it was a holdover tenant without a lease.

72.  The fourth floor apartment had been rented out to Kimberly Beamis for $2,300 per
month, but she vacated the premises prior to January 1, 2013 due to the failure of Rogers to
maintain the unit. Thereafter, fourth floor apartment became occupied by a person related to one
of the owners of Beachton for $1,500 per month, which amount was paid to Oliver Jr. and nothing
to the Rogers or Kelly on behalf of the Ward. The $1500, to the extent it was paid, was well below
market value, no lease was in place, and Rogers or Kelly failed to investigate, participate, or take

any action for the benefit of the Ward pertaining to this unit.

11
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73.  The third floor tenant was evicted in either 2012 or 2013. Neither Rogers nor Kelly
undertook any efforts to re-rent this unit, which had a monthly rental value of several thousand
dollars.

74.  Prior to the New York Settlement, Rogers should have been collecting 50% of the
rental income from 808 Lexington, and should have made efforts to obtain full market rent on the
second, third, and fourth floor units.

75.  Following the Court’s approval of the New York Settlement, Rogers should have
been collecting all of the rental income from 808 Lexington. Yet, during the period of Interim
Guardianship, Rogers only passively collected 50% of the rental income from Fig and Olive.
Rogers and Kelly ignored the remaining rent that Oliver Jr. was collecting on the other 50% of the
rental income from Fig and Olive and ignored any effort to obtain any rental income from the other
units or tenants.

76.  Following his appointment as successor guardian, Kelly should have been
collecting all of the rental income from 808 Lexington. Yet, until the sale of 808 Lexington, he
only passively collected 50% of the rental income from Fig and Olive. Kelly ignored the remaining
rent that Oliver Jr. was collecting on the other 50% of the rental income from Fig and Olive and
ignored any effort to obtain any rental income from the other units or tenants.

77. Oliver Jr. has also not paid any money to the State of New York or to Rogers or
Kelly for any past due property taxes pursuant to the New York Settlement, or for the amount of
property taxes on 808 Lexington from May 9, 2013, to the date immediately prior to the Closing
Date.

78.  Oliver Jr. has not paid any of the interest that accrued on the 808 Mortgage from

June 30, 2013, until it was paid in full.

12
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79.  During the period of Interim Guardianship, Rogers also failed to take actions for
the benefit of the Ward, including, but not limited to, the following acts with respect to 808
Lexington:

a. Enter into discussions with Fig and Olive regarding renewing its lease or increasing the
monthly rental payments;

b. Enter into discussions with Pinafore Nursery to sign a new lease and increase its rent
from the monthly rent it was paying for the previous four years;

c. Take any action to market the third or fourth floor apartments;

d. Take any action with respect to repairing, renovating, or maintaining 808 Lexington,
including, but not limited to, its common areas, to obtain the highest and best rental
values for the property;

e. Collect the appropriate rental income due Oliver Sr. from the lease of 808 Lexington;

f. Bring an action against Oliver Jr. to force Oliver Jr. to use the rental income from 808
Lexington to pay down the Beachton mortgage and to enforce the New York
Settlement;

g. Bring an action against Beachton for usury or satisfaction based upon the interest it
received in 808 Lexington and thereafter 67™ Street; and

h. Obtain commercial financing to pay off the 808 Mortgage assigned to Beachton to
avoid the default interest rate it was accruing against 808 Lexington.

80.  After his appointment as successor guardian of Oliver Sr. on April 23, 2014, Kelly

also failed to take actions for the benefit of the Ward, including, but not limited to, the following

acts with respect to 808 Lexington:

13
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a. Enter into discussions with Fig and Olive regarding renewing its lease or increasing the
monthly rental payments;

b. Enter into discussions with Pinafore Nursery to sign a new lease and increase its rent
from the monthly rent it was paying for the previous four years;

c. Take any action to market the third or fourth floor apartments;

d. Take any action with respect to repairing, renovating, or maintaining 808 Lexington,
including, but not limited to, its common areas, to obtain the highest and best rental
values for the property;

e. Collect the appropriate rental income due Oliver Sr. from the lease of 808 Lexington;

f. Bring an action against Oliver Jr. to force Oliver Jr. to use the rental income from 808
Lexington to pay down the Beachton mortgage and to enforce the New York
Settlement;

g. Bring an action against Beachton for usury or satisfaction based upon the interest it
received in 808 Lexington and thereafter 67™ Street; and

h. Obtain commercial financing to pay off the 808 Mortgage assigned to Beachton to
avoid the default interest rate it was accruing against 808 Lexington.

