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TNRE: 

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

CASE NO. 502012CP004391XXXXSB 
CP - Probate 

ESTATE OF SI:MON L. BERNSTEIN, 
I 

l\llOVANT'S, TED S. BERNSTEIN, AS SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE OF 
THE SII\llON BERNSTEIN TRUST, l\llOTION TO HOLD 

ELIOT BERNSTEIN IN CONTEI\llPT OF COURT AND FOR SANCTIONS, 
AND TO COIVIPEL CO"MPLIANCE ~ITH PRIOR ORDERS AND SERVICE RULES 

Movant, Ted S. Bernstein, Successor Trustee of the Simon Bernstein Trust, moves for an 

order finding Eliot Bernstein in contempt of' court for violating the Courts' Order dated July I 8, 2014 

(Exhibit "A") and for appropriate sanctions; seeks an order compelling him for the second time to 

appear for deposition (Exhibit "B"); seeks an order overruling his objections to discovery and 

ordering him to produce responsive documents in his possession; and seeks an order compelling 

compliance vvith service rules, and states: 

1. Eliot Bernstein, despite this Court's Order dated July 18 (Exhibit "A") has published 

the privileged niaterials, directly or indirectly, in a pleading filed in an unrelated case. (See excerpts 

attached as Exhibit "C" .) His continued use and re-publication of'the privileged information directly 

violates this Court's ruling. 

2. In addition, Eliot has not con1plied with if9B of the Order dated July 18. To date, 

Eliot has not: (i) provided proof' that he sent notice to everyone to whorr1 Eliot sent a copy of the 

email; (ii) has not directed those persons to comply with Order, and instead told the people that 

because he might appeal "I'm not sure what you are supposed to do in the meantime with your 

copies" (Exhibit "D"); and (iii) has never provided any evidence that email in fact was sent out to 

ETHOME
Callout
Lie, as Eliot has never published the document or disseminated after the court order or claim to privilege

ETHOME
Text Box
Lie, as I did provide proof to court that I sent notice, attached the order and the law and told them to seek counsel if they were unsure what to do waiting on appeal.

ETHOME
Text Box
Can't provide the emails to the people because I deleted them after the first court hearing and told Alan this in an email he intentionally did not make part of his pleading.  See exhibit



anyone between his receipt of it at 10:52 pm on 1'v1ay 22, 2014 and the hearing held on the morning 

of 1'v1ay 23, 2014, as Eliot represented on the record (as den1onstrated in the transcript excerpt 

attached as Exhibit "E"). 

3. 1'v1ovant seeks an order fmding Eliot Bernstein in contempt and awarding appropriate 

sanctions, which should include striking all of his pro se court filings and precluding hin1 from 

further participation in this case, and an award of· attorneys' fees against Eliot Bernstein. Eliot has 

no individual standing in this matter as he is not named as a beneficiary under Simon's Will or Trust, 

and it is unclear from his own filings whether he is advancing his own interests or the interests of 

his minor children, who may be in need of a Guardian ad T ,ite1n. 

4. 1'v1ovant also seeks a second order eon1pelling Eliot Bernstein to appear for deposition, 

as he has been unwilling to agree to a deposition date. (See Exhibit "B"). Eliot has been requested 

to provide deposition dates and documents (Exhibit "F") and has refused. 

5. 1\llovant seeks an order overruling Eliot Bernstein's Objections to discovery and 

compelling him to produce responsive documents within 1 0 days. 

6. Finally, 1'v1ovant seeks an order directing Eliot Bernstein to comply with Fla. R. Civ. 

P. Rule 1.080(a) and Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.516(b). LJnder these Rules, pleadings arc to be served 

on the attorneys via the en1ail addresses the attorneys designate. In violation of these Rules, Eliot 

has taken been serving court filings and other materials directly to nun"Ierous persons beyond the 

rules, including lrequently every member of· the undersigned's law firn"l (secretaries, receptionists, 

paralegals, staff members, associates and shareholders). Also, Eliot en"Iails many things to Brian 

O'Connell, which could increase the litigation expense to this Estate. Only matters relating the 

Estate should be forwarded to 1\11r. O'Connell. Finally, Eliot emails and serves many things to third 
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ETHOME
Text Box
Eliot is and was a beneficiary of the Estates and Trusts, whereas Ted never was.  If the FORGED, FRAUDULENT and ALTERED documents do not stand Eliot remains a 1/3 beneficiary. 

