
IN THE CIRCUIT COUR FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

WILLIAM E. STANSBURY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

TED S. BERNSTEIN; DONALD T 
and ROBERT SPALLINA, as Co-P 
Representatives of the ESTATE OF 
L. BERNSTEIN and as Co-Trustees 
SHIRLEY BERNSTEIN TRUST A 
dated May 20, 2008; LIC HOLDIN 
ARBITRAGE INTERNATIONAL 
MANAGEMENT, LLC, f/k/a ARB 
INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS, L 
BERNSTEIN FAMILY REAL TY, 

Defendants~ 

CIVIL DIVISION 

CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

DIVISION: KELLEY 

GE 

ISS COUNTS III V VIl AND VIII 
NDED COMPLAINT 

COME NOW, Defendants, D ald R. Tescher and Robert L. Spallina, as Co-Personal 

Representatives of the Estate of Simon . Bernstein, by and through their undersigned coun5el and 

hereby files this their Motion to Dismi, s Counts III, V, VII and VIII of the Amended Complaint 

pursuant to Florida Rules of Civil Prf edure 1.140 and I. 130 and in support thereof state, as 

follows: II 
ODUCTION 

1. This Motion will only dress Counts III, V, VII and VIII of the Plaintiffs 

Amended Complaint dated February 2, 2013, as those are the only Counts with allegations 
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CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

directed against the moving Defendan directed toward Simon L. Bernstein. 

2. The Plaintiffs original I omplaint dated July, 30, 2012 may also be referred to 

herein as the "Pending Action". 

I. COUNT III · I REACH OF FIDUCIARY DlITY 

1. The Plaintiff's allegatio in Court III are based on the premise that he was owed 

a fiduciary duty by Simon Bernstein a a result of being, at all material times, · a shareholder of 

LIC Holdings. See paragraph 48 of th Amended Complaint. 
{ 

3. However, the Plaintiff ils to attach any document as an Exhibit to the Amended 

Complaint evidencing an ownership · erest of any kind in LIC Holdings. 

4. Florida Rule of Civil Pl cedure 1.130(a) reads, as follows: . 

(a) Instruments Attac ed. All bonds, notes, bills of exchange, 
contracts, accounts, or documents upon which action may be 
brought or ·defense ade, or a copy thereof or a copy of the 
portions thereof ma rial to the pleadings, shall be incorporated 
in or attached to the leadings. No papers shall be unnecessarily 
annexed as exhibits. e pleadings shall contain no unnecessary 
recitals of deeds, d cuments, contracts, or other instruments. 
(emphasis added). 

A copy of Florida Rule of Civil Proce : ure 1.130 is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and 

incorporated hereto by reference. 

5. As the Plaintiff has fail d to attach any paper or other document to the Amended 

Complaint to substantiate his alleged areholder status in LIC Holdings, a Florida Corporation 

there can be no cause of action agains the moving Defendants for a breach of fiduciary duty. 

6. As such, Couilt III mu 1 be dis~::ed for failure to state a cause of action. 
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CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

1. On November 6, 2012, the Plaintiff filed his Statement of Claim in the Estate 

of Simon Bernstein, pending in Palm each County, Florida. Exhibit "A" to the Statement of 

Claim is a copy of the Plaintiffs the pending Complaint and Jury Demand (identified as the 

"Pending Action") filed by the Plaintiff on July 30, 2012. A copy of the Statement of Claim 

(w/Exhibit "A" thereto) is attached he ~to as Exhibit "B" and incorporated .herein by reference. 

3. Paragraph 3 of the State, ent of Claim expressly states, "The amount of the Claim 

is in excess of 2.5 million dollars, whi h the Claimant is entitled to recover under the claims set 

forth in the Complaint ... 11 (emphasis added). 

4. As can be seen, the Pe ding Action does not contain a Count for Conversion. 

5. Florida Statute 733.703 .1) clearly states that, "no additional charge may be 

imposed by a Claimant who files a cla against the estate. 11 A copy of Florida Statute 733.703 

is attached hereto as Exhibit 11 C" and · corporated herein by reference. 

6. As such, the Plaintiff c ot now bring an action for Conversion against the 

moving Defendants as he is limited to t]ie claims in the Pending Action, incorporated by reference 
I . 

into his Statement of Claim. 

7. Count V of the Amended Complaint must be dismissed 

for failure to state of cause of action. 

co 

I. Count VIII of the Pend g Action is also titled "Equitable Lien", comprised of 
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CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

paragraphs 59 through 61. 

2. Paragraph 59 of the Pe Cling Action refers to paragraphs 54 through 58, inclusive. 

3.. Paragraphs 54 through 8 of the Pending Action are part of Count VII, titled 

"Fraud", (against all Defendants). 

4. While the Amended Co plaint does include Count VI, titled "Fraud in the 

Inducement" against Ted Bernstein an LIC Holdings Inc., it does not contain a Count for Fraud 

against the moving Defendants. 

5. As a result and to thee tent Count VII of the Amended Complaint is based, in 

whole or in part, on an alleged Fraud, it cannot now be raised against the moving Defendants. 

6. Additionally and more ignificantly, Count Vil of the Pending Action is directed 

solely to "bank" or other "accounts" · to which commissions were allegedely deposited. 

7. However, Count VII o the Amended Complaint goes beyond such accounts and 

Florida. See paragraphs 75, 76 and 7 I of the Amended Complaint. · 

8. Florida Statut~ 733. 703(1) clearly states that "no additional charge may be imposed 

by a Claimant who files a claim aga· t the estate." 

9. As such, the Plaintiff c nnot now bring an action for an Equitable Lien against the 

referenced parcels of real property, as he is limited to the claims in the Pending Action 

incorporated by reference into his Sta ement of Claim. 

10. Based on the foregoing Count VII of the Amended Complaint must be dismissed 
r 
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CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

for failure to state a cause of action. 

COUNT vm -CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST 

1. Count VIII of the Amended Complaint also refers to the same three (3) parcels of 

real property located in Palm Beach County, Florida which were not part of the Plaintiffs 

allegations in the Pending Action incorporated by reference into his Statement of Claim. 

2. Count X of the Pending Action is titled "Constructive Trust", is comprised solely 

of paragraphs 66 through 68. 

3. Paragraphs 67 and 68 refer to "bank" or "other accounts" into which commissions 

were deposited. There is · no allegation of any kind directed to any parcel of real property. 

4. Florida Statute 733.703(1) clearly states that "no additional charge may be imposed 

by a Claimant who files a claim against the Estate." 

5. As such, the Plaintiff cannot now bring an action for a Constructive Trust against 

the three (3) parcels of real property referenced in Count VIII of the Amended Complaint, as he 

is limited to the claims in the Pending Action incorporated by reference into his Statement of 

Claim. 

