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I 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

NOTICE OF MOTION 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the accompanying affirmation; Pro Se1 Petitioner Eliot 

Ivan Bernstein will move this Court before the Honorable Judge Martin H. Colin, Circuit Judge, 

1 Pleadings in this case are being filed by Plaintiff In Propria Persona, wherein pleadings are to be considered 
without regard to technicalities. Propria, pleadings are not to be held to the same high standards of perfection as 
practicing lawyers. See Haines v. Kerner 92 Set 594, also See Power 914 F2d 1459 (11th Cir1990), also See Hulsey v. 
Ownes 63 F3d 354 (5th Cir 1995). also See In Re: HALL v. BELLMON 935 F.2d 1106 (10th Cir. 1991)." 
In Puckett v. Cox, it was held that a pro-se pleading requires less stringent reading than one drafted by a lawyer 
(456 F2d 233 (1972 Sixth Circuit USCA). Justice Black in onley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41at48 (1957)"The Federal 

Mo d More 



at the South County Courthouse, 200 West Atlantic Ave., Delray Beach, FL 33401 , at a date and 

time to be determined by the Court, for an order to; 

(I) ORDER ALL DOCUMENTS BOTH CERTIFIED AND VERIFIED REGARDING 

ESTATES OF SHIRLEY AND SIMON (SIMON'S DOCUMENT ARE 

REQUESTED AS IT RELATES TO SIDRLEY'S ALLEGED CHANGES IN 

BENEFICIARIES) BE SENT TO ELIOT AND ms CIDLDREN IMMEDIATELY 

IN PREPARATION FOR THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING ORDERED BY THIS 

COURT 

(II) FOLLOW UP ON SEPTEMBER 13, 2013 HEARING AND CLARIFY AND SET 

STRAIGHT THE RECORD 

(III) COMPEL FOR IMMEDIATE, EMERGENCY RELIEF!!!, INTERIM 

DISTRIBUTIONS AND FAMILY ALLOWANCE FOR ELIOT, CANDICE & 

THEIR THREE MINOR CHILDREN DUE TO ADMITTED AND 

ACKNOWLEDGED FRAUD BY FIDUCIARIES OF THE ESTATE OF SIDRLEY 

AND ALLEGED CONTINUED EXTORTION 

(IV) CORRECT AND DETERMINE THE BENEFICIARIES OF THE ESTATE 

BASED ON PRIOR CLOSING OF THE ESTATE THROUGH FRAUD ON THE 

COURT BY USING FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTS SIGNED BY SIMON WIDLE 

Rules rejects the approach that pleading is a game of ski ll in which one misstep by counsel may be decisive to the 
outcome and accept the principle that the purpose of pleading is to facilitate a proper decision on the merits." 
According to Rule 8{f) FRCP and the State Court rule w ·ch holds that all pleadings shall be construed to do 
substantial justice. 



HE WAS DEAD AND POSITED BY SIMON IN TIDS COURT WHEN HE WAS 

DEAD AS PART OF A LARGER FRAUD ON THE ESTATE BENEFICIARIES 

(V) ASSIGN NEW PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND ESTATE COUNSEL TO 

THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY FOR BREACHES OF FIDUCIARY DUTIES AND 

TRUST, VIOLATIONS OF PROFESSIONAL ETIDCS, VIOLATIONS OF LAW, 

INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ADMITTED AND ACKNOWLEDGED 

FRAUD, ADMITTED AND ACKNOWLEDGED FRAUD ON THE COURT, 

ALLEGED FORGERY, INSURANCE FRAUD, REAL PROPERTY FRAUD AND 

MORE 

(VI) FOR GUARDIAN AD LITUM FOR THE CIDLDREN OF TED, P. SIMON, 

IANTONI AND FRIEDSTEIN AND ASSIGN A TRUSTEE AD LITUM FOR TED 

FOR CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, CONVERSION AND MORE 

(VII) RECONSIDER AND RESCIND ORDER ISSUED BY THIS COURT "ORDER ON 

NOTICE OF EMERGENCY MOTION TO FREEZE ASSETS" ON SEPTEMBER 

24TH FOR ERRORS AND MORE AND 

(VIII) RECONSIDER AND RESCIND ORDER ISSUED BY TIDS COURT "AGREED 

ORDER TO REOPEN THE ESTATE AND APPOINT SUCCESSOR PERSONAL 

REPRESENTATIVES" ON SEPTEMBER 24TH FOR ERRORS AND MORE 

and such other relief as the Court may find just and proper, including but not limited to, Your 

Honor reviewing all prior motions and petitions, forcing respondents to respond to each and 

reviewing ALL PRIOR RELIEFS reques ed, in light of the EMERGENCIES evidenced 

0 
nd More 



herein. That due to extraordinary circumstances defined herein that will cause an immediate 

lights out situation on Petitioner's family, including three minor children who are 

Beneficiaries of the estate, due to Admitted and Acknowledged Forgeries and Fraud by the 

alleged Personal Representatives and their Licensed Notary Public, Kimberly Moran 

("Moran") submitted to the Florida Governor's Office Notary Public Investigations Division 

regarding documents of the estate filed with this Court, Petitioner requests this Court not wait 

for the now scheduled Evidentiary Hearing on October 28, 2013 but instead act on its own 

motion immediately to stop these now LIFE THREATENING EMERGENCIES and to 

stop further crimes from being committed and order EMERGENCY RELIEF AND 

PROTECTION to the Beneficiaries to curtail an attempted Extortion of Petitioner, as 

described herein. Note that the ADMITTED FRAUD AND FORGERIES OF 

DOCUMENTS WAS SUBMITTED AS PART OF FRAUD ON TIDS COURT 

DIRECTLY TO TIDS COURT and therefore these Admitted and Acknowledged Felony 

crimes detailed herein have been committed directly against this Court in addition to 

Petitioner, Beneficiaries and Interested Parties. This Court should therefore take immediate 

Judicial Notice of the facts contained herein, including but not limited to, Admitted and 

Acknowledged Forgeries and Fraud and take immediate corrective me s 

Dated: Palm Beach County, FL 

O/~(O , 2013 



To: 

Respondents sent US Mail and Email 

Robert L. Spallina, Esq. 
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(I) MOTION TO ORDER ALL DOCUMENTS BOTH CERTIFIED AND VERIFIED 

REGARDING ESTATES OF SHIRLEY AND SIMON (SIMON'S DOCUMENT 

ARE REQUESTED AS IT RELATES TO SHIRLEY'S ALLEGED CHANGES IN 

BENEFICIARIES) BE SENT TO ELIOT AND ms CHILDREN IMMEDIATELY 

IN PREPARATION FOR THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING ORDERED BY THIS 

COURT 

(II) MOTION TO FOLLOW UP ON SEPTEMBER 13, 2013 HEARING AND 

CLARIFY AND SET STRAIGHT THE RECORD 

(Ill) MOTION TO COMPEL FOR IMMEDIATE, EMERGENCY RELIEF!!!, 

INTERIM DISTRIBUTIONS AND FAMILY ALLOWANCE FOR ELIOT, 

CANDICE & THEIR THREE MINOR CHILDREN DUE TO ADMITTED AND 

ACKNOWLEDGED FRAUD BY FIDUCIARIES OF THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY 