ETHOME
Text Box
Eliot informed Alan in writing that he was willing to take deposition after his medical procedures and showed Alan that he had procedures scheduled before the dates Alan requested.  The court ordered Eliot take deposition before scheduled hearings and at this time no hearings of Eliots are scheduled or upcoming in Simon's Estate.  Eliot responded to the production request and filed such with the court.

ETHOME
Text Box
Eliot informed Alan of the reasons he was serving documents to his law firm partners as he is now suing them and they are respondents and have not informed Eliot, despite repeated requests who their counsel to serve will be.  See Email from Eliot to Alan that Alan left out of his pleading.

ETHOME
Text Box
Eliot is sending only what is necessary to Mr. O'Connell as it relates to Estate and Trusts of Simon and Shirley.



parties, ineluding an internet blogger. There are many pieces of confidential inforrnation in this case, 

including financial inforrrtation and in£orn1ation about a nun1ber of innocent grandchildren. five or 

whom are rninors. Movant seeks an order restricting Eliot froTn serving any papers relating to these 

trusts and estate rnalters to anyone other than (i) the designated email address of the lawyers who 

have appeared and (ii) any legal counsel representing hirn in the r:natter or considering representing 

hin1 in the matter. IIis current practice is iniproper and should be stopped to protect the parties and 

to reduce the litigation expenses. 

WHEJZ.EFORE, Movant requests that this Court enter an order: (i) finding Eliot Bernstein 

rn contcn1pt ot~ court for violating the Court's Order dated July 18, 2014, and enter appropriate 

sanctions; (ii) compelling him. for the second time to appear for deposition (Exhibit "B"); 

(iii) overruling his objections to discovery and con1pelling him to produce responsive documents in 

his possession within 10 days; and (iv) directing hirn to fully comply with Fla. R. Civ. P. Rule 

l .080(a) and Fla. R. Jud. Adrnin. 2.516(b) and to serve only his counsel and the attorneys at their 

designated email service addresses. 
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ETHOME
Text Box
Alan is far reaching here and Eliot has not sent out anything marked private and confidential to anyone.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been furnished to parties listed on attached 

Service List by: CJ Facsimile and U.S. :Mail; CJ U.S. :Mail;• E-mail Electronic Transmission; CJ 

FedEx; CJ Hand Delivery this 6th day of August, 2014. 

- and-

JVIRACHEK, FITZGERALD, ROSE, KONOPKA, 
THO:MAS & WEISS, P.A. 

505 South Flagler Drive, Suite 600 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 655-2250 Telephone /(561) 655-5537 Facsimile 
email: arose@ mrachek-lavv.com 
Attorneys for Ted S. Bernstein 

By: /s/ Alan B. Rose 
Alan B. Rose (Fla. Bar No. 961825) 

P L\.NKAUSKI LAW FIRJV[ P .L.L.C. 
John J. Pankauski 
Florida Bar No. 0982032 
120 South Olive Avenue, Suite 701 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 514-0906 
email: courtfilings@ pankauskilavvfirm.com 
Attorneys for Ted S. Bernstein 
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SERVICE LIST 

Eliot Bernstein, individually 
and Eliot and Candice Bernstein, 

as Parents and Natural Guardians of 
D.B., Ja. B. and Jo. B, :Minors 

2753 NW 34th Street 
Boca Raton, FL 33434 
(561) 245-8588 - Telephone 
(561) 886-7628 - Cell 
(561) 245-8644 - Facs:iinile 
Email: Eliot L Bernstein ( iviewit@iviewit.tv) 

John P. M:orrissey, Esq. 
330 Clematis Street, Suite 213 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 833-0766 - Telephone 
(561) 833-0867 - Facsimile 
Email: John P. M:orrissey 
( john@j1norrisseylaw.co1n ) 
Counsel for M:olly Sirrlon, Alexandra Bernstein, 
Eric Bernstein, M:ichael Bernstein 