6. Based on the foregoing, Count VIII of the Amended Complaint must be dismissed 

for failure to state a cause of action. 
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CASE NO: 502012CA013933 MB AA 

GENERAL PRAYER FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

Defendants, Donald R. Tescher and Rohen L. Spallina, as Co-Personal Representatives 

of the Estate of Simon L. Bernstein, hereby requests an award of attorney's fees and costs 

pursuant to Florida Statutes 733.106 and 733.609 and/or Florida decisional case Jaw, and that 

same be taxed against the Plaintiff. 

MARK R. MANCERI, P.A. 
Attorney for Donald R. Tescher and Rohen L. 
Spallina, as Co-Personal Representatives 
2929 East Commercial Blvd., Suite 702 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33308 
Telephone: (954) 491-7099 
E- il: mrmlaw@comcast.net 

awl@gmail.com 

Mark R. Manceri, Esq. 
Florida Bar No. 444560 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

e-mail to the·designated address(es) and U.S. mail to all parties on the following Service List, this 

18th day of March, 2013. 
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Peter M. Feaman, Esq. 
Peter M. Fearnan, P.A. 
3615 West Boynton.Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, Florida 33436 

Jon Swergold, Esq. 
Greenberg Traurig, P.A. 
401 East Las Olas Blvd., Suite 2000 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 

5020~2CA013933 MB AA 

SERVICE LIST 
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Rule 1.130. Attaching Copy of Cause of Action 
and Exhibits 

(a) Instruments Attached. All bonds, notes, bills 
of exchange, contracts, accounts, or documents upon 
which action may be brought or defense made, or a 
copy thereof or a copy of the portions thereof material 
to the pleadings, shall be incorporated in or attached 
to the pleading. No papers shall be unnecessarily 
annexed as exhibits. The pleadings shall contain no 
unnecessary recitals of deeds, documents, contracts, 
or other instruments. 

(b) Part for All Purposes. Any exhibit attached 
to a pleading shall be considered a part thereof for all 
purposes. Statements in a pleading may be adopted 
by reference in a different part of the same pleading, 
in another pleading, or in any motion. 
Amended July lfi, 199'.2, effective Jan. l, 1993 (604 So.2d 
1110). 

- - ---.... 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF FLORIDA, IN AND FOR 
PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

INRE: 
AX.XX '5P) 

Case No. 502012CP004391-stt 

ESTATE OF SIMON 

BERNSTEIN, 

Deceased. Division: IZ 

STATEMENT OF CLAIM BY WILLIAM E. STANSBURY 

The undersigned hereby presents for filing against the above estate this Statement of 

Claim and alleges: 

1. The basis for the claim is the action pending in Palm Beach County, Florida, 

Stansbury v. Bernstein, et. al, Case No. 502012CA 013933XXXX MB (the "Pending Action"). A 

true and correct copy of the Complaint filed by claimant that initiated the Pending Action is 

attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and is hereby incorporated by reference herein (the "Complaint"). 

2. The name and address of the claimant are William E. Stansbury, 6920 Caviro 

Lane, Boynton Beach, Florida 3343 7, and the name and address of the claimant's attorney is set 

forth below. 

3. The amount of the claim is in excess of $2.5 million dollars, which the Claimant 

is entitled to recover under the claims set forth in the Complaint, which amount the Claimant 

believes is now due. 

4. The claim is contingent or unliquidated and uncertain to the extent that the 

Claimant's cJaim is dependent on the outcome of the Pending Action. The specific amount of 

Claimant's claim will be determined in Pending Action and the Claimant expects to recover in 

excess of $2.5 million d'ollars in damages, as well as, but not limited to, treble damages, pre

judgment and post-judgment interest, and costs. 

5. The claim is not secured. 

/Signature page follows this page) 
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Under penalties of perjury, I dedare that I have read the foregoing, and the facts alleged 

are true, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

11-.~ Signed on '/_tJ ~ £:, 

Atto11: Claimant 

"~"~ 
Peter M. Feaman, Esq: · 
Florida Bar No.: 260347 
PETER M. FEAMAN, P.A. 
3615 West Boynton Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 
Phone: (561) 734-5552 
Facsimile: (561),734-5554 
Primary Electronic Mail Address: 
pfearnan(@feamanlaw.co ni 

Copy mailed to attorney for Personal 
Representative on ~,.\_ ... _·~=-------
2012. 

MUST BE FILED JN DUPLICATE 
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IN Tiffi CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF FLORIDA, IN AND FOR 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLOJµDA 

waLIAM E. STANSBURY, 
Plain ti~ 

vs. Case No. 

TED S. BERNSTEIN; 
SIMON BERNSTEIN; 

I) 2.l\12CAO13 ? 3 3 rftlll 

• 
LIC HOLDINGS, INC.; and 
ARBITRAGE INTERNATIONAL 
MANAGEMENT, L.L.C., tlk/a 
ARBITRAGE INTERNATIONAL 
HOLDINGS, L.L.C., 

COPY 
RECEIVED FOR FILING 

Defendants. 

COMJ'LAINT 
And JUBYDEMANJ> 

~! 1~ ~ G "2012 .,...,_ 
SHARON R. BOCK 

CLERK & COMPTRO\..LER 
CIRCUIT CIVll DIVISION 

WILLIAM STANSBURY (PLAINTIFF'), by and through his undersigned co-oounsel, 

hereby demanding trial by jury of all issues so triable, hereby sues the Defendants, 8nd says 

1. This is an action for money dam.ages in excess. of $1 S,OOOj and .for equitable relief. 

2. Plaintiff is sut ju.ri.s, and a resident of Palm Beach County, Florida. 

3. Defendants TED S. BERNSTEIN ("TED BERNSTEIN''), and. SIMON BERNSTEIN 

are both suijuris, and are both residents of Palm Beach County, Florida. 

4. The corporate Defendantxs LIC HOLDINGS, INC.; and ARBITRAGE 

INTERNATIONAL MANAGEMENT, L.L.C., t7k/a ARBITRAGE INTERNATIONAL 

HOLDINGS, L.L.C., are entities organiz.ed and existing under the laws of the State of Florida, 

all do business in the State of Florida and all have their principal offices in the State of Florida, 

and in Palm Beach County, Florida. 

5. Defendants SIMON B;ERNSTEIN and TED BERNSTBJN (collectively "Defendants 
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BERNSTEIN") are, respectively, one another's father and son. They both own and control all 

of the corporate Defendants, and work closely together with respect thereto. ln all matters . 

involved herein, they worked closely together and were virtually one another's alter egos. 

T The acts and. incidents giving rise to these causes of action occurred in Palm .. Beacb 

C.ounty, Florida. 

Background 

8. Plaintiff has worked L11 the insurance field virtually aU hi~ adult life, and by 2003 had 

become well-kno'-""Il and highly regarded by major insurance oompanies, their principals, and by 

others throughout the insurance industry, at all levels thereof, as well as . by professionals, 

including attorneys, CP ks, financial advisors, wealth managers and others who were involved in 

serving, or otherwise dealing with, insurers and insurance brokers. 

9. SJMON BERNSTEIN deal~ at high levels of the insurance industry, and specialized in 
i 

developing and marketing insuranCf concepts suitable for persons of high net worth to 

I 
incorporate in their wealth managemeir.t and estate planning. 