AND ALLEGED CONTINUED EXTORTION 

(IV) MOTION TO CORRECT AND DETERMINE THE BENEFICIARIES OF THE 

ESTATE BASED ON PRIOR CLOSING OF THE ESTATE THROUGH FRAUD 

ON THE COURT BY USING FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTS SIGNED BY 

SIMON wmLE HE WAS DEAD AND POSITED BY SIMON IN TIDS COURT 

WHEN HE WAS DEAD ASP ART OF A LARGER FRAUD ON THE ESTATE 

BENEFICIARIES 

(V) MOTION TO ASSIGN NEW PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND ESTATE 

COUNSEL TO THE ESTATE OE SIDRLEY FOR BREACHES OF FIDUCIARY 

M nd More 



DUTIES AND TRUST, VIOLATIONS OF PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 

VIOLATIONS OF LAW, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ADMITTED 

AND ACKNOWLEDGED FRAUD, ADMITTED AND ACKNOWLEDGED 

FRAUD ON THE COURT, ALLEGED FORGERY, INSURANCE FRAUD, REAL 

PROPERTY FRAUD AND MORE 

(VI) MOTION FOR GUARDIAN AD LITUM FOR THE CHILDREN OF TED, P. 

SIMON, IANTONI AND FRIEDSTEIN AND ASSIGN A TRUSTEE AD LITUM 

FOR TED FOR CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, CONVERSION AND MORE 

(VII) MOTION TO RECONSIDER AND RESCIND ORDER ISSUED BY THIS COURT 

"ORDER ON NOTICE OF EMERGENCY MOTION TO FREEZE ASSETS" ON 

SEPTEMBER 24TH FOR ERRORS AND MORE AND 

(VIII) MOTION TO RECONSIDER AND RESCIND ORDER ISSUED BY THIS COURT 

"AGREED ORDER TO REOPEN THE ESTATE AND APPOINT SUCCESSOR 

PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES" ON SEPTEMBER 24TH FOR ERRORS AND 

MORE 

1. That Eliot requests the Court add Mark R. Manceri, Esq. ("MANCERl"), Mark R. 

Manceri, P.A. ("MRM"), Pamela Beth Simon ("P. SIMON"), Jill Marla Iantoni 

("TANTON!"), Lisa Sue Friedstein ("FRIEDSTEIN"), as new Respondents in each 

capacity listed in the Notice of Motion heading and add each grandchild of SIMON and 

SHIRLEY separately as Beneficiaries/Interested Party Respondents. 

2. That for Judicial Economies of Scale and to reduce costs being billed to the estate for these 

proceedings and thus possibly to the eneficiaries, Eliot Ivan Bernstein ("ELIOT") 



requests that the following several Motions be allowed in one pleading that defies possible 

conventions of the Court in page limits or any other limits to number of Motions included 

in one pleading, by accepting this Motion and not forcing ELIOT to file a number of 

separate motions to conform to any Court limits that would cost in extra paper, mailing, 

service, etc. 

3. That due to the number of alleged crimes being committed by the fiduciaries in these 

matters and the numerous amount of LIES told at the September 13, 2013 hearing 

("Hearing") evidenced herein this Motion may also be lengthy as it is hard to fit this many 

alleged crimes and lies into a limited few pages being a Pro Se Litigant2 unskilled in the art 

of legalese. This Court should admonish those Attorneys at Law that attempt to discredit 

ELIOT'S pleadings or ELIOT personally for page length or other such nonsense in 

attempts to evade the facts and evidence in each Petition against them for their crimes 

admitted to already before this Court and investigators and those they are responsible for 

alleged herein. 

PRIOR UNANSWERED PETITIONS IN THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY BY 
RESPONDENTS 

4. That upon learning of a variety of alleged crimes being perpetrated in the estates of Simon 

L. Bernstein ("SIMON") and Shirley Bernstein ("SHIRLEY"), ELIOT filed the following 

2 
Pleadings in this case are being filed by Plaintiff In Propria Persona, wherein pleadings are to be considered 

without regard to technicalities. Propria, pleadings are not to be held to the same high standards of perfection as 
practicing lawyers. See Haines v. Kerner 92 Set 594, also See Power 914 F2d 1459 (11th Cir1990), also See Hulsey v. 
Ownes 63 F3d 354 (5th Cir 1995). also See In Re: HALL v. BELLMON 935 F.2d 1106 (10th Cir. 1991)." 
In Puckett v. Cox, it was held that a pro-se pleading requires less stringent reading than one drafted by a lawyer 
(456 F2d 233 (1972 Sixth Circuit USCA). Justice Black in Conley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41 at 48 (1957)"The Federal 
Rules rejects the approach that pleading is a game of skill in which one misstep by counsel may be decisive to the 
outcome and accept the principle that the purpose o pleading is to facilitate a proper decision on the merits." 
According to Rule B(f) FRCP and the State Court rul hi h holds that all pleadings shall be construed to do 
substantial justice. 



Petitions and Motions with this Court, which remain unanswered by any of the served 

parties and this Court: 

1. May 6, 2013 ELIOT filed Docket #23 an "EMERGENCY PETITION TO: FREEZE 

ESTA TE ASSETS, APPOINT NEW PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES, 

INVESTIGATE FORGED AND FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED TO 

THIS COURT AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES, RESCIND SIGNATURE 

OF ELIOT BERNSTEIN IN ESTA TE OF SHIRLEY BERNSTEIN AND MORE" 

("Petition l "). 

1. www.iviewit.tv/20130506PetitionFreezeEstates.pdf 15th Judicial Florida 

Probate Court and 

11. www.iviewit.tv/20 l 305 l 2MotionRehearReopenObstruction.pdf US District 

Court Pages 156-582 

it. May 29, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #28 "RENEWED EMERGENCY PETITION" 

("Petition 2") 

i. www.iviewit.tv/20 l 30529RenewedEmergencyPetitionSIMON .pdf 

iii. June 26, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #31 "MOTION TO: CONSIDER IN 

ORDINARY COURSE THE EMERGENCY PETITION TO FREEZE EST A TE 

ASSETS, APPOINT NEW PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES, INVESTIGATE 

FORGED AND FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED TO THIS COURT 

AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES, RESCIND SIGNATURE OF ELIOT 

BERNSTEIN IN ESTATE OF SHIRLEY BERNSTEIN AND MORE FILED BY 

PETITIONER" ("Petition 3") 

i. www.iviewit.tv/20130626MotionReconsider0rdinaryCourseSIMON .pdf 

iv. July 15, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #32 "MOTION TO RESPOND TO THE 

PETITIONS BY THE RESPONDENTS" ("Petition 4") 

i. www.iviewit.tv/20 I 30714MotionRespondPetitionSIMON.pdf 

v. July 24, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #33 "MOTION TO REMOVE PERSONAL 

REPRESENTATIVES" for insurance fraud and more. ("Petition 5") 

1. www.iviewit.tv/20130724 IMONMotionRemovePR. df 

mpel and More 



v1. August 28, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #TBD "NOTICE OF MOTION FOR: 