Due Diligence as to New York Settlement

81.  Prior to entering into the New York Settlement, Rogers failed to do any type of due
diligence as to the true fair market value of 808 Lexington and 67" Street, including, but not limited
to, obtaining appraisals of the properties. Yet, Rogers and his counsel represented to the Florida
Court that the New York Settlement was in the best interests of Oliver Sr. and that the properties

were approximately equal in value.

14
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82. On or about the Closing Date, the fair market value of 808 Lexington was
approximately $5 million and the true fair market value of 67 Street was more than $22.5 million.

83.  The fair market value of the London property has never been addressed other than
in a cursory fashion by Rogers or the attorneys he hired to protect the Ward’s interest, despite the
property being located in the most exclusive and high priced rental district in London.

84. As a result, the estate of Oliver Sr. received assets from the New York Settlement
with a value substantially less than those received by the Estate of Lorna.

COUNTI

Breach of Fiduciary Duty Against Defendants Rogers,
O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys., and Stein Law Firm)

85.  Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary Estate of
Oliver Wilson Bivins, deceased, hereby re-alleges and adopts by reference all allegations
contained in paragraphs 1 through 84, supra, as if fully set forth herein.

86.  During the period of the Interim Guardianship, Rogers had a fiduciary duty to
Oliver Sr. to act in his best interest until Rogers was discharged as guardian, including, among
other things, a duty of loyalty.

87. O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys, and the Stein Law Firm (“Counsel for
Rogers”) represented Rogers, in his capacity as guardian for Oliver Sr., in connection with the
New York Settlement and thereafter.

88.  Counsel for Rogers, while he was acting as guardian for Oliver Sr., owed similar
duties to Oliver Sr. and were fully aware that the work they were doing for Rogers, as guardian of
Oliver Sr., was for the benefit of Oliver Sr.

89.  Rogers, as guardian of Oliver Sr., and Counsel for Rogers were negligent and

reckless in the exercise of their fiduciary duties to Oliver Sr., resulting in damages to him.
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90. By failing to take actions for the benefit of the Ward, including, but not limited to,
failing to, (a) properly manage 808 Lexington, (b) perform proper due diligence of the value of
808 Lexington and 67™ Street to properly evaluate the fairness of the New York Settlement, (c)
take action against Oliver Jr. to collect rents and taxes owed by the Estate of Lorna or Oliver Jr.,
(d) failing to ensure that rental income from 808 Lexington was used to pay down the Beachton
mortgage, (e) seek substitute financing for the Beachton mortgage, and (f) failing to pursue action
against Beachton to have its mortgage deemed satisfied or released, Rogers damaged the Estate of
Oliver Sr. in contravention of Defendants’ fiduciary duties.

91. At all material times, Counsel for Rogers, as guardian of Oliver Sr., owed duties to
Oliver Sr. and were involved and participated in Rogers’ actions or inactions, resulting in the above
described damage.

92.  Plaintiff was required to retain the Bleakley Bavol Law Firm to mitigate the
damages to the Estate of Oliver Sr. and is required to pay it a reasonable fee for its services.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary
Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins, deceased, requests the Court award damages against Defendants
Rogers, O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys, and the Stein Law Firm and such other relief as
the Court deems just and proper, including an award of attorneys’ fees and costs against
Defendants.

COUNT II

Breach of Fiduciary Duty Against Defendants Kelly,
O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys, and Stein Law Firm

93.  Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary Estate of
Oliver Wilson Bivins, deceased, hereby re-alleges and adopts by reference all allegations

contained in paragraphs 1 through 84, supra, as if fully set forth herein.
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94.  Following his appointment as successor guardian of Oliver Sr. on April 23, 2014,
Kelly had a fiduciary duty to Oliver Sr. to act in his best interest until Kelly was discharged as
guardian, including, among other things, a duty of loyalty.

95. O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys, and the Stein Law Firm represented Kelly
(“Counsel for Kelly”), in his capacity as successor guardian for Oliver Sr.