William H. Glasko, Esq. 
Golden & Cowan, P.A. 
17345 S. Dixie Highway 
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157 
(305) 856-5440 - Telephone 
(305) 856-9388 - Facsimile 
Etnail: eservice@palmettobaylaw.com; 
bill@palmetto baylavv .con,: 
tmealy@gcpro bate law .coin 

Counsel for Lisa Sue l'riedstein, individually and 
as trustee for her children, and as natural guardian 
for M:.F. and C.F., M:inors; Jill :Marla Tantoni, 
individually and as trustee for her children, and as 
natural guardian for J .I. a minor 

Benjamin P. Brovvn, Esq. 
M:atwiczyk & Brown, LLP 
625 North Flagler Drive, Suite 401 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 651-4004 - Telephone 
(561) 651-4003 - Facsimile 
Email: attorneys@matbrolaw.com 

Peter M.. Feaman, Esq. 
Peter M:. Fea1nan, P.A. 
3 695 West Boynton Beach Blvd., Suite 9 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 
(561) 734-5552 - Telephone 
(561) 734-5554 - Facsimile 
Email : pfeaman@ceamarrlaw.com; 
service@feaman law .com; 

in koskey@feaman law .coin 
Counsel for William Stansbury 

Irwin J. Block, Esq. 
700 South Federal Highway, Suite 200 
Boca Raton, FL 33432 
(561) 910-3071 - Telephone 
(561) 910-3080 - Facsimile 
Email: ijb@ijblegal.com 
Counsel for Tescher & Spallina 

Robert Spallina, Esq. 
Donald Tescher, Esq. 
Tescher & Spallina 
Wells Fargo Plaza 
925 South Federal Hvvy 
Suite 500 
Boca Raton, Florida 33432 

Brian M:. O'Connell, Esq. 
Joielle A. Foglietta, Esq. 
Ciklin Lubitz M:artens & O'Connell 
515 N. Flagler Dr., 20th Floor 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
561-832-5900 - Telephone 
561-833 - 4209 - Facsimile 
Email : boconnell@ciklin I ubitz.con, ; 
jfoglietta@ciklinlubitz.com; 
service@ciklinlubitz.com; 
slobdell@ciklinlubitz.com 



EXHIBIT 

"A" 



INRE: 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF 'THE 
FIJ:i'TEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND 
FOR PALM REACH COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

CASE NO. 502012CP004391:X:X:XXSB 
CP - Probate 

ESTATE OF SIMON L. BERNSTEIN, 

ORD.ER ON TED S. HJi~RNSTEIN'S. AS SUC~CESSO:R,. TRTJ:STEE OF THE_ 
SIMON L. BE~STEIN TRUST~ fy'[OTJON TO COJ.\llPEL 

ELIOT HJi:.RNSTEIN TO.COMPLY ~ITII RULE 1.)285 

TI-IIS CAUSE having come before the Court £or evidentiary on .Tuly 11, 2014, upon Ted S. 

Bc1·nstei:n's, as Successor Trustee of the Simon L. Bernstein Trust, Motion To Compel Eliot 

Bernstein to Comply vvith !{..ule 1.285 ("The Motion"), and after being fully advised in the premises, 

it is hereby, 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that 

1. Ted S. Dern.stein ("Ted") sent an email to Eliot Bernstein ("Eliot") and later clahncd 

that the email vvas an inadvertent disqlosure ofpl"ivileged rnaterials, invoking the procedures under 

Florida Rule of Civil Procedure 1.285. Eliot contested the assertion ofthe privilege, and this Court 

held an evldentiary hcarh:ig on .Tuly 11, 2014. Based upon the evidence presented at the cviden.tiary 

hearing, the Cut.ui: makes the follo-wing findings of fact and conclusions of lavv. 

2. Ted wrote an entail (Eliot's Exhibit 1 :for ID only) and actually sent the email to Eliot 

The ern.ai] was sent by Ted to Eliot at 10:12 pm on May 22, 2014. 