INTERIM DISTRIBUTION FOR BENEFICIARIES NECESSARY LIVING 

EXPENSES, FAMILY ALLOWANCE, LEGAL COUNSEL EXPENSES TO BE 

PAID BY PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND REIMBURSEMENT TO 

BENEFICIARIES SCHOOL TRUST FUNDS" ("Petition 6") 

i. www.iviewit.tv/20 l 30828MotionFamilyAllowanceSHIRLEY .pdf 

vii. September 04, 2013, ELIOT filed Docket #TBD "NOTICE OF EMERGENCY 

MOTION TO FREEZE ESTA TES OF SIMON BERNSTEIN DUE TO ADMITTED 

AND ACKNOWLEDGED NOTARY PUBLIC FORGERY, FRAUD AND MORE 

BY THE LAW FIRM OF TESCHER & SPALLINA, P.A., ROBERT SPALLINA 

AND DONALD TESCHER ACTING AS ALLEGED PERSONAL 

REPRESENTATIVES AND THEIR LEGAL ASSIST ANT AND NOTARY 

PUBLIC, KIMBERLY MORAN: MOTION FOR INTERIM DISTRIBUTION DUE 

TO EXTORTION BY ALLEGED PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND 

OTHERS; MOTION TO STRIKE THE MOTION OF SPALLINA TO REOPEN 

THE ESTATE OF SHIRLEY; CONTINUED MOTION FOR REMOVAL OF 

ALLEGED PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND ALLEGED SUCCESSOR 

TRUSTEE. ("Petition 7") 

www.iviewit.tv/20130904M otionFreezeEstatesSHIRLEYDue ToAdm ittedNotary 

Fraud.pdf . 

BACKGROUND UPDATE 

THE POST MORTEM CHANGES TO SIMON AND SHIRLEY'S BENEFICIARIES -
GANG OF TWO BECOMES GANG OF FOUR 

5. That due to Admitted and Acknowledged felony criminal acts in documents in the estate of 

SI-IlRLEY, the Admitted and Acknowledged felony criminal acts in Fraud on the Court 

using a dead persons as if alive and more, th ackground of this Motion is now slightly 

/) 
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different from that in Petition 1 and thus an update is necessary in light of these remarkable 

events. 

6. That with the admission of Fraud, Forgery, Fraud on the Court and by estate counsel, their 

notary public and others, described and evidenced further herein, a bigger picture of crimes 

unfolds and may explain to this Court the who and how and most importantly the why of 

all the crimes alleged herein and in Petitions 1-7 that emanate from these initial crimes. 

Therefore, the following background update supplements the background in Petition 1, that 

was quite lengthy but updates those parts that change now with the admissions of these 

crimes versus just being alleged at that time in Petition 1. 

7. That SIMON and SHIRLEY were one of the happiest and most loving couples on earth 

and they gave four of their five children everything from the moment they hit it big in 

1970's, maybe too much. 

8. That one child, ELIOT, when they hit the big time rejected the big house, chauffeured 

limousine to school, free ride in college paid for by mom and dad, etc., as he wanted to be 

like his father, a self-made man, who made it on his own and built his own castle for his 

own bride, as SIMON had done with SillRLEY. In his teens SIMON was forced to work 

when his father died leaving his mother and sister at the time without a breadwinner and a 

brotherlO years older at war and so he became the head of the household. 

9. From nothing SIMON and SillRLEY built a large estate through SIMON'S sales in life 

insurance for high net worth individuals and large corporations, one of the most successful 

careers in the industry and he was an innovator in complex insurance trusts such as 

VEBA' S and ARBITRAGE LIFE, both highly sophisticated insurance funding vehicles he 

invented that he sold hundreds of mil ions of dollar of premium through. 

0 



10. That in 2012 SIMON considered changing his and his deceased love SIURLEY'S long 

standing estate beneficiaries from three of five of their children, ELIOT, JANTONJ & 

FRIEDSTEIN to his ten grandchildren to end disputes with his four other children that 

were killing him emotionally and physically. 

11. That Theodore Stuart Bernstein ("TED") and P. SIMON were disinherited from the estates 

prior in 2000 and 2008, not just because they received the family businesses worth millions 

and ELIOT, !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEJN did not but ELIOT also alleges that they 

remained out of the estates until the end due to their pathetic and cruel behavior towards 

SIMON and SHIRLEY in the waning years of their lives to the day they died. 

12. That the rift between P. SIMON and her parents began several years prior to SHIRLEY'S 

death when a transfer of companies between P. SIMON, her husband David B. Simon ("D. 

SIMON") and SIMON went wrong and SIMON felt that they did not honor their buyout 

terms and this dispute lasted until the day SIMON died. That in earlier estate plans 

allegedly done in 2000 by Proskauer Rose, LLP ("PROSKAUER")3
, evidenced in Petition 

I, "EXHIBIT 6 - PROSKAUER ROSE INSERTED EXHIBIT I OF WILL OF SIMON L. 

BERNSTEIN," P. SIMON and her lineal descendants were already disinherited for 

compensation received. 

3 "U.S. justices divided in Allen Stanford Ponzi scheme case" Monday, October 07, 2013 5:07 p.m. EDT, WHTC 
http://whtc.com/news/articles/2013/oct/07 /us-justices-divided-in-allen-stanford-ponzi-scheme-case/ 

and 

"Receiver Seeks $1.8 B From Stanford's Lawyers" By RYAN ABBOTI, Courthouse News Service, Friday, February 03, 
2012 
http://www.courthousenews.com/2012/02/03/43609.htm 

Where SIMON and SHIRLEY had two lawsuits agains Stanford for approximately two million dollars lost in the 
Stanford Ponzi on bogus Certificates of Deposit an here TED brought SIMON into Stanford. 



13. That P. SIMON and D. SIMON started an isolation of SIMON and SHIRLEY and 

withheld their child depriving her from her grandparents, using her to torture and punish 

them if they did not put them back in the estate plans. In the 2008 estate plans, SIMON 

and SHIRLEY did not put P. SIMON back in and then allegedly in 2012 SIMON did 

allegedly make changes but that will evidenced herein to be part of a post mortem fraud to 

change the beneficiaries, yet even if the changes were legitimate they still excluded P. 

SIMON from the estates. 

14. That immediately after SHIRLEY died, TED and P. SIMON both ceased seeing SIMON 

almost entirely, after learning from Tescher & Spallina, P.A. ("TSPA"), Donald Tescher 

("TESCHER") and Robert Spallina ("SPALLINA") that TED had also been disinherited 

both because he got companies of he and SIMON'S worth millions and his pathetic 

behavior immediately prior to SHIRLEY' S death and until the day SIMON died. TED 

was disinherited out of the estates in 2008 along with P. SIMON and their lineal 

descendants and were enraged that they got the family businesses and nothing else and 

were disinherited. 

15. That TED and P. SIMON, after SHJRLEY' S death recruited and induced !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN and their children to join the isolation of SIMON and deprive him of their 

children too, now not only because of TED and P. SIMON'S anger over being disinherited 

for compensation received while their parents were alive but now it was claimed that their 

assault on SIMON was due to his companion Maritza Rivero Puccio ("MARITZA"). 