I 

i 
10. TED BERNSTEIN wasl actively involved in selling life insuranee products in 

oonjunction with attorneys, CP As and other professionals, to be incorporated into clients' 

financial planning. 

11. In 2003, TED BERNSTEF approached Plaintiff, urging Plaintiff to spearhead the 

marlceting of a unique insurance con pt ("the said concept"), newly developed by a prominent 

law firm, which w~ designed ft r use in the financial and ~1:ate planning of wealthy 

individuals. 

12. TED BERNSTEIN told laintiff that he knew of Plaintiffs knowledgeabHity, and, 

reputation in the·insurance and relat . industrieS amJ professions, and that Plaintiff was skilled 
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at, and accustomed to, speaking and ~arketing insurance products to, large groups of profe8s

sionals, and that he realized that Pl tiff, because of his knowledgeability, rq:iutation and 

abilities, would be idea1 to ma.i:ket this concept nationwide, through prominent and experienced 

13. SIMON BERNSTEIN pro sed that Plaintiff work as an independent contractor for 

the Corporate Defendants, marketing thl product to the abov~escnoed He. offered Plaintiff an 

arrangement whereby Plaintiff would Tceive twenty percent (20%) of aJI net retained amounts 

of commissions received from insuran e companies and general agenu; ' overrides (her~after, 

"commissions") which chose to issue olicies of the type to be marketed., for use in the said 

financial and estate planning, and all th.er sales by the companies. Plaintiff would receive no 

other salary remuneration, but would have his travel and marketing expenses advanced or 

reimbursed. In time, when Plaintiff to bec:Qme an. employee rather than an independent 

oontractor, he agreed to a salary of he equivalent -0f l 5% of commissions received on all 

products. 

14. After reviewing the :concep and considering the terms of the ~gement offered by 

SIMON BERNSTEIN, Plaip.tiff agree4 .. vith BERNSTEIN to accept the _proposal described in 

I 

preceding paragraph 13, and all the p ·es.proceeded to act in accordance therewith. 

15. Thereafter, Plaintiff work with diligence and skill, traveling throughout the United 

States, generatip.g ever increasing sal , and generating very large com.missions for Defendants 

and for Plaintiff, who reccived tiie a eed salary equal to 15% thereof. By 2006,. the parties 

hereto began receiving checks, not onl for commissions on new policies sold, but also renewal 

commissions. Initially, the .Plaintiff an DefeIJ.d.ants BERNSTEIN, and one secretary, comprised 

the entire worlfforce. At the height f the sales campaign, Defendants' staff for serving the · 
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business genemted by Plaintiff consi ed of more than 40 individuais. 
' 

. ! 

16. In 2005, the Plainti.ff w~ paid his commissions in the form of two IRS forms 1099, 
I 
I· 

from National Services Association,1 and from Defendant ARBITRAGE INTER'l\!A TIONAL 
I 

• I 

MARKETING, INC. for his services las an independent contractor. 

17. In 2006, Plaintiff recei+x! his agreed salary as an employee, reflected in two IRS 

forms W~2., One W-2 was from A.~.BITRAGE IJ\'TERNATIONAL M..ARKETING, INC., and 

the other was from ARBITRAGE ~ATIONAL ROWINGS, INC., which later became 

Defendant ARBITRAGE JNTERNA rONAL MANAGEMENT, fNC. . . . . 

18. Also in 2006, SIMON BlpRNSTEIN told Pla.4iti.ff that Plaintiff, was being rewarded 

for the explosive growth of bll$iness, ~ougb receiving a l 0% interest in LIC. 
! 

19. 1n 2007, 'Plafutiff recei+ed his agreed salary as an. employee, which salary was 

i reflected in an IRS Form W-2. 
I 

20. With the economic downfurn in 2008, Defendants looked for ways io withhold from 

Plaintiff compensation to which bel was entitled, and to . deceive him into believing that the 
I . 

money which would have been paid *° botb Defendants as well as to Plaintiff as compensation, 
.. i 

was instead being held in the company's coffers. 

21. In order to hide .from I Plaln.tiff the- real fact that Defendants were paying .to 
! 

Defendants BER..N"STEIN the full damings received as comtnissions, and thereby depriving 

Plain~ff of the 15% ~ereo.f to which ~e w~ entitled, they knew they bad to terminate Plaintiff's 

function of calculatmg each person Is entitlement io payment out of comm1ss10ns received. 

I 

Therefore,. in early 2008, SIMON BIRNSTEIN told Plaintiff that the Defendants _BERNSTEIN 

felt that Plaintiff was spending t<>Q much tim~ on making the said calculations, and that 
I 

Plaintiff's tinie would be better. sp<flnt in building the business. SIMON BERNSTEIN t:old 
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Plain.tiff that he and ~ED BERNSTEL had decided to p~y t~ernselves and Plaintiff identical 

. salanes of not less than $ l ,000,000 tlafh for 2008, and to distribute any profits beyqnd the iotal 
• I 

thus paid to the three m..vners, the Drfendants BERNSTEIN and Plaintiff, according to their 

respective percentages of ownership, jPlaintiff's share being 10%. Plaintiff: having thus for 
• I 

believed he was receiving whatever ~mpensation he was entitled to, and ha.,,ing no reason to 
I 

realize that this was a ruse tp keep ~ in the dark as to the true state of affairs, readily acceded 
I 
I • 
I 

to his being relieved of the bookkeepirg duties regarding calculating lhe disposition of moneys 

received. I 

22. Tb.rough misrepresentations made from 2008 through the date of filing of this 
I 
' 

Complaint:, Defend&lts knowingly mMe false statements to Plaintiff to hide their scheme to 
. ! . 

I 
I 

withhold from Plaintiffs money to wlUcb he was entitled. For example, at times they claimed 
I 

that money being received was not b~g paid as salary or distributions to either of Defendants 
I 

BERNSTEIN but was being vdthheld ~d placed in company accounts, for eventual distribution. 
i 
I 

As Plaintiff and Defendants could affprd to wait until year's end to be paid their distributions, 

I 

and as Defendants BERNSTEIN assm[ed P~aintiff that the payment arrangement would apply to 

all three equally, Plaintiff did not quesfion the trut:hfulne.ss of their representations .. 

. i 

.23. In finther-ance of their scpeme to deprive Plaintiff of salary 11e had earned and to 

which he was entitled, Defendants · ~ceq mail addressed to Plaintiff, removed therefrom 

commission checks representing full mmissions, deposited the same to their O\lr'tl accounts or 

otherwise oonverted tbe funds,. and ·willfully withhoid from Plaintiff bis salary. Defendants 

BERNSTEIN also opened Plaintiff' maii containing checks payable to him which were 

unrelated to Defendants' business. 