3. Ted advised his counsel at 10:57 p.m. that the email -vvas sent to Eliot by .tnistake. 

Ted's counsel then. advised Eliot by cn1ai1 at 11 :07 p.m. on May 22, 2014, stating: 

You received an email from Ted intended solely for n1e, and 
accidentally sent to you by mistake. 

) IL 



The email wa:::; sent ~u-ound 10:12 pm tonight 

Please delete the email inunediately without reading it and confirm 
that deletion by email. The corrui-n..utlcatio:n vvas attorney-client 
protected and you are not entitled to read or possess the ernail due to 
the acciden.tal transn-iission. 

T'han k you in advance, and if you fail to comply vvith this request vve 
vvill be forced to take corrective action -with the Court. 

4. The Court finds that by Ted's counsel so notifying Eliot, Ted invoked the procedures 

of Rule I .285. Therefore, under subpart (b), Eliot as the party receiving notice of an asse:etio:n o±· 

privilege under subdivision (a) shall promptly return, sequester, or destroy the materials specified 

in. the notice, as vvell as any copies of the material. ·rhe party receiving the :notice shall als·o promptly 

notify any other party, person, or entity to vvhom it has disclosed the .tnaterials of the fact that the 

notice has been served and of the effect of· this rule. TI:tat party shall also take reasonable steps to 

retrieve the materials disclosed. 

5. Eliot also challenged the assertion of privilege, claiming that the ernail vvas not 

privileged under section 90.502(4)(a) and (c). That assertion necessitated the evidcntiaty hearing. 

6. The Court finds that Ted did not.intend that email to go Eliot, but instead, mi,mnt it 

to go to his la-wyer. Indeed, having read the e1nail the Court :finds that it is pretty easy to see that the 

letter vvas intended to go to ·red's lawyer because (l) in the begin1tlng of the email it says the lawyer's 

first name, and (ii) the discussion in the letter is clearly directed to that vvhich is part of the subject 

of the letter, which is this case. Thus, the Court makes a finding of fact that this letter -.,,yas intended 

to go tu Ted's counsel. 

7. The Court also rejects Eliot's argument that The email vvas not privileged because of 

Florida Statute 90.502(4)(c), but that subsection does not apply. Likevvise, the Court finds that the 
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crime-fraud exception in 90.504(4)(a) also does not apply. Any language suggesting that Ted 

vvanted his counsel to be aggressive and force:Lul is not evidence of Ted committing or planning to 

conTITiit what Ted knew was a crilne or fraud. 'l'he Court rejects Eliot's assertion that Ted was 

threatening Eliot vvifu some force or bodily harm, or the like. Having read the email, it is clearly not 

the case that Ted vvas threatening Eliot physically, like beating him up. 

8. Having determined that the lavvyer-clierrt privilege does apply and this email vvas not 

requcsti:n~g perpetration o±' a crin1e of assault or battery against Eliot, the next question then becomes 

vvhether there remains grounds to challenge the assertion of privilege. The court £Ind that there is 

not. 

9. In light of this Court's finding, fue Court orders the following as a remedy: 

A. Eliot delete all copies of the email in Eliot's possession or control, including 

ai~y electronic copies. 

B. Eliot shall give pronipt notice to every recipient - everybody to whom Eliot 

sent a copy o:t'the email- ofthis ruling by sending each such person a copy o:f"thls Order and 

direct that they shall also delete and not transmit. Eliot shall file a proof of compliance with 

this Court, including a copy of his tTrn:isn~ittal letter to each recipient. 

C. Eliot shall not, from the time of the Court's oral ruling, forward the email to 
~ Jt-( Clf!I0 

anybody. If Eliot violates this Order, the Court ~hold hi:n1 hi eonten1pt of court and 

consider appropi-iate remedy :tor such violation. 

-3-



2014. 