16. That once the four of them joined together, like a gang of pack wolves they began preying 

on SIMON, precluding their children, and ALL OF THEM, from seeing or contacting 

SIMON almost entirely from the day HJRLEY died on December 08, 20 I 0 until the day 



SIMON died on September 13, 2012. In the year and half from SHIRLEY to SIMON'S 

death his four other children barely seeing or talking to him and when they did it was full 

of "piss and vinegar." Demanding SIMON to change the beneficiaries of his and 

SHIRLEY'S estates and stop seeing his companion MARITZA, or else, further isolation 

and deprivation, a cruel and unusual punishment to a man suffering the loss of the love of 

his life, the man who gave them everything. 

17. That this extortion of SIMON to meet their demands or else lose four of his five children 

and seven often grandchildren was devastating to SIMON, see Petition I for more details 

of this behavior that parallels elder abuse, for this broke SIMON' S heart, which already 

was pretty beaten physically from heart disease and love sickened at his recent loss of 

SHIRLEY and this added stress easily could have killed him. 

18. That when ELIOT would not join the gangbang when approached with the idea, they 

stopped seeing and talking to ELIOT too, not that ELIOT talked to them much anyway 

prior. ELIOT had stopped talking with TED years earlier for his acts in business against 

ELIOT and ELIOT'S friends who worked for TED (who later also disowned TED) and 

ELIOT washed his hands of TED back in college when they ceased doing business 

together. 

19. That ELIOT washed his hands of P. SIMON years earlier when he was 30 over bad 

business dealings, when P. SIMON began to run the businesses and began failing to pay 

ELIOT according to contracts and moved to push him out of the family business and sued 

ELIOT in this same courthouse, as evidenced in Petition 1. ELIOT then quit selling for the 

family businesses because P. SIMON had offended ELIOT, ELIOT'S friends who worked 

for him and ELIOT'S clients htt .htm , due to her 



bad business practices and ELIOT then left to work for Rock-It Cargo USA, a company 

that moves entertainment performers and their gear worldwide and never returned to 

selling insurance. 

20. That ELIOT did not work for SIMON or P. SIMON'S companies ever and had his own 

businesses with his friends started in college in their dorm and then moving thousands of 

miles away from the Chicago family business to California and worked from his garage 

with his college buddies, whilst TED and P. SIMON worked for SIMON in palatial offices 

and basically counted SIMON' S money and money from ELIOT'S sales, as ELIOT was 

their top salesman year after year. SIMON hired P. SIMON' S husband, D. SIMON and 

his brother A. SIMON to work in the offices as legal counsel for his companies' right of 

college. 

21. That ELIOT remained close to his father after the death of SHIRLEY, as with the love 

birds that they were, he worried for the health of SIMON in her absence and never before 

had ELIOT witnessed his father in such pain, until the pain that was heaped upon that by 

this isolation torture. SIMON visited SHIRLEY at her burial site after she passed every 

day that he was in Boca Raton, FL to his death, just hard to find lovers like that in this day 

and age. 

22. That ELIOT was confronted by three of TED'S children who were sent to tell ELIOT that 

he and his children were enabling SIMON to see MARITZA by their visiting SIMON and 

MARITZA weekly, as this was allegedly enabling SIMON to continue his relationship 

with MARITZA. They wanted ELIOT to stop seeing SIMON and deny his children their 

Zeida aka Grandpa and join the "TOUG OVE" pogrom on his father and join the 

I 
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gangbang to force him to stop seeing MARITZA, who they alleged was stealing all his 

money and according to TED, MARITZA had robbed SHIRLEY and SIMON and more. 

23. That ELIOT was appalled by learning that all other children and grandchildren were part of 

this isolation and deprivation torture on SIMON, especially since some of the 

grandchildren were adults with their own minds. ELIOT stated to TED'S children when 

asked to join the gang, that what they were doing to SIMON was killing him and making 

him sad, depressed and physically weak. SIMON had a heart condition where this 

torturous stress could kill him and ELIOT told TED'S children to tell his brother TED that 

he was insane, as more fully described in Petition 1, Exhibit 1, where TED states bizarrely 

when confronted with this psychotic boycott of his father that gave him the world, in an 

email to ELIOT when confronted with the abuse of their father, 

From: Ted Bernstein 
[ mailto:TBernstein@I ifeinsuranceconcepts.com] 
Sent: Saturday, April 07, 2012 11:45 AM 
To: Eliot Ivan Bernstein 
Subject: RE: passover 

Eliot, 

Although I normally do not like to have these discussions via 
email, it does seem important to say this in a way that is 
documented in the record. None of this is directed at any person, in 
particular, and can be shared with anyone you feel is necessary. 
What follows is simply intended to be a roadmap. My primary 
family is Deborah and our four children. They come first, before 
anything and anyone. The family I was born into is no 
longer, that is just a fact, it is not a matter of opinion, 
it just is. [emphasis added] 

24. That on May 10, 20 I 2 SIMON called for a meeting with his five children and SP ALLINA 

& TESCHER, to discuss the idea ofE JOT, IANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN giving up their 

M 



inheritances in both estates and splitting it instead with the ten grandchildren to resolve 

disputes with SIMON and his other children. 

25. That SPALLINA stated first at the meeting, that against his advice, SIMON was 

attempting to resolve disputes over his estate raised by TED and P. SIMON who had been 

disinherited entirely from the estates, as they had already been compensated with family 

businesses while SIMON and SHIRLEY were alive but now wanted back into the estate 

plans and also to resolve the MARITZA disputes with his other four children. Basically, if 

their extortive demands were met the ban of SIMON would be lifted and it appeared they 

would not stop the torture unless SIMON conceded to their demands. SP ALLINA then 

stated that this seemed the only way to solve for these disputes or words to that effect. 

26. That in May of2012, ELIOT was unaware of what his inheritance was in SHIRLEY' S 

estate and that he was even a beneficiary, as estate counsel, TSP A, TESCHER & 

SPALLINA, secreted this information from him for approximately 17 months after 

SHIRLEY died and failed to send him any accountings, any inventories or anything at all 

as required by law and many of these documents still remain suppressed and denied from 

ELIOT since the time that SHIRLEY passed on December 08, 2010, to the May 10, 2012 

meeting, to SIMON'S death on September 13, 2012, to present. 

27. That when SIMON called ELIOT to inform him of the meeting to resolve the disputes with 

his other children, stating ELIOT was a beneficiary and therefore had to be at the meeting, 

ELIOT was surprised to learn he was beneficiary of SHIRLEY'S estate. 

28. That SIMON too was surprised that ELIOT did not know of his inheritance and had not 

received documents from TSPA, TESCHER & SP ALLINA regarding his inheritance. 

SIMON advised ELIOT to demand the ocuments from TSPA, TESCHER & SPALLINA 

of 2,20 



at the meeting and nothing would go into effect from the meeting until ELIOT had a 

chance to review the documents he was to have been given already by law and knew 

exactly what he was going to be waiving his rights and interests in if the changes went 

through. 

29. That at the meeting ELIOT agreed to do whatever SIMON thought to be best and would go 

along with whatever he decided to do in the end to relieve the stress and allow him to see 

his seven other grandchildren and four other children again and if ended the torture ELIOT 

was not going to stand in the way, it was his money anyway. 