24. In 2011, the Defendants ·· ERNSTEIN decided to decei.ve Plaintiff into giving up 
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·-

his 10% share in the business. Although he had never seen a stock certificate, Plaintiff had in 

fact been given K-1 statements reflecting bis salary, which appeared to approximate 10% of the 

net profits or losses of UC, after salary was paid. TED BERNSTEIN told Plaintiff that their 

accountants had discovered a taxable event which could cause all the owners of the company to 

have to pay taxes: and that they thought it would be unfair for Plaintiff to have to pay i 0% of 

that tax, so TED BERNSTEIN promised that if Plaintiff would sign a paper ceding his 10% 

interest, TED BERJ>JSTEIN would simply hoid i~ and it would not hec0me ope:-ative unless the 

tax liability crune to exist. Plaintiff was assured that nothing would happen \Vith the st:ock 

ownership until Plaintiff and the Defendants BER..NSTEIN discussed the situation further .after 

the Holiday Season. 

25. Because of the misrepresootations; wiUfui concealments of material facts, duplicity 

and deceit practiced by Defendants upon Plaintiff as described in preceding paragraphs 20 

1hrougb 24, Plaintiff was reasonably of the belief tha1 Defendants ban complied , or intended to 

comply, with their matmal obligations to Plaintiff undet the contra~ between them, and 

therefore was prevented from knov.ring, for a period of years; that these causes of action existed. 

The acts of Defend~ts in inaking false statements and withholding material information 

continues from its inception to the date of the filing hereof. 

l. ACCOUNTING 
(Against LIC and ARBITRAGE, for Accounting 

as to Withholding of Money Due Plaintiff) 

26. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference, .as if fully re8tated 

herein, pr~g paragraphs 1 ~ough 24, inclusive. 

27. The relationship between Plaintiff and the Defendants, particularly ·as affected by 
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Defendants' acts described in preceding paragraphs 20 through 25: inclusive, (,Teated. a situaticin 

where Defendants had sole access to, receipts generated by Plaintiffs efforts, and to b~oks and 

records reflecting said receipts and the other information from which can be calculated all 

moneys due to Plaintiff under his arrang~ent with Defendants. 

28, The period of time during which Plaintiff has been deprived of moneys due him 

spans approximately four and· a half years, the numerosity of the sources of r~"'ipts .by Defen

dants of moneys from wh1ch the amounts due Plaintiff may be calculated, and the changes i.n tb,e 

formula under wbjch, and manner in wh:icb., Plaintiff was to be paid, all involve extensive and 

complicated accounts, and Plaintiff's . remedy at law could not be as full, adequate and 

expeditious as it is in equity. 

'WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for an adjudication of Plaintiff's tjght to a full and 

complete accounting from Defendants,. and for such orders of Court as will require the Defen~ 

dants to provide Plaintiff with all records and copies cf documents, dated from the date in 2003 

when Plaintiff first began bi& efforts to generate sales of the concept described in paragraph 11 

above to the present, as Vlriil re'1eal his right to, and the amount of, all amounts: (a) received as 

commissions on said concepts or any other commissions as to which Plaintiff was entitled to a 

share; (b) due to Plaintiff, v...ilether paid or not; (c) paid to Plaintiff, whether for commissions, 

salary, distributions, expenses or any other reason; (d) paid to each of the Defendants out of 

moneys received as commissions; (e) .deposits of any and all moneys received as commissions 

by any .Defendants to any accounts, including the name of the entity whose account was 

involved, the number(s) of each such a~unt; the address of the branch or other facility through 

which any Defendant dealt with such e,D.tity; (f) calCulations as to inoµeys paid , to be paid, or 

not to be paid to Plaintiff• together With ·such other and further relief a.s the Court may deem just 
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and appropriate. 

Il. ACCOUNTING 
<Against TED S. BERNSTEIN and SIMON BERNSTEIN. for Accounting 

as to Monev Due to Plaintiff Which Said Defendants Converted) 

29. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and inrorporates herein by reference, as if fully restated . 

herein, preceding paragraphs l through 24, inclusive. 

30. The relation.ship betv.re'.;:n Plaintiff and the Defeml;ants, p!!...rticularly as a.i.~ccted by 

Defendants' acts described in preceding paragraphs 20 through 25, inclusive, created a situation 

where Defendants had sole access to, receipts generated by Plaintiff's efforts, and to books and 

records reflecting said receipts and the otl;ier information from which can be calculated all 

moneys due to Plaintiff under his arrangement with Defendants. 

31, Ibe period of time during which Plaintiff has been deprived of moneys due him 

spans approximately four and a half years, the numerosity of the sources of receipts by Defen~ 

dants of moneys frpm which the amounts due Plaintiff may be calculated, and the changes in the 

formula under which, and manner in which, Plaintiff was t.o be paid, all involve extensive and 

complicated accounts, and Plaintiffs ren:iedy at law could not be. as full, adequate and 

expeditious as it is in equity. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for an adjudication of Plaintiff's right to a full and 

complete accounting from Defendants, and for such orders of Court a.S will require the Defen~ 

dants to provide Plaintiff with all records and copies of documents, dated from the date in 2003 

when Plaintiff first began his efforts to generate sales of the concept described in paragraph 11 

above to the present,~ will reveal his right to, and the amount of, a1.l amounts: (~)received as 

co:triinissicms on said concepts or any other commisSions as to which Plaintiff was entitled to a 
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share~ (b) due to Plaintiff, whether paid or not; (c) paid to Plaintiff~ whether for commissions, 

salary, distributions, expenses or any other reason; · (d) paid to each of the Defendants out of 

· moneys receive<l as said commissions; (e) deposits of any and all moneys received as 

commissions by any Defendants to any accounts, i.ncluding the name of the entity whose account 

was involved, the number(s) of each .such accoUi.i.t:. the address of the bran.ch or other facility 
·. 

through which any Defendant dealt •vith such entity; (f) calculations as to moneys paid , to be 

paid, or not to be paid to Plaintiff, together with such other and further relief as the Court may 

deem just and appropriate .. 

ID. BREACH OF ORAL CONTRACT 
(Against All the Defendants) 

32. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference, as if fully restat:ed 

herein, preceding paragraphs ·1 through 24, inclusive. 

33. The arrangement between Plaintiff and Defendants as described in paragraphs 11 

and 13 above, and as modified by the parties as further described abovei constituted a contract 

between them. 

34. A.n express term of that contract involved the commitment of Defendants to 

cafoulate~ and to pay to Plaintiff, fully and timely, all sums due to him under the parties' contract, · 

wh<:ther as commissior:i.s, salary, distributions, expenses or ariy other reason 

35. The parties initially performed the duties required of them under said contract. 

36. Howeveri as described above in paragraphs 20 through 25, inclusive, Defendants 

willfully and maliciously agreed to breach their contract with Plaintiff by withholding from 

Pl.a4itiff moneys due him undet the contract. 
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37. Defendants did withhold.such moneys due Plaintiff. 

38. The withholding of such moneys constituted a material breach of the contact bet\.Yeen 

Plaintiff and Defendants. 

39. There is therefore due to Plaintiff from Defendants all amounts due under said 

contract, together with prejudgment and post-judgment interest on said amounts. 

\VHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Plaintiffs, jointly and severally, for 

the fu1J amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the terms of their contract, rndud!ng, agreed-

upon modifications thereof, together wjth prejudgment and post-judgment interest on said 

amounts, together with such other a1'.ld further relief as the Court may deem just and appropriate. 

IV. BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT OfGOOD FAITH and FAIRDEALI..'NG 

40. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by refe,Tence, as if fully restated 

herein, preceding paragraphs 1 through [24, inclusive, and paragraphs 33 through 38, inclusive. 

41. The said contract, as a matter of law' contained an implied covenant of good faith 

and fair dealing~ obligating the pa..rties to honor every express term of the agrieement .. 

' 

42. Among the express tennf of the oral contract between the parties were (a) that 

Plaintiff would be constantly apprised, 1 either through being permitted to calculate an amount:S 

due the Defendants out of commission,~, or through being advised of all receipts of commissions 
I 

and the disposition thereof, or the amo$its due to Plaintiff for any reason under the terms of the 
i 

contract; and (b) that Plaintiff would be!fully and promptly paid all such amowits due him. 

43. Through their actions as &{scribed in preceding paragraphs 20 through 25, inclusive, 
I 

the Defendants·willfully br~hed the said express of the contract. 

WHEREFORE, Plhlptiff ynys for judgrilerit against Plafutiffs, jointly and severally, for 

10. 



the full amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the terms of their contract, including agreed

upon modifications thereof, together with prejudgment and post-judgment interest on sai~ 

amounts, together V1rith such other and further relief a5 the Court may deem just and appropriate. 

V. BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY 

41. ~laintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference; as if fulJy restated 

herein, preceding paragraphs 1 through 2.4, inclusive. 

42. Plaintiff reposed full confidence in the defendants BERNSTEIN, and trusted them 

and relied on them to be as good as their word and to deal honestly with him, for a variety of 

reasons. Plaintiff knew of STh10N BERNSTEIN as a major figure in the insurance industry: 

plior to their becoming parties to the agreement involved herein. Moreover, Plaintiff and the 

Defendants BER..NSTEIN had formed a social relationship which had grovm into what Plai~tif! 

regarded as friendship. Moreover, as the initial situation under their contractual relationship had 

Plaintiff receiving all information .as to cortunissions received and calculatin.g the amount of 

money due to Plaintiff and the Defendants ~ERNSTEIN, as ,mentioned in preceding paragraphs 

21 and 22, and also because Plaintiff was told he had been given a minority shareholder interest 

in LIC, .Plaintiff reasonably felt that the Defendants would deal with Plaintiff honestly and fairly, 

and that the Defendants had no intention of hiding from Plaintiff any information as to the 

amounts due Plaintiff or as to the Defendants' intention of paying said amounts to Plaintiff 

43. More;over, when Defendants proposed to Plaintiff that Plaintiffs cease being the one 

to calculate moneys due the parties out of commissions received, the Plaintiff trusted Defon~ 

dants to make proper, accurate and complete calculations, as Plaintiff had ·done, and to pay 

Plaintiff accord.1ng1>'. 
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44. Furthermore, when Defendants BERNSTEIN made· statementi; to Plaintiff as to why 

payments due him were not being paid, as describ~ for example, in preceding paragraphs 2~ 

through 25, incJusive, and 42, he trusted Defendants to be telling Plaintiff the truth, 

45 As a result of the foregoing, a fiduciary relationship existed between Defendants 

BERNSTEIN and Plaintiff, and there existed in Plaintiff complete confidence and trust in the 

said Defendants., of which confidence and trust said Defendants were well aware. 

46. Defendants BERNSTEIJ\f accepted the trust which Plaintiff reas.onably placed in 

them. 

47 Through Defendants' willful misrepresentations ~d withholcling of material 

information as to their intentions and the purposes for which Plaintiff's payments were not being 

paid, and through thei.r diversion from Plaintiff of amounts which should have been paid to him, 

Defend.ante;; abused and betrayed Plaintiffs trust and confidence in them, to Plaintiffs grea:t 

detriment, in that he has been deprived of the said amounts due him1 the precise a1nount of which 

cannot be calculated ·without access to Defendants ' books and records, and a full accounting by 

them. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Plaintiffs, jointly and severally, for 

the full amount of moneys due 1n Plaintiff 1.IIlder the terms · of their contract, including agreed-

upon modifications thereof, together with prejudgment and post-judgment interest on said 

amounts, together Yori.th such ot11er and further relief as the Court may deem just and appropriate. 

VJ. CIVIL THEFT 
Against.All Defendants 

48. This is an action for Civil Theft under Chapter 772, Florida Statute8, more 
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specifically §772.11, Fla.Stat<>. 

49. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference, as if fully restated 

herein, preceding·paragraphs l through 24, inclusive. 

50. All funds which Defendants' records will reveal are due to Plaintiff but which have 

been deposited to any of the Defendants' accounts or which have been received by any 

Defendant or diverted by any Defendant to any recipient but Plaintiff are the specific funds to 

wrjch this Count relates. 

51. By refusing to pay io Plaintiff funds due him under their agreement, and by paying 

said sums to them.selves or to others, Defendants have been guilty of criminal theft by 

conversion, which has been and continues to be performed by Defendants with the criniinal 

intent of stealing bis money and depriving him of the possession and use thereof. 

52. Written demand for payment . of all amounts due Plaintiff has been made to 

Defendants, more than 30 days precedjng the filing of this Complaint:, to oo avail. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Plaintiffs,. jointly and severally, for 

three times the full amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the terms of their contract, including 

agreed-upon modifications there.of, together v,ritb prejudgment and post-judgment interest on said 

amounts, and such other remedies as may be awarded Plaintiff w1der other Counts herein, 

together with .such other and further relief as the Court may doom just and appropriate, together 

with such other and further relief as the. Court may deem just and appropriate. 

VIL FRAUD 
(Against All Defendants) 

53. Plaintiff hereby reiterates imd incorporates herein by tefertmce, as if fully restated 
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hereini preceding·paragr.i.phs l through 24, inclusive. 

54. Defendants, v.ritb the intent to defraud Plaintiff by preventing his receipt of moneys 

·due· him from Defendants as commissions, salary, distributions, ex"}}enses, and otherwise, made 

false statements to him and ·withheld material information from him, all as specifically set forth 

in preceding paragraphs 20 through 24 above . 

. 55. At the time said statements were made, Defendants kn~w that they were material and 

false, and that Plaintiff would rely thereon. At the time said material information was ·withheld 

from Plaintiffs, Defendants knew that the information being ·withheld was material, and that the 

withholding of the information would cause Plaintiffto rely on the absence of said information 

56. Defendants intended for Plaintiff to rely on said false statements of material fact and 

to rely on the absence of the material facts which were \.vithheld. 

57. Plaintiff did rely on the false statements and the withholding of material infonnation. 

and was damaged thereby. Through the loss the possession a11d use of moneys due him but 

withheld by Defendants under their scheme to defraud him ofsaid money. 