10. Ii'Eliot appeals this Order, he must obey and £bllo-w thi::s Order pending the appeal. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, in.Palm Beach County, Florida, this { k" day of July, 

M"artin H:. Colin 
CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

cc: All parties on the attached service list 
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SERVICE LIST 

Eliot I. Bernstein 
2753 N.VV. 341h Street 
Boca Raton, FL 33434 
(561) 245-8588 - Telephone 
(561) 886-7628 - Cell 
(561) 245-8644 - Facsimile 
Email: Eliot I. Bernstein (ivievvil@ivie~vit.tv) 

Peter M. Feanian, Esq. 
PctcrM. Feaman, P.A. 
3695 West Boynton Beach Blvd., Suite 9 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 
(561) 734-5552 - Telephone 
(561) 734-5554 - Facsimile 
Email: pfeaman@feamanlavv.corn; 
service@feamanlaw.com; 

mkoskey@feamanlaw.com 
Col.mscl for -William Stansbury 

Willian1 H. Glasko, Esq. 
Golden & Cowan, P.A. 
1 7345 S. Dixie Highway 
Palmetto l3ay, FL 33157 
(305) 856-5440 - Telephone 
(305) 856-9388 - Facs:hnile 
Email: eservice@palrnettohaylaw.com; 
bill@palmettobaylavv.com; 
tmealy@gcprobatelavv.com 
Counsel for Lisa Sue Friedstein, individually and as 
trustee :for her children, and as natural guardian for 
M.F. and C.F., Minors; Jill Marla Ianto:ni, 
individually and as trustee for her children, and as 
natural guardian for J.I. a minor 

Robert Spallina, Esq. 
Tescher & Spallina 
Boca Village Corporate Center I 
4855 Technology VVay, Suite 720 
Boca Raton, FL 33431 
Eruail: i:spallina@tescherspallina.com 

Donald Tescher, Esq. 
Tescher & Spallina 
Boca Village CorpoTatc Center I 
4855 Technology VVay, Suite 720 
Boca Raton, FL 33431 
Email: dtescher({:Vtescherspallina.com 

Irwin J. Block, Esq. 
700 South Federal Highway, .Suite 200 
Boca Raton, FL 33432 
(561) 910-3071 - Telephone 
(561) 910-3080 - Facsimile 
Em.ail: ijb@iiblegal.com 
C~ounsel :for ·rescher & Spallina 

Benjamin P. Brown, Esq. 
Matwiczyk & BroV?n, LLP 
625 North Flagler Drive, Suite 401 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 651-4004 - Telephone 
(561) 651-4003 - Facsiniilc 
Em ail: attorneys@rnatbrolavv. corn 
C~urator for the Estate o:f Simon Bernstein 

John P. M.on.:issey, Esq. 
330 Clematis Street, Suite 213 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 833-0766 - Telephone 
(561) 833-0867 - Facs:hnile 
Email: John P. 1Vfon:issey 
Ciohn@j1norrisseylaw. coin) 
Counsel :for 1Vfolly Siruon, Alexandra Bernstein, 
Eric B errrstein, :Michael B crnstein 

Alan Rose, Esq. 
Mracheck Fitzgerald Rose IZonopka . l'homa.s & 
VVeiss, P.A. 
505 S Flagler D1"ive, Suite 600 
VVest Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 655-2250 - Telephone 
(561) 655-5537 - Facsimile 
Email: arose@mrachek-la-w.co1n 

John J. J>ankauski, Esq. 
Pankmiski Law Finn P.L.L.C. 
120 South Olive Avenue, Suite 701 
VVest Palm Beach, FL 33401 
cn~ail: courtfilings@pankauskilavvfirrn.com 
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EXHIHIT 

"B" 



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

CASE NO. 502012CP00439LX:XX:XSB 
CP - Probate 

ESTATE OF SIMON L. BERNSTEIN, 

ORDER ON TED S. BERNSTEIN'S. AS SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE OF THE SIMON L. 
BERN-STEIN TR.UST. l\IJ:OTION TO COMPEL ELIOT J.lE,RJ"iST_EIN TO CONIPLY 

'VVITH DISCOVF,RY REQUESTS AND TO CONIPI_;y "WITH RULE I.285 

T'IIIS CAUSE having come before the Court on .Tune 11, 2014, upon Ted S. Bernstein's, as 

Successor Trustee of the Simon L. Bernstei= Trust, M:otion To Compel Eliot Bernstein to Comply 

vv:ith Discovery Requests and to Comply vv:ith Rule 1.28 5 ("The ~otion"), and after being fully 

advised in the premises, it is hereby, 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that 

1 . The M:otion is granted in part and deferred in part. 