30. That the Court should keep in mind that the meeting was held due to primarily inheritance 

issues raised by TED and P. SIMON, who truly had no beneficial interests as they were 

disinherited at that time and were not even necessary to be at the meeting, as SIMON was 

looking for agreement to do this deal from the named beneficiaries ELIOT, !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN, who were being asked to give up their inheritances to help TED and P. 

SIMON'S children and where TED and P. SIMON were giving up nothing and gaining 

nothing. The reason they were invited was so that they would agree to stop their abuse and 

let SIMON see their children he loved again and stop their harassment and torture of 

SIMON and MARITZA, they did not come to the table with anything material and they 

did not leave with anything, only their adult children would benefit if the changes were 

made. 

31 . That prior to the meeting, on information and belief, P. SIMON had even threatened 

SIMON with litigation for inheritance after SHIRLEY passed and in advance of his death, 

claiming he would give it all away to MARITZA and her family or MARITZA would steal 

from him and this crushed SIMON ev n further. 

Motipn b ompel and More 
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32. That when everyone was asked if they agreed with the new strategy, ELIOT, !ANTONI 

and FRIEDSTEIN all agreed to do whatever was best for SIMON to relieve his stress and 

resolve the disputes and TED and P. SIMON agreed and ELIOT left thinking the torture 

would end as agreed. 

33. That as SIMON had requested, in the May 2012 meeting, ELIOT demanded that TSPA, 

TESCHER and SPALLINA turn over the estate documents regarding his inheritance in 

SHlRLEY' S estate that were LEGALLY owed to him as a beneficiary in order to review, 

so he could determine what he was signing away in any Waiver and granting to his 

children and the other grandchildren and the terms and SP ALLINA agreed to send them. 

34. That TESCHER and SP ALLINA stated that all the documents and some new documents 

would be sent to everyone explaining everything and for the beneficiaries, ELIOT, 

I ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN to review in advance of any changes. 

35. That SIMON' S disputes with his other children and grandchildren however did not end 

after the May 10, 2012 meeting as agreed, as TED, P. SIMON, !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN and their seven children continued the isolation and deprivation torture 

against SIMON and MARITZA. In fact, the hostilities only intensified and their hate of 

MARITZA became scary and ELIOT was blown away that they continued. 

36. That Rachel Walker ("WALKER"), SHIRLEY'S personal assistant had moved into 

SIMON' S home and the gang of four even recruited her to hate on SIMON and MARITZA 

and the insanity led to her leaving the house on bad terms with SIMON and MARITZA. 

37. That WALKER would not show at MARITZA'S birthday bash thrown by SIMON and in 

fact without telling SIMON, left to go to hicago and see P. SIMON, IANTONI and 



FRIEDSTEIN and SIMON felt betrayed and angered over her decision and fired her that 

night and then later rehired her. 

38. That SIMON sought mental health therapy in attempts to combat the pain and suffering 

both he and MARITZA were enduring at the hands of his four other children and 

WALKER. 

39. That SIMON'S four other children and their seven children maintained almost no contact 

whatsoever with SIMON and MARITZA after the May 10, 2012 meeting, violating any 

oral agreement made to end these disputes if he decided to make the changes in the 

beneficiaries. The boycott now was claimed to be due to his continued relationship with 

his companion MARITZA, which he had never agreed to do and presumably because 

SIMON had not made the changes to the beneficiaries yet for TED and P. SIMON'S 

children and the hostilities raged until the day SIMON died. 

40. That the only ones that remained close to SIMON and SHIRLEY and saw them every 

week with their children for almost 12 years before they died, when living in Florida, was 

ELIOT and his wife Candice Michelle Bernstein ("CANDICE"). SIMON and SHIRLEY 

adored ELIOT and CANDICE' S children and worked hard to plan their estates to provide 

for ELIOT, CANDICE and their three children and protect them in the event anything 

happened to them from the RICO defendants in ELIOT'S RICO lawsuit who have been 

harassing them for over a decade now, SIMON especially feared for his family after the car 

bombing, when everything changed dramatically, as more fully described in Petition 14
• 

4 The Court should note that TED was the last person in possession of CANDICE'S minivan before it was taken to a 
body shop where the bomb was put in it and where it exploded only hours before CANDICE and the children were 
to take possession of the vehicle, see 

auto Auto% 0Theft%20and%20Fire%20Master°/020Document. df and 



41 . That the dispute and hate of MARITZA by SIMON' S children raged even more viciously 

immediately after SIMON' S death, when TED, P. SIMON, !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN 

agreed to throw MARITZA out of SIMON'S house, the house she had been living in with 

SIMON for months, in the middle of the night on the night he died, just hours later, 

frantically grabbing her possessions and fleeing, despite ELIOT'S protestations that this 

was not SIMON' S intent or desire. 

42. That MARITZA was thrown out of the hospital room with SIMON when he was dying 

because someone told the hospital that SIMON was being poisoned by her and when 

ELIOT arrived while they were resuscitating SIMON and the hospital would not let 

anyone in until security arrived stating they were called to protect him. 

43. That MARITZA fled the hospital when ELIOT'S siblings arrived at the hospital and went 

to SIMON'S house to grab her things, later when ELIOT arrived at the home shortly after 

SIMON passed she claimed to ELIOT and CANDICE that certain siblings had made 

threats to her at the hospital that she better be gone and she was frightened for the harm 

they would do to her, again it was a gangbang of four against one, against MARITZA now 

and she was no match for the gang. 

44. That the morning of SIMON' S death, several Palm Beach County Sheriffs department 

officers showed up to investigate allegations made by TED, !ANTONI, FRIEDSTEIN and 

http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/2007%2004%2020%201viewit%20Request%20for%20FBl%201A%20and%200 
IG%20investigation%20of%20FBl%20case%20downlow. pdf 

That the Court should note that TED introduced SIMON to the folks at infamous Stanford Bank, the second largest 
US Ponzi scheme, where SIMON lost several million dollars in bogus CD's. Stanford has been linked to Proskauer 
Rose LLP law firm who has been charged with CONSPIRACY in the Stanford SEC action by the Federal Court 
appointed receiver. That Stanford Bank was tied to two of the most violent Mexican Drug Cartels and was a 
money laundering scheme. ELIOT claims Stanford was money laundering royalties from his stolen intellectual 
properties in the billions. That Proskauer has also been linked to having the most "victims" in the Bernard Madoff 
Ponzi, victims that many later turned out to be feeder o Ponzi and part of the scheme and artifice to defraud. 



WALKER that MARITZA had murdered SIMON by poison or overdose and for his 

money. WALKER stated MARITZA was overmedicating SIMON and switching pills in 

the bottles of his prescription medicine and more. 

45. That with SIMON out of their way just minutes, the gang of four now began instantly to 

prey on MARITZA and to rid her of any inheritance SIMON may have left her, as more 

fully described in Petition 1 and they truly appeared to hate her and she would not attend 

the funeral and this was very sad. 

46. That WALKER and TED stole off the estate documents relating to a gift in the form of a 

contract SIMON left to MARITZA days before dying, as he was very worried in the last 

weeks of life that something was going to happen to him and they would attack or blame 

MARITZA and not take care of her. SIMON, ELIOT, CANDICE and MARITZA had 

been shopping for several weeks before SIMON died for a home for MARITZA to own 

that SIMON was going to buy for her, for her to have a home in case anything happened to 

him and he had given her a budget of$300,000.00. 