96. Counsel for Kelly, while he was acting as guardian for Oliver Sr., owed similar
duties to Oliver Sr. and were fully aware that the work they were doing for Kelly, as successor
guardian of Oliver Sr., was for the benefit of Oliver Sr.

97.  Kelly, as guardian of Oliver Sr., and Counsel for Kelly were negligent and reckless
in the exercise of their fiduciary duties to Oliver Sr., resulting in damages to him.

98. By failing to take actions for the benefit of the Ward, including, but not limited to,
failing to (a) properly manage 808 Lexington, (b) take action against Oliver Jr. to collect rents and
taxes owed by the Estate of Lorna or Oliver Jr., (c) failing to ensure that rental income from 808
Lexington was used to pay down the Beachton mortgage, (d) seek substitute financing for the
Beachton mortgage, and (e) failing to pursue action against Beachton to have its mortgage deemed
satisfied or released, Kelly damaged the Estate of Oliver Sr. in contravention of Defendants’
fiduciary duties.

99. At all material times, Counsel for Kelly, as successor guardian of Oliver Sr., owed
duties to Oliver Sr. and were involved and participated in Kelly’s actions or inactions, resulting in
the above described damage.

100. Plaintiff was required to retain the Bleakley Bavol Law Firm to mitigate the

damages to the Estate of Oliver Sr. and is required to pay it a reasonable fee for its services.
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WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary
Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins, deceased, requests the Court award damages against Defendants
Kelly, O’Connell, Crispin, Ciklin, Stein, Beys, and the Stein Law Firm and such other relief as the

Court deems just and proper, including an award of attorneys’ fees and costs against Defendants.

Jury Demand

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable.
Dated: September 17, 2015. Respectfully Submitted,

THE BLEAKLEY BAVOL LAW FIRM

/s/ J. Ronald Denman

J. Ronald Denman

Florida Bar Number 0863475
15170 North Florida Avenue
Tampa, FL 33613

(813) 221-3759 [Telephone]
(813) 221-3198 [Facsimile]
rdenman(@bleakleybavol.com
Attorneys for JULIAN BIVINS
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 15-81298-CIV-MARRA/MATTHEWMAN

JULIAN BIVINS, as personal representative
of the ancillary estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins,

Plaintiff,
VS.

BRIAN M. O’CONNELL, ASHLEY N. CRISPIN,
CIKLIN LUBITZ & O’CONNELL, KEITH

B. STEIN, BEYS LISTON MOBARGHA &
BERLAND, LLP and LAW OFFICES OF

KEITH B. STEIN, PLLC, n/k/a STEIN LAW PLLC,

Defendants.

VERDICT
WE THE JURY RETURN THE FOLLOWING VERDICT:
. Did any of the following Defendants breach a fiduciary duty owed to
JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal Representative of the ancillary Estate of Oliver Wilson
Bivins, Sr. which was a legal cause of loss or damage to him?

a. BRIAN O'CONNELL S Y No
7Y

b. ASHLEY N. CRISPIN es N

c. KEITH B. STEIN Yes No
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2. Was there professional negligence on the part of any of the following
Defendants which was a legal cause of loss or damage to JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal

Representative of the ancillary Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins, Sr.?

/s

a. BRIAN O’CONNELL Yes No
b. ASHLEY N. CRISPIN ./ Yes N
¢, KEITH B. STEIN Yes No

If you answered “No” to all parts of Questions 1 and 2, your verdict is for the
Defendants, and you need not proceed further, other than to sign the verdict form and
return it to the court. If you answered “Yes” to any parts of Questions 1 or 2, please
continue:

3. What is the amount of damages sustained by Plaintiff, JULIAN BIVINS, as

Personal Representative of the ancillary Estate of Oliver Wilson Bivins, Sr.?

$](, £400, POC, 0 O

’ 7

4. If you awarded Plaintiff damages, did Defendants prove that they are

entitled to a set-off against the amount of damages you awarded Plaintiff?

Yes % No

If your answer to Question 4 is “Yes", what is the amount of the set-off?

$
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If you determined an amount of a set-off, do not reduce the amount of damages
you awarded in Question 3 by the amount of the set-off. The Court will make that

adjustment when entering judgment in this case.

SO SAY WE ALL.