2. Eliot Bernstein shall appear for deposition at a mutually agTeeablc date and time, prior 

to the hearing on Eliot's pending motions/petitions. 

3. As to the privilege issue raised under Rule 1.285, the matter shall be set for an 

cvidcntiary hearing. 

2014. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, inPalmBeach CSlG~\g_t_j-c.& ~day of Iurre, 

j\j~ ' 9 20'1\ 
:T\N H coL\F 

M~~cu\T juoGt= 
~artin H. Coli= 
CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 

cc; All parlies on the attached service list 



SERVICE LIST 
Rliot T. BeTT1stein 
2753 N.-W. 34th Street 
Boca Raton, FL 33434 
(561) 245-8588 - Telephone 
(561) 886-7628 Cell 
(561) 245-8644 - Facsimile 
Email: Eliot I. Bernstein (ivie,.,vit:@iviewit. t:x) 

Peter .M. Feaman, Esq. 
Peter J'v'.L Feaman, P.A .. 
3695 -West Boynton.Beach Blvd., Suite 9 
Boynton Beach, FL 33436 
(561) 734-5552 Telephone 
(561) 734-5554 - Facsnnlle 
Email: pteaman@1eainan1aw.co~n:. 
service@feamanlaw.com; 

rnkoskey@fearnanlavv.com 
Col.lllSel for "William 8tansbury 

William II. Glasko, 
Golden & Co-w-an, 
17345 S. Dixie Highway 
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157 
(305) 856-5440 - Telephone 
(305) 856-9388 - Facsimile 
Email: 9_servi9_S>@Qahnettobayla,,v.corr1; 
bill@~ln-:tettOQ/il'.ylaw.corn: 

tmealy@gcp.1·qJ?_a.!9Ja'r~ 
Counsel for Lisa Sue Friedstein. individually and as 
trustee :tor her children, and as natural guardian for 
M.F. and C.F., Minors; Jill l'Vfarla Iantoni. 
individually and as trustee ior her children, and as 
natural guardian for J.I. a minor 

H..oberl Spallina, Esq. 
Tescher & Spallina 
Boca Village C"orporale Centex I 
4855 Technology Way, Suite 720 
Boca Raton, FL 33431 
Email: rspaJlina@teschersnallina.com 

Donald Tescher, Esq. 
Tescher & Spallina 
Boca Village Corporate Center I 
4855 Technology "Way, Suite 720 
Boca.Raton, FL 33431 
Email: dtescher(a&tescherspal I ina.corn, 

Irwin :r. Block, Esq. 
700 South Federal High.way, Suite 200 
Boca Raton, FL 33432 
(561) 910-3071 - Telephone 
(561) 910-3080 - Facsimile 
Email: ijb@ijblegaLcom 
Counsel fo.r Tescher & Spallina 

Benjamin P. Brown, Esq. 
1'.d:atwiczyk & Bro~, LLP 
625 North Flagler Drive, Suite 401 
-West Paln-:t Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 651-4004 - Telephone 
(561) 651-4003 - Facshnile 
Email: .illJI:'!:!~y;j;{QlliJQSl'1!:!Dlli~\.'.,J;Q!fil 

John P. Morrissey, Esq. 
330 Clematis Street, Suite 213 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 833-0766 - Telephone 
(561) 833-0867 - Facsinrile 
Email: .John P. Morrissey 
(iobn(i:"i),jn10rrisseylaw.ce_on-i) 
Counsel for Molly Sirnon, A.lexandra Bernstein, 
E1·ic Bernstein, Michael Bernstein 

Alan Rose, Esq. 
Mracheck Fitzgerald Rose I<onopka Thomas & 
Weiss, T'.A. 
505 S Flagler Drive, Suite 600 
West Palm Beach, FL 33-101 
(561) 655-2250 - Telephone 
(561) 655-5537 - Facsimile 
Email: arose@rnrachek--lavy,corr1 