47. That the morning of SIMON'S death, TED ordered an autopsy of SIMON based on 

allegations that MARITZA poisoned him, perhaps a scapegoat already in place for 

slaughter in the event anyth ing showed up. 

48. That it is important to note that in Petition I, ELIOT believed that !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN were recruited into the gang by TED and P. SIMON and were innocent 

victims to their madness over their disinheritance and had been conned by TSP A, 

TESCHER, SPALLINA, TED and P. SIMON et al. and were taking the Kool-Aid. 

49. That !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN spoke with ELIOT and told him they were going to 

take appropriate actions when they found ut their signatures had been forged and fraud 



was occurring. However, when ELIOT discovered recently that !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN had instead of reporting the crimes, then partook in what appears an 

insurance beneficiary and trust fraud scheme, had signed Affidavits to this Court 

attempting to pardon the felony crimes committed in their names and father and mother's 

estates and participated in the sale of a Condominium behind ELIOT'S back, never 

reporting what they knew, ELIOT realized they had sand bagged him all along and were 

actually working for the gang and giving information he was gathering to TED and P. 

SIMON all along, despite their assurances to ELIOT that they would keep this confidential 

information private until ELIOT had enough proof to prove what was going on and that 

they had not done anything and knew nothing. 

50. That Rachel Walker ("WALKER") immediately prior to SIMON'S death left the hospital 

and immediately after SIMON'S death (within minutes) had removed estate documents 

from SIMON's home and gave them to TED at the hospital who was waiting for them, 

including a document to MARITZA regarding inheritance for her and a check that TED, P. 

SIMON, WALKER and SP ALLINA later claimed was unsigned and WALKER had a 

large pile of other estate documents she removed. 

5 I . That the MARITZA documents and check removed from the estate could be considered a 

creditor claim or beneficial claim depending on what the secreted and suppressed 

documents contain, where these documents were then also suppressed and denied from the 

beneficiaries to this date by TSPA, TESCHER, SPALLINA, TED and P. SIMON. 

MARITZA is believed to have retained ounsel and who was, on information and belief, 

denied the information too. 



52. That TED then secreted the MARITZA document that WALKER had given him and the 

check to MARITZA and then turned it over to SP ALLINA weeks later and SP ALLINA 

and TED claimed to ELIOT and others that they were not planning on giving MARITZA 

anything and she would never see the documents and finally that she had probably killed 

him for it, despite it being part of SIMON' S last wishes. 

53. That hours after SIMON passed, TED contacted the Palm Beach County Sheriffs office 

and TED, !ANTONI, FRIEDSTEIN and WALKER gave statements to the Palm Beach 

County Sheriff detectives claiming that MARITZA murdered SIMON, this all transpiring 

only a few hours after SIMON passed. ELIOT did not think MARITZA murdered SIMON 

and so stated to the Sheriff Deputies. 

54. That all four siblings in the gang of wolves and WALKER claimed MARITZA murdered 

SIMON for his money as more fully described in Petition 1. However, TED and 

SP ALLINA failed to tell the Sheriff of the MARITZA documents and check they had 

suppressed and denied, which would have at least provided some type of motive for 

MARITZA to murder SIMON, as MARITZA was not included in the estates or perhaps 

she was and yet another reason documents are being secreted and suppressed. 

55. That SIMON was furious according to friends and health professionals until his dying day 

over the fact that his other four children and seven grandchildren continued their boycott 

against him after the May 10, 2012 meeting. That due to the continued dispute with his 

other four children that were never resolved prior to his death and thus violated the terms 

of the proposed oral agreement to end such disputes agreed to in the May 10, 2012 meeting 

and it is apparent from the properly documente record that SIMON never made the 
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changes to his or SHIRLEY'S estates prior to his death and they were not made without a 

little post mortem help as learned in the Hearing on September 13, 2013 before this Court. 

56. That TSPA, TESCHER and SP ALLINA et al. then worked almost exclusively with TED 

and P. SIMON after and perhaps before SIMON'S death, to make changes to the estates 

and act against the wishes and executed estate documents of SIMON and SHIRLEY, as 

SIMON never properly executed any estate documents to change the plans he and 

SHIRLEY signed in 2008 and now there is admitted fraud and alleged forgery in certain of 

the documents used. 

57. That now that SIMON was deceased and out of the way, TSPA, SPALLINA, TESCHER 

and TED et al. could submit post mortem for SIMON, the changes he never made while 

alive and run SIMON'S and SHIRLEY'S estate as they saw fit and all it would take is a 

few fraudulent documents and some forged signatures and a bada bing they had illegally 

seized dominion and control over the estate. 

58. That after SIMON'S death, ELIOT made immediate requests for the estate documents for 

SIMON and SHIRLEY to verify the changes he was told were made by SIMON and 

TSP A, SP ALLINA and TESCHER et al. refused him the documents repeatedly telling 

ELIOT he was not a beneficiary of either estate any longer and was not entitled to the 

documents or anything and he better cooperate with them or else. 

59. That ELIOT stated even if the changes were made, he wanted to see the documents and if 

he was not a beneficiary he was still Trustee and Guardian for his children and entitled to 

the documentation as his children wer now the alleged beneficiaries, and yet, ELIOT was 

still refused the documents. 

0 



60. That immediately after ridding themselves of MARITZA, the gang of four immediately 

began on alienating all of SIMON' S friends and business associates. That first they started 

with Scott Banks (''S. BANKS") whose business agreement with SIMON in a company 

they formed TELENET was already underway, with new offices, six new employees, new 

computer systems, etc. more fully described in Petition 1. 

61. That when SIMON passed away the whole deal was wholly dishonored by TSPA, 

SP ALLINA, TESCHER and TED et al. S. BANKS was left with the option of either suing 

the estate or walking away and could not bring himself to do sue SIMON' S estate, a man 

he loved like his father and who treated him and his wife as his friends for eight or nine 

years before he passed. 

62. That instead of honoring SIMON' S agreement or even settling out with him and helping 

the business straddle all the costs that SIMON and S. BANKS had encumbered together, S. 

BANKS after being ping ponged around between TSP A, TESCHER & TED et al. was left 

holding the bills and had to fire all the staff he and SIMON had recently hired, abandon his 

lease that he and SIMON had just taken together and was left holding all the debts he took 

on based on his deal with SIMON and walked away disgusted. 

63. The treatment of Scott Banks (''S. BANKS") by TED and SP ALLINA was harsh and not 

as SIMON would have wanted or intended and would have wanted his business deal 

honored. That no accountings were released to the beneficiaries of the estate regarding the 

stock SIMON held in the new TELENET company or anything at all regarding the 

dissolution. 

64. That then TED fired, with no notice and no severance, Diana Banks ("D. BANKS"), 

SIMON' S longtime secretary and assis nt and S. BANKS wife and this compounded the 



problems for the BANKS family, exactly the opposite of SIMON would have wanted or 

intended for two people he loved. 