58. The behavior of Defendants in ~eceiving Plaintiff and in abusing the trust they had 

engendered in Plaintiff: as set forth in preceding paragraphs 42 through 47, wh.icb are 

incorporated herein by reference a.S if expressly restated herein, was io ~.-ilJful and conscious 

disregard of bis rights, and was of such a concerted, premeditated, and outrageous nature as to go 

beyond the.bounds of decency, and constituted rampant fraud. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Piaintiffs, jointly and severally, for 

the full amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the terms of their contract, including agreed

upon modific:ttions thereof, t.ogether with prejudgment and post-judgment interest o~ said 

amoun,ts, together with SU.ch other ~d further relief as the Court may deem just and appropriate. 
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VIII. EQIDTABLE LIEN 

59. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference, as if fully restated 

herein, preceding paragraphs I through 24, inclusive, and paragraphs 54 through 58, inclusive. 

60. The bank accounts into whicb any of the commissions received by Defend.ants as to 

which Plaintiff was to receive a share of oommissioru; received, and the operating accounts and 

other accounts of the corporate Defendants into which said collllllission checks were deposited 

were intended by Defendants and by Plaintiff to be the source out of which Plaintiff would be 

pa.i<L and they therefore were intended to be, and therefore should be, charged by th.is Court with 

the obligation of being the source of all amounts Plaintiff was and is to be paid, including 

amounts not yet paid. 

61. Any and all .other accounts into which were deposited said commissions many part 

thereof, out of which Plaintiff was to be paid, should, out of general considerations of right and 

justice as applied to the relations of the parties and the circumstances of their dealings, be 

charged with the obligation of paying Plaintiff. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Plaintiffs, jointly and severally, fur 

the full amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the tenus of their contract, including agreed

upon modifications thereof, together with prejudgment and post-judgment interest on said 

amountS. · Plaintiff further prays for the Court to deciare and establish an equitable lien in favor 

of Plaintiff on all the accowits described in preceding paragraphs 60 and 61, and for al1 other 

accounts .into which said oommissions have l>een or will be wholly or partly dive!;'ted, an9 on.all 

assets. of Defendants· or third parties which have been purchased wholly or partly with the 
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diversion of said funds due Plaintiff. Plaintiff further prays for such other and further relief .as 

the Court may deem just and appropriate. 

IX. CONTRACT IMPLIED IN LAW 

62. Plaintiff hereby reiterates and incorporates herein by reference, as if fully restated 

herein, preceding paragraphs 1 through 25, inclusive. 

63. By keeping the moneys due Plaintiff Defendants have been unjustly enriched. 

64. By agreeing to permit Defendants to receive, possess and control the paperwork 

revealing oonu:nlssions re.ceived, and by agreeing that Defendants would ~sume the function of 

calculating amoiints due the parties, Plaintiff conferred on Defendants the benefit of controlling 

the disposition of the funds re.ceived, including those due Plaintiff. The Defendants, having 

induced Plaintiff to confer said benefit, knew of the benefit and accepted and retained the benefit 

and abused it to defraud the Plaintiff. 

65. The Circumstances are such that it would be inequitable for the Defendants to retain 

the benefit of the possession and use of funds due Plaintiff 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff pray$ for judgment. th.at there exists a contract implied in law 

with the terms against Defendants descnoed above, and for judgment against all Defendants, 

jointly and severally, for the full amount of moneys due to Plaintiff under the terms of their 

contract, including agreed-upon modifications thereof, together with prejudgment and post

judgroent hfterest on said amounts, together with such other and·further relief as the Court may 

deem just and appropriate. 

X. CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST 
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66. Plaintiff hereby reiterates land incorporates herein by reference, as if fully restated 

herein, preceding paragraphs 1 tbroughj 24, inclusive. 
' 

67. The bank accounts into wi#ch any of the commissions received by Defendants as to 

which Plaintiff was to receive. a share ~f commissions receive4 and the operating accounts and 
j 

other accounts of the corporat.e Defen~ts into which said commission checks were deposited 

I 
were intended by Defendants and by flaintiff to be the source. out of which Plaintiff would be 

paid, and they therefore were intended !to be, and therefore should be, charged by this Cou:rt :with 

the obligation of being the source oi all amounts Plaintiff was and is to be paid, including 
! 

amounts not yet paid. 

68. Any and all other account~ into which were deposited said commissions or any part 
. I 

I 
thereof, out of which Plaintiff was to lf>e paid, should, out of general considerations of right and 

I . 
justice as applied to the relations of the parties and tbe circmnsta!lces of their dealings, be 

charged with the obligation of paying +aintiff . 
. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff pray~ forjudgment against Plaintiffs, jointly and sev{.ntlly, for 

! 

the full amount of moneys due to Plaftiff \J.'9.der the terms of their contract, including agreed~ 

I 
upon modifications thereof, together[ with prtjudgment and post-judgment futerest on said 

amounts. Plaintiff further prays for the Court to declare and establish a constructive trust in 

favor of Plaintiff on all the accounts r escribed in preceding paragraphs 60 and 61 , and for all 

· other accounts into which said commi~sions have been or V\riU be wholly or partly diverted, and 

on all assets of Defendants or third pakes which have been purchased wholly or partly \Vi th the 
I 

,. I . 

diversi~n of said funds due Plaintiff. i Plaintiff further prays for such other and further relief as 

the Cowt may deem jUst and appropri~e. . 
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XL INDEMNIFICATION 

69. ·Plaintiff hereby reiterate~ and incotp0rates herein by reference, as if fullv restat.ed 
I • 
! 

here~ preceding paragraphs 1 throu4 24, inclusive. 

I 
70. 'When Defendants eritefed the arrangement with Plaintiff described in preceding. 

I 
paragraph 13, SIMON BERNSTEitJ, acting for himself. and on behalf of the corporate 

I 

Defendants and TED BERNSTEm, apd for their collective and shared benefit, told Plaintiff th.at 

it would be better for the simplic~ of ildministration, if Plaintiff "'"uld ammge fur all 
I . . 

commissions, paid by insurance cotj:Jpanies for sales of the said product by the Defendatit 
! 

companies, to be paid in the name oJ Plaintiff., even though Plaintiff would ultimately receive 
I 
I 

only 15% thereof. I 

71. Plaintiff: believing ~ representation that thls was being requested soiely to 

simplify bookkeeping and adtninisufon, agreed ID receive all commissions in his own name, 

even though the bulk ·Of each commiJion would become the property of the various Defendants. 