Sohn J. Pankauski, Esq. 
Pank:auski. I.aw FirmP.L.L.C. 
120 South Olive Avenue, Suite 701 
West Paln'.l Beach, FL 33401 
email: _qo1.1rtfilings@p9nkauski Ja:.,,vfirrn. coin 
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EXHIBIT 

"C" 



ELIOT AND CANDICE BERNSTEIN, 

IN THEIR CAPACITY AS PARENTS AND 
NATURAL GUARDIANS OF JOSHUA, 
JAKE AND DANIEL BERNSTEIN, M:INORS, 
JURY TRIAL REQUESTED 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15TH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR PALM 
BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO. 502014CP002815XX:XXSB 

HON. JEFFREY DANA GILLEN 
'I"RANSFERRED TO 
HON. :MARTIN COLIN 

OPPENHEIMER & CO. INC. AND ITS CUR.RENT AND FORMER DIVISIONS, 
AFFILIATES, SUBSIDIARIES, STOCKHOLDERS, PARENTS, PREDECESSORS, 
SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNORS, ASSIGNS, PARTNERS, M:EMBERS, OFFICERS, 
DIRECTORS, TRUSTEES, EM:PLOYEES, AGENTS, ADMINISTRATORS, 
REPRESENTATIVES, ATTORNEYS, INSURERS AND FIDUCIARIES; 
OPPENlIEIM:ER TRUST COMPANY OF DELAWARE AND ITS CURRENT AND FORMER 
DIVISIONS, AFFILIATES, SUBSIDIARIES, STOCKHOLDERS, PARENTS, 
PREDECESSORS, SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNORS, ASSIGNS, PARTNERS, MEMBERS, 
OFFICERS, DIRECTORS, TRUSTEES, EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, AD.MINISTRA'rORS, 
REPRESENTATIVES, ATTORNEYS, INSURERS AND FIDUCIARIES; 
LEGACY BANK OF FLORIDA AND ITS CURRENT AND FOR.MER DIVISIONS, 
AFFILIATES, SUBSIDIARIES, STOCKHOLDERS, PARENTS, PREDECESSORS, 
SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNORS, ASSIGNS, PARTNERS, MEMBERS, OFFICERS, 
DIRECTORS, TRUSTEES, EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, ADM:INISTRA TORS, 
REPRESENTATIVES, ATTORNEYS, INSURERS AND FIDUCIARIES; 
STANFORD FINANCIAL GROUP AND ITS CURRENT AND FORMER DIVISIONS, 
AFFILIATES, SUBSIDIARIES, STOCKHOLDERS, PARENTS, PREDECESSORS, 
SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNORS, ASSIGNS, PARTNERS, MEMBERS, OFFICERS, 
DIRECTORS, TRUSTEES, E.MPLOYEES, AGENTS, ADM:INISTRA TORS, 
REPRESENTA '!'IVES, ATTORNEYS, INSURERS AND FIDUCIARIES; 
JP MORGAN CI-I.ASE & CO. AND ITS CURRENT AND FORMER DIVISIONS, 
AFFILIATES, SUBSIDIARIES, STOCKHOLDERS, PARENTS, PREDECESSORS, 
SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNORS, ASSIGNS, PARTNERS, MEMBERS, OFFICERS, 
DIRECTORS, 'I"RUSTEES, EMPLOYEES, AGEN'I"S, ADM:INISTRA TORS, 
REPRESENTATIVES, ATTORNEYS, ~S RS AND FIDUCIARIES; 
JANET CRAIG. INDIVIDUALLY; 
JANET CRAIG, PROFESSIONALLY; 
HUNT WORTH, INDIVIDUALLY; 



231. That Craig clailned that she-was t:he Successor Trustee to Stanford Bank as Trustee ofthe children•s 

school trust funds. The transfer of funds alJegedly occurred VV"hen the infamous Sir Robert Allen 

Stanf'ord -was arrested f'or the second biggest Ponzi scheme in the United States and the banks Ile 

o"Wned and operated "Were seized by US federal authorities and the monies had to be transferred to a 

ne"W financial institution. 

232. That it is alleged that large amounts of monies were lost in the transfers but again financial 

information regarding these transfers is limited due t:o suppression, denial and destruction of 

docu1nents. 