Signed and dated at the United States Courthouse, West Palm Beach, Florida, this

day of AF 7~/L>/ ,2017.

Q #

Foreperson’s Signature Foreperson’s Printed Name
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No. 9:15-cv-81298-KAM/Matthewman

JULIAN BIVINS, as Personal
Representative of the ancillary Estate
of Oliver Wilson Bivins,

Plaintiff,
V.

BRIAN M. O'CONNELL, ASHLEY
N. CRISPIN, CIKLIN LUBITZ &
O'CONNELL, KEITH B. STEIN,
BEYS LISTON MOBARGHA &
BERLAND, LLP and LAW
OFFICES OF KEITH B. STEIN,
PLLC, n/k/a STEIN LAW, PLLC,

Defendants.
/

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that L. Louis Mrachek, Esquire and Alan B. Rose, Esquire of the
firm Mrachek, Fitzgerald, Rose, Konopka, Thomas & Weiss, P.A., enter their appearance as counsel
of record for Defendant, Ciklin Lubitz & O'Connell, in the above-styled cause and request that all
notices, pleadings and other papers filed in this matter be served on the undersigned counsel at the
address below.

Additionally, pursuant to Florida Rule of Judicial Administration 2.516, the undersigned
designates the following email addresses for the purpose of receiving pleadings, orders, and other

papers filed or served in this matter:

L. Louis Mrachek, Esquire
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Dated: August 24, 2017

Alan B. Rose, Esquire

MRACHEK, FITZGERALD, ROSE,
KONOPKA, THOMAS & WEISS, P.A.
505 South Flagler Drive, Suite 600

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

Phone: (561) 655-2250/Fax: (561) 655-5537
Email: Imrachek@mrachek-law.com

mchandler@mrachek-law.com

Email: arose@mrachek-law.com

mchandler@mrachek-law.com

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Alan B. Rose

L. Louis Mrachek (Florida Bar No. 182880)
Alan B. Rose (Florida Bar No. 961825)
email: lmrachek@mrachek-law.com
email: mchandler@mrachek-law.com
email: arose@mrachek-law.com

email: mchandler@mrachek-law.com
Mrachek, Fitzgerald, Rose,

Konopka, Thomas & Weiss, P.A.

505 South Flagler Drive, Suite 600

West Palm Beach, Florida 33401
Telephone: (561) 355-6990 | Fax: (561) 655-5537
Attorneys for Ciklin Lubitz & O'Connell

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on August 24,2017, I electronically filed the foregoing document with
the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. T also certify that the foregoing document is being served
this day on all counsel of record or pro se parties identified on the attached Service List via
transmission of Notices of Electronic Filing generated by CM/ECF.

s/ Alan B. Rose
Alan B. Rose (Florida Bar No. 961825)
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SERVICE LIST
Case No. 9:15-cv-81298-KAM/Matthewman
United States District Court, Southern District of Florida

J. Ronald Denman, Esquire

Email: rdenman@bleakleybavol.com
The Bleakley Bavol Law Firm

15170 North Florida Avenue

Tampa, FL 33613

(813) 221-3759 - Telephone

(813) 221-3198 - Facsimile

Jeffrey A. Blaker, Esquire

Email: jblaker@conroysimberg.com
aschultz@conroysimberg.com;
earanda@conroysimberg.com

Conroy, Simberg, Ganon, Krevans, Abel,
Lurvey, Morrow & Schefer, P.A.

1801 Centrepark Drive East, #200

West Palm Beach, FL 33401

(561) 697-8088 - Telephone

(561) 697-8664 - Facsimile

Rachel Studley, Esquire

Email: rstudley@wickersmith.com
Brandon J. Hechtman, Esquire

Email: bhechtman@wickersmith.com
Wicker Smith O'Hara McCoy &

Ford, P.A.

2800 Ponce de Leon Blvd., Suite 800
Coral Gables, FL 33135

(305) 448-3939 - Telephone

(305) 441-1745 - Facsimile

Wendy J. Stein, Esquire

Email: wstein@bonnerkiernan.com
Bonner Kiernan Trebach & Crociata, LLP
1233 20th Street NW, 8th Floor
Washington, DC 20036

(202) 712-7000 - Telephone

(202) 712-7100 - Facsimile