65. That then TED hired WALKER who had received an insurance license to work for TED 

after SIMON passed and then TED fired WALKER only days after she was working for 

him, where she then left to enter a drug treatment program and allegedly tried to commit 

suicide on her return, saddened perhaps by the betrayal of the gang of four. WALKER 

then returned to her home in MA. 

66. That there is one more friend of SIMON'S, William Stansbury ("STANSBURY") whom 

SIMON loved like a son and STANSBURY felt likewise about SIMON as a father figure 

and best friend. Where SIMON'S friendship with STANSBURY came to a crashing end, 

weeks before SIMON'S death when TED and SIMON were sued by STANSBURY for 

failure to pay him monies due from the business. STANSBURY is a creditor of the estates 

of SHIRLEY and SIMON now but mainly according to the complaint filed it exists over 

bad blood between TED and STANSBURY. 

67. That STANSBURY'S lawsuit filed just weeks before SIMON passed devastated SIMON 

as he could not understand why STANSBURY was suing over monies he thought had been 

paid to him according to MARITZA and others. 

68. That TED hired counsel to defend himself in the lawsuit and SIMON did not join the 

lawsuit with TED initially and may have never joined according to the records from 

TED'S lawyers in that creditor action. 

69. That SIMON told ELIOT when he left his insurance business and offices with TED to 

move into S. BANKS warehouse office at ELENET that he thought TED had stolen 
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money from the companies, others and him and was scarred TED was losing it and was 

terminating his business dealings with TED. 

70. That witnesses claim that on or about this time, TED and SIMON had major fights in the 

office that left SIMON afraid and perhaps telling TED that he would join STANSBURY 

and sue him for the monies stolen and this may have increased the intensity of TED'S rage. 

71 . That it should be noted by the Court that estate counsel TSP A, TESCHER and SP ALLINA 

claimed when asked by ELIOT and others the status of the lawsuit by STANSBURY that 

there were no worries, he had no claim and would settle for a few thousand dollars. 

72. That when asked who was representing the estates of SIMON and SHIRLEY, SP ALLINA 

retorted that no one was and asked if we thought he should retain counsel for the estate. 

73. That D. SIMON stated he was worried that with no one representing the estate, a default 

judgment could be filed by STANSBURY for failing to respond and SPALLINA stated he 

would look into the matters and correct the defects. 

74. That ELIOT reviewed the STANSBURY case and thinks that STANSBURY has valid 

claims against TED and that it is not a lawsuit not to worry about or not take seriously and 

it appeared that no one had been working with STANSBURY to settle. 

75. That TED may be hoping that STANSBURY prevails against the estate, where he gets 

nothing anyway, other than through fraud and wants with SPALLINA for the estates to 

lose and be charged and pay for his personal liabilities via the estate monies versus pay for 

them personally as he should. 

76. That this loss of a close personal friend and business associate over the acts of TED, 

devastated SIMON, as it had done in the ast with another longtime friend and associate of 



SIMON'S, Sal Gorge ("GORGE") whose 20-30 friendship was also destroyed by the acts 

of TED. 

77. That with all SIMON'S friends and business associates alienated and out of the way the 

gang of four began to work against ELIOT and it appears that TSPA, TESCHER and 

SPALLINA et al. were actually Aiding and Abetting the efforts of TED and P. SIMON to 

seize dominion and control of the estates and make changes to the estates post mortem for 

SIMON and SHIRLEY through fraud and forgery, more in line with TED and P. 

SIMON'S liking. 

78. That the Court should note that SIMON was a lifetime insurance agent, who managed and 

operated large trust companies and national insurance agencies, doing thousands of 

complicated estate plans for high net worth clients and large corporations throughout the 

nation and ifhe had wanted the beneficiary changes made they would have been "bullet 

proof' all "i's dotted and t's crossed," not legally defective documents and certainly not 

fraudulent and forged documents. SIMON invented ARBITRAGE LIFE PAYMENT 

SYSTEM, a funding plan that he sold hundreds of millions of dollars of via bank financed 

premium through. The arbitrage that existed is between bank short term borrowing rates 

and insurance company long term investment rates, and from the profit of the arbitrage he 

was able to greatly offset or completely pay the cost of insurance rate for his clients, 

leaving many clients with no premiums year after year. SIMON also made money 

managing the Arbitrage pool of monies funding the policies annually and as the amount of 

premium soared so did his trust management fees and commissions. 

79. That if SIMON had decided to change the beneficiaries of the estate of SHIRLEY and his 

own beneficiaries in his estate, he woul not have done it with incomplete documents that 
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would not be legally valid and would have made the documented changes while alive and 

without the aid of others while dead. There would be none of these questions left to the 

imagination, every beneficiary would be named as a beneficiary, and a clear path to their 

inheritance set in stone. Simon was meticulous in this genre of estate planning, trusts and 

insurance contracts and worked on some of the largest estate plans in the nation for over 30 

years. [n fact, he was renowned for creating proprietary insurance plans involving 

complicated and extensive trusts vehicles for complicated and extensive estate plans for 

millionaires and even a few of ELIOT'S billionaire clients, selling billions of dollars of 

insurance with hundreds of millions of dollars of premium and millions upon millions of 

comm1ss1ons. 

80. That after the Hearing in Your Honor's Court, ELIOT was informed by a medical 

professional of SIMON'S, a business associate of SIMON'S and others, that SIMON was 

at the time of his death considering cutting !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN out of the estates 

for their continued abuses of him and MARITZA since the May 10, 2012 meeting. 

Further, that SIMON may have contacted SP ALLINA to make those changes and thus 

leave ELIOT and his children and the minor grandchildren of his other children as the sole 

beneficiaries of the estates and may have passed this information to TED, P. SIMON, 

!ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN to entice them to join his plan to post mortem make the 

changes to beneficiaries and loot the estate before any knew better. On information and 

belief, SPALLINA was summoned to SIMON'S office in the midst of a massive and 

explosive fight between TED and SIMON, just weeks before SIMON'S passing, the 

meeting may have led to SIMON br aking up business dealings with TED. 



81. That on or about the time of this explosive behavior by TED, SIMON fled his nice plush 

insurance offices to begin a bizarre venture in an empty warehouse he had recently leased 

with S. BANKS his secretary's husband and SIMON invited ELIOT, CANDICE and 

MARITZA to be partners in the business as more fully described in Petition 1. SIMON 

left his office he had been in for many years and was suddenly breaking off business 

relations with TED completely, afraid that TED might have been stealing money from him 

and a creditor who now sues the estate, a one, William E. Stansbury ("STANSBURY"), 

who has filed suit against SIMON and SHIRLEY'S estates for the acts STANSBURY 

claims are mainly attributable to TED, including TED converting checks of 

STANSBURY'S and more. 

82. That ELIOT will provide these credible witnesses upon the promise of protection of them 

by this Court, as several of them fear TED, in order for them to testify to the relationship 

SIMON had with his children prior to his death and the explosive behavior of TED to 

SIMON in the final weeks of his life. 