72. Ai the time Deferulonts, ~ugh SIMON BERNSTEIN, represented to Plaintiff dll1I 

the reason fur their request that Plain¢tr receive all commissions solely :in his own ruune ·was for 

administrative simplicity, they knew that they had an ulterior motive in making this request 

Their said motive was thai, in the evr any insurance company whic.h had paid a commission 

for sale of the said product were to re<fuest a full .refund of.the commission on the ground that the 

insurance client or the broker had falsked the· application for 1he policy, Defendants intended to 
' . . 
I 

I . • 

disclaim liability therefo~-, and to avoi~ personal and corporate responsibility for any requests for 

refund of commissioll.s paid, ¢Yen tq.ough ·they collectively have received 85% of each su$ 
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73.. Plaintiff, acting itJ good f~th, did not realize that Defendants were concealing thiS 

motive1 or that such was their motive, and he reasonably relied on their representations as to the 

reason for the request, to bis detriment. ' 

74. As a direct and proximate resuli of the Defendants'' representations, Plaintiff will 

ha.ve nominal full liability for refund of any commissions thus sought to be refunded as described 

in preceding paragraph 72. Such liability creates the certainty that requests for refunds v:,riJl be 

made solely to Plaintiff. even though: Defendant'ii received 83% o.f the commissioll.5.. Such 

disproportionate and unfair liability has been caused by the ·willful misrepresentation b,¥ 

Defendants. 

75. Plaintiff was without fault ih reasonably relying on the said representations. 

76. Defendants were solely at fa.ult in creating the said liability. 

77. There. was a special relationship between Plaintiff and the Defendants, because 

Plaintiff was acting as the nominal ag~nt for Defendants in recciving in bis nar.ne l 00% of the 

commission..<>, making him vicariously liable for the refund of the 85% ()f commissions which 

were retained by Defendants for their own benefit. 

78. Moreover, Defendants hiid ceased to pay Plaintiff any commissions. Instead, as an 

employee he was now receiving a salaI)'. To reflect Plaintiff's successful generation of 

Defendants ' business, Defendants ma.(le Plaintiff's s~ary approximate 15% of the amount of 
. i . 

commissions received. Nonetheless, aS Plaintiff was not receiving any share of commissions per 
! 

se, he should not have his indtmlTI.ifioation limited to 85%, but rather it should be to the full 

100% of all commissions being refunded. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for a Judgment in his favor, and against all Defendari.ts, 

Adjudicating them un!fer an lobiigatio~ to defend, hold· harmles$ and indemnify Plaintiff from 
I . 
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and agajnst refund claims for said commissions, to the extent of 100% thereof, and for such other 

. and further relief as the Court shall deem just and appropriate. 

Peter M. Feaman, P.A. 
3615 W. Boynton Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 

Tel: 561-734-5552 Fax: 561-734-5554 
pfeaman(il.;foaman.law.com 

Kenneth D. Stem, P.A. 
3615 W. Boynton Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 

Te]: 56J-740-l4l3 Fax: 561-734-5554 
kdstern@gmail.com 

By:~ 
~ 

Fla. Bar No. 0244929 
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733.703 ~ - 2012 Florida Statutes - The Florida Senate http://www.flsenate.gov/laws/statutes/2012/0733. 703 

1 of l 

The Florida Senate 

2012 Florida Statutes 
733.703 Form artd manner of presenting claim.-

(1) A creditor shall file a written statement of the claim. No additional 

charge may be imposed by a claimant who files a claim against the estate. 

(2) Within the time allowed bys. 733.702, the personal representative may 

file a proof of claim of all claims he or she has paid or intends to pay. A claimant 

whose claim is listed in a personal representative's proof of claim shall be 

deemed to have filed a statement of the claim listed. Except as provided 

otherwise in this part, the claim shall be treated as if the claimant had filed it. 

History.-s. 1, ch. 74-106; s. 84, ch. 75-220; s. 5, ch. 81-27; S; 5, ch. 85-79; s. 6, 

ch. 89-340; s. 147, ch. 2001 "'.226. 

Note.- Created from formers. 733.16. 

Disclaimer: The information on this system is unverified. The journals or printed bills of the respective chambers shoi.tld be 
consulted for official purposes. 

Copyright© 2000- 2013 State of Florida. 
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. IN THE-CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF FLORIDA, IN AND FOR 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO.: 50 20l2CA0139.33 XXXX(NB) (AA) 

WILLIAM E .. STANSBURY, an individual, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

TED S. BERNSTEIN, an individual, 
·SIMON L. BERNSTEIN, an individual, 
LIC HOLDINGS~ INC., a Florida 
Corporation, ARBITRAGE 
INTERNA TI ON AL MARKETING, LLC, a 
Florida Corporation f/k/a ARBITRAGE 
INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS, LLC., 

Defendants. 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, P.A.'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO WITHDRAW 

Greenberg Traurig, P.A. ("GT") respectfully moves for leave to withdraw as counsel for 

.. .. :.· 

Defendants Ted S. Bernstein, LIC Holdings, Inc. and A_rbitrage International Marketing, LLC / 

f/k/a Arbitrage International Holdings, LLC (the "Defendants") and in support 1of its motion, GT 

states as follows: 

1. GT has served as counsel for the Defendants in this case. 

2. However, irreconcilable conflicts have arisen between GT and the Defendants, 

which preclude GT from effectively representing the Defendants. 

3. GT has attempted to resolve the conflict and has notified the Defendants of its 

intention to withdraw ffom the representation if the conflict could not be· resolvcid. 

4. Unfortunately, GT has been unable to resolve the conflict. 

FTL 109102998v1141289.010100 

Greenberg Traurig, P.A. • Attorneys at Law • 401 'East Las Olas Boulevard . • Suite 20o"O • Fort Lauderdale. FL 33301 • Tel 954.765.0500 • Fax 954.765.1477 • www:gtlaw.com 
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CASE NO.: 50 2012CAOl3933 XXXX(NB)(AA) 
Greenberg Traurig, P.A. ~s 

Motionf<;>rleave to Withdraw 

WHEREFORE, GT respectfully requests leave · to Withdraw as counse~ of record for the 

Defendants in this matter, to be relieved of all further responsibility in this m~tter and for such 

other and further relief the Court deemsjust and proper. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, P.A. 
401 East Las Olas Boulevard 
St1ite 2000 
Ft. Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
Telephone: (954) 768-5201 
Telefax: (954 765-1477 

I . 
homeys for Ted S. Bernstein, Lit 

Holdings, Inc. and Arbitrage International 
Marketing, LLC f/k/a Arbitrage 

. International Holdings, LLC 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

WE HEREBY .CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the has been sent via e-mail to: 

Peter M. Fearnan, Esq.(pfearnan@fearnanlaw.com), 
Kenneth D. Stem, Esq.(kdstem@gmail.com), 
3615 W. Boynton Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 

Ted S. Bernstein 
LIC Holdings, Inc. 
Arbitrage International Marketing, LLC 
950 Peninsula Corporate Circle 
Suite.3010 
Boca Raton, FL 33487 

on this ~~arch, 2013. 

FTL 109102998v1 141289.010100 

JO 
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WILLIAM E. STANSBURY, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

TED S. BERNSTEIN; SIMON BERNSTEIN; 

LIC HOLDINGS, INC.; and ARBITRAGE 
INTERNATIONAL MANAGEMENT, LLC, 

f/k/a ARBITRAGE INTERNATIONAL 
HOLDINGS, LLC. 