THE FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTS USED TO ATTEMPT TO ALLEGEDLY CLOSE 
SIDRLEY'S ESTATE AND CHANGE BENEFICIARIES OF SIMON AND SHIRLEY'S 

ESTATES THROUGH FRAUD ON THE COURT 

STRIKE ONE - UN-NOTARIZED WAIVERS 

83. That after the May 10, 2012 meeting TSPA, TESCHER and SPALLINA et al. sent only 

one document to ELIOT, a "Waiver of Accounting and Portions of Petition for Discharge; 

Waiver of Service of Petition for Discharge; and Receipt of Beneficiary and Consent to 

Discharge" ("Waiver(s)"). NO OTHER DOCUMENTS were sent after SIDRLEY died 

until the day SIMON died and until four months after SIMON' S death and having to retain 

counsel to get it and then only received a agment of the requested documents. 

Motion to 
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84. That none of the underlying documents necessary for any of the beneficiaries to sign the 

Waiver with informed consent were enclosed and where in the language of the Waiver 

ELIOT was acknowledging receipt of things he never received from estate counsel TSPA, 

TESCHER and SP ALLINA et al., for example, attorney billing records, knowledge of and 

receipt of ELIOT'S interest in the estate of SHIRLEY, the essential documents necessary 

to know what he was waiving and attesting to in the Waiver, without these documents, 

there was no informed consent, just conned and pressured consent. 

85. That TED, P. SIMON, ELIOT and FRlEDSTEIN signed and returned their Waivers prior 

to Simon' s death but !ANTONI did not. 

86. That ELIOT signed his Waiver first, almost immediately after receiving it on May 15, 

2012 but added a disclaimer on the Waiver to TSPA, TESCHER & SPALLINA that he 

was only signing this to relieve the instant stress on SIMON and to resolve the disputes 

with the gang of four but was waiting for the underlying documents to come to verify the 

truthfulness of his statements he made in the Waiver. ELIOT also put this disclaimer in 

the email sent to TSP A as exhibited in Petition 1 stating that he was signing due to the 

stress SIMON was in but waiting for the documentation. As learned in Court at the 

Hearing, it did not matter what ELIOT signed anyway, as these Waivers were ultimately 

rejected by the Court for their lack of notarization and are no longer valid anyway. 

87. That ELIOT has never signed another Waiver or notarized one and he will not now sign 

one especially after the agreed end of torture of SIMON never occurred. Thus, it appeared 

that the agreed transfer of inheritance through the signing of the Waivers and SIMON 

closing SIDRLEY'S estate to effectuate hanges never happened legally, as discovered in 

the September 13, 2013 Hearing. 



88. That with the boycott against SIMON still raging and growing worse after the May 10, 

2012 meeting ELIOT alleges that SIMON never made the changes to the beneficiaries as 

the oral agreement had been violated by his four children, TED, P. SIMON, !ANTONI and 

FRIEDSTEIN and they never ceased their isolation and deprivation torture of him over 

MARITZA and as their end of the bargain had never been lived up to, SIMON did not 

intend on making any changes to he and SHIRLEY'S long established estate plans and 

long established beneficiaries. The only changes he may have considered were 

disinheriting !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN as well, for both compensation received while 

he was alive and their pathetic behavior and hurt to him and MARITZA. 

89. That !ANTONI did not sign her Waiver until after SIMON had passed on October 01, 

2012, TWO WEEKS after SIMON passed. 

90. That without !ANTONI'S Waiver signed while SIMON was alive, statements made in an 

ALLEGED fraudulent and forged "Full Waiver" ("Full Waiver") of SIMON'S could not 

be true at the time he allegedly signed it in April 2012. SIMON allegedly states in the Full 

Waiver, under penalty of perjury, that at that time in April 2012 SIMON possessed all the 

Waivers from the Interested Parties and this would not have been true on April 09, 2012 

for SIMON had none of the children' s Waivers at that time since they had not been sent to 

them yet by estate counsel and in fact, SIMON never had !ANTONI'S Waiver while alive. 

This document appears to have been signed post mortem for SIMON and filed with the 

Court six months later in October 2012, by SIMON as if he were alive. 

91. That in April 2012, the statements in SIMON' S Full Waiver were almost all untrue 

indicating that this may also be a fraudulent and forged document, see EXHIBIT 1-

SIMON FULL WAIVER, as none of he children even had Waivers in April 2012 as 



TSPA, TESCHER and SPALLINA et al. did not send them out until May 10, 2012 or later. 

Therefore, it appears that if SIMON were to have signed his Full Waiver in April, he was 

committing Perjury as he was attesting to the truth of the claims therein, which were 

wholly false at that time. 

92. That SIMON did not file with the Court the Full Waiver until October 24, 2012, five 

weeks after he was dead, filed as if he were alive and where estate counsel when filing the 

document SIX months later did not think it necessary to inform the Court the man asking 

for discharge in October was dead. 

93. That SIMON did not lie once in his lifetime that ELIOT can recall and taught ELIOT his 

integrity, a trait ELIOT values more than the estate values. The kind of integrity that as 

Your Honor learned in the Hearing would not allow ELIOT to take monies fraudulently 

gained in the estates and be converted, comingled and distributed against the desires of 

SIMON and SHIRLEY to the wrong parties, even to feed his children, as ELIOT would 

rather see his children starve to death versus teaching them that it is OK to do wrongs to 

make rights. 

94. That SP ALLINA claimed hours after SIMON had passed that TED was in charge of 

SHIRLEY'S estate and the estate of SIMON, as he was nominated Successor Trustee. 

ELIOT asked to see his Letters of Administration and has been refused and only to find in 

the Hearing that the estate of SHIRLEY, being that it was closed by SIMON when he was 

dead and no notice had been given to the Court of his death, had no Personal 

Representative or Trustee at the Hearing, as Letters of Administration were not tendered 

for a successor to the estate of SHIRLEY hen SIMON died due to the Fraud on the Court 



in closing the estate as if he were alive at the time. Where Your Honor asks how is that 

legally possible when discovering a dead man closed the estate. 

95. That up until ELIOT recently learned of an insurance beneficiary and fraud scheme that 

415 of the children of SIMON are participating in through a breach of contract lawsuit 

where they are trying to have the insurance monies redirected from the estate to a "lost" 

trust that TED is alleged to be successor trustee of and where no documents exist to 

support his claims. 

96. That ELIOT learned of the sale of a Condominium in SIDRLEY' S estate by TED acting as 

Trustee and Personal Representative for the estate of SHIRLEY, which was sold without 

any notice to ELIOT or his children's counsel and at the Hearing it was learned that the 

funds from the sale were already distributed in part, to 7/lOth of the alleged grandchildren 

beneficiaries, as defined later herein. 

97. That ELIOT learned that !ANTONI and FRIED STEIN also signed Affidavits the day 

before the Hearing in favor of the forgery and fraudulent documents in their own names to 

attempt to excuse the fraud being committed. 

98. That until these three events that !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN participated in, ELIOT 

thought !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN were victims too, not participants in the estate fraud 

occurring but these acts show that !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN were merely playing 

ELIOT all along to get his information, with their hands deep in the stolen cookie jar. 

99. That in fairness to !ANTONI and FRIEDSTEIN, they may be acting on the advice being 

given by counsel for the estate, TSPA, TESCHER and SPALLINA et al., who truly should 

not be advising the beneficiaries of the estate due to the conflicts but have done so 

repeatedly without regards to the co flicts. 

Moti 
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