Defendants. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 

15 TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO: 50 2012 CA 013933 MB AA 

~ ' ~ 
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NOTICE OF HEARING 
(Motion Calendar - per order of Court) 

...,,_ 
~~ 
; 

m 
CJ ..•. " 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned attorney for Plaintiff, WILLIAM 

STANSBURY, has called up for hearing the following matter: 

Matter: 

Date: 

Time: 

Place: 

CASE STATUS CONFERENCE 

Tuesday, April 9, 2013 

8:45 a.m. 

Honorable Glenn D. Kelley 
Courtroom 11 A 
Palm Beach County Circuit Court 
205 No. Dixie Highway 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 

' 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and foregoing has been forwarded via e-mail at 
mrmlaw@comcast.net; and mrmlawl@gmail.com to Mark R. Manceri, Esq., Mark R. Mauceri, 

P.A., Attorney for Donald Tescher and Robert Spallina as Co-Personal Representatives, 2929 E. 
Commercial Blvd. , Suite 702, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308; and via U.S. Mail to Ted S. Bernstein, 
LIC Holdings, Inc. and Arbitrage International Management, LLC, 950 Peninsula Corp Circle, 
Suite 3010, Boca Raton, FL 33487, on this~a~y of March, 2013. 

cc: Judicial Assistant to Hon. Glenn Kelley 

PETER M. FEAMAN, P.A. 
3615 W. Boynton Beach Blvd. 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 

Tel: 561-734-5552 

Fax: 561-734-5554 

pfeaman@feamanlaw.com 

By: PflLJ;,,9~ 
Peter M. Feaman 
Florida Bar No.: 0260347 

"If you are a person with a disability who needs any accommodation in order 
to participate in this proceeding, you are entitled, at no cost to you, to the 
provision of certain assistance. Please contact Germaine English, Americans 
with Disabilities Act Coordinator, Palm Beach County Courthouse, 205 North 
Dixie Highway West Palm Beach, Florida 33401; telephone number (561) 355 
4380 at least 7 days before your scheduled court appearance, or immediately 
upon receiving this notification if the time before the scheduled appearance is 
less than 7 days; if you are hearing or voice impaired, call 711." 

"Si usted es una persona minusvalida que necesita algun acomodamiento para 
poder participar en este procedimiento, usted tiene derecho, sin tener gastos 
propios, a que se le provea cierta ayuda. Tenga la amabilidad de ponerse en 
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contacto con Germaine English, 205 N. Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, 

Florida 33401; telefono mimero (561) 355-4380, por lo menos 7 dias antes de la 

cita fijada para su comparecencia en los tribunales, o inmediatamente despues 

de recibir esta notificacion si el tiempo antes de la comparecencia que se ha 
programado es menos de 7 dias; si usted tiene discapacitacion del oido o de la 
voz, name al 711." 

"Si ou se yon moun ki enfim ki bezwen akomodasyon pou w ka patisipe nan 
pwosedi sa, ou kalifye san ou pa gen okenn lajan pou w peye, gen pwovizyon 
pou jwen kek ed. Tanpri kontakte Germaine English, koodonate pwogram 
Lwa pou ameriken ki Enfim yo nan Tribinal Konte Palm Beach Ia ki nan 205 

North Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida 33401; telefon Ji se (561) 355 
4380 nan 7 jou anvan dat ou gen randevou pou paret nan tribinal la, oubyen 
imedyatman apre ou fin resevwa konvokasyon an si le ou gen pou w paret nan 
tribinal Ia mwens ke 7 jou; si ou gen pwoblem pou w tande oubyen pale, rele 
711." 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE lSTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF FLORIDA, IN AND FOR 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO.: 50 2012CA013933 XX XX MB AA 

WILLIAM E. STANSBURY, an individual, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

TED S. BERNSTEIN, an individual, 
SIMON L. BERNSTEfN, an individual, 
LIC HOLDINGS, INC., a Florida 
Corporation,- ARBITRAGE 
INTERNATIONAL MARKETING, LLC, a 
Florida Corporation £'k/a ARBITRAGE 
INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS, LLC., 

Defendants. 
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MOTION FOR LEAVE TO WITHDRAW AND DIRECTING 
CLERK TO UPDATE FILE WITH NEW CONTACT INFORMATION 
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THIS CAUSE having come before the Court on Greenberg Traurig's Motion for Leave to 

Withdraw (the "Motion) as counsel for Defendants Ted S. Bernstein, LIC Holdings, Inc. and 

Arbitrage International Marketing, LLC £1k/a Arbitrage International Holdings, LLC (the 

"Defendants"), and the Court having reviewed the motion, heard argument, and being otherwise 

fully advised in the premises, it is hereby 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED 

1. That the Motion is GRANTED. 

2. Greenberg Traurig, P.A. and its lawyers who have made an appearance on behalf 

· of the Defendants, are hereby relieved of all further responsibility for the representation of 

Defendants Ted S. Bernstein, LIC Holdings, Inc. and Arbitrage International Marketing, LLC 

Copies furnished by mall 
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Order On Greenberg Traurig, P.A. 's 

Motion/or Leave to Withdraw 

f/k/a Arbitrage International Holdings, LLC in this case effective the date below. 

3. The Clerk of the Court is hereby directed to remove the law firm of Greenberg 

Traurig, P.A., Jon L. Swergold, Esq. and Kristina L. Arnsdorff, Esq. (aka Krisitina L. Ciaffi, 

Esq.) as counsel of record for Defendants. 

4. Until further notice, all pleadings and papers filed or served in this case shall be 

sent to the following address: 

Ted S. Bernstein 
LIC Holdings, Inc. 
Arbitrage International Marketing, LLC 
950 Peninsula Corporate Circle 
Suite 3010 
Boca Raton, FL 33487 

5. Defendants shall have::? 0 days to obtain new counsel. 

6. 

DONE AND ORDERED at West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida this A~ 

day of March, 2013. 

Hon. enn Ke ey, ircmt u ge 

Copies furnished: see following page 
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CASE NO.: 50 2012CA013933 XXXX(NB) (AA) 
Order On Greenberg Traurig, P.A. 's 

Motion for Leave to Withdraw 

Jon Swergold, Esq., Greenberg Traurig, P.A., 401 E. Las Olas Blvd., Suite 200, Ft. Lauderdale, FL 
33301 (swergoldj@gtlaw.com/) 

Jason H. Okleshen, Esq., Greenberg Traurig, P.A., 777 So. Flagler Dr., Suite 300 E,.West Pam Beach, FL 
33401 (okleshenj@gtlaw.com) 

Peter M. Feaman, Esq., and Kenneth D. Stem, Esq., 3615 W. Boynton Beach Blvd., Boynton Beach, FL 
33436.(pfeaman@feamanlaw.com and kdstern@gmail.com) 

Mark R. Manceri, Esq., Mark R. Manceri, P.A., 2929 E. Commercial Blvd., Suite 702, Ft. Lauderdale, FL 
33308 (mrmlaw@comcast.net and mrmlawl@gmail.com) 

Ted S. Bernstein, LIC Holdings, Inc., Arbitrage Marketing, LLC, 950 Peninsula Corporate Circle, Suite 
3010, Boca Raton, FL 33487 