233. That several of the account: executives -working the Bernstein family investment accounts at Stanford. 

including those handling the children's trusts, transferred from the no"W infamous Sir Robert AIJen 

Stanford banks to Oppenheimer, then to JP :Morgan or vice versa, as the records provided thus far are 

incomplete and unclear regarding the personal transfers. 

234. That on information and belief, Simon Bernstein immediately prior to his sudden and unexpected 

death, -where it has been alleged by Theodore Bernstein and others that he may have been murdered, 

-was contacting JP :Morgan and Oppenheimer regarding missing funds in the transf'er of his accounts 

and his family's accounts from Stanford to Oppenheimer then to JP ]'v[organ or vice versa. including 

but not limited to, trust funds ofEliot's three rrrinor children. 

235. That this Court jn the Probate cases has recently sealed a document as .. Attorney Client Privileged'' 

that: Eliot is precluded from publishing or distributing but can be found onBne at a number of sources 

due to its Vll"idespread distribution by Eliot prior to his kno"Wledge that clairr:is of Privilege -were levied 

in attempt:s to cover up the document that both threatens Eliot: "With forcefulness and aggressiveness 

and displays a "Wide variety of'Rrcaches of Fiduciary Duties by Fiduciaries in the Estates and Trusts, 

primarily Theodore and violations of Attorney onduct Codes and more by the Attorneys at La-w 



mentioned in the letter that vvas sent by Theodore directly and solely to Eliot, where neilher are 

Attorneys at Lavv, nor clients of one another. That the letter exhibits further conspiratorial activities. 

236. That in keeping with the Court Order, Eliot will not republish the email herein as directed but will 

direct the Court to available sites where it exists publically ancJ eternally in the World Wide Web, 

including, h ttp :/ / www.ri p o f :fr e p ort .c o m / r / a lan- r ose-o f - mra c h ek- fitzger a ld- r o s e / w est- paltn - b eac h 

flori da-3 3 40 J / a I a n - rosc-o:f-m rachck- fi tzgera I ct- amp- ros e - a I an- b-ro s e - s uppress-fi-ee- s peec h-cover - up-

1 149 197 and hllp:// tedberns rcinre port.blogspot.c orn/2014/ 0 7/alan- rose- john- pankaus ki- and- ted.hnnl 

hereby incorporated by reference in entirety herein. 

237. That Hon. Judge Colin claimed in hearings that it was obvious that the language threatening to use 

force and aggression. with Eliot could not have meant to cause him physical harm or bodily injury 

and Eliot can unders1:and that in normal circumstances lawyers using these terms may not mean. harm 

but more strategy but in this unique case '-Vhere the lavvyers are accused of fraud, forgeries and theft 

and may face lengthy prison sentences, perhaps that language should be re-read in light of the claims 

of JVlurder of Simon, prior Death Threats to Eliot and CAR BOJVIBINGS and reported to the proper 

authorities by this Court. 

238. This case is related to ALL of the following ongoing actions worldwide involving Eliot Bernstein 

where there arc claims of conspiracy committed by Attorneys at Law in each and where shockingly 

there are J.nany links in each of the cases to the same Attorneys at Law acting in various 

combinations in each case, including the instant action; 

i. UNITED STA TES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRTCT OF NEW YORK, 

ELIOT I. BERNSTEIN, et aL, Plaintiffa, - against - APPELLATE DIVISION FIRST 

DEPARTMENT DISCIPLINARY COlVllVllTTEE, et al.. Defendants. Case No. 07 Civ. 

11196 (SAS), Honorable Judge SHIRA A. SCHEINDLIN, U.S.D.J. ~REBY FULLY 

INCORPORATED BY REFEREN E ~ ENTIRETY HEREIN, ALL PLEADINGS, 



EXHIBIT 
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Eliot Ivan Bernstein 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Eliot Ivan Bernst ein <iviewit@iviewit.tv> 
Tuesday, J uly 22, 2 014 5:39 PM 
Maritza Rivera Puccio (maritza_puccio@yahoo_com) 
FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - C ASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB -
OBJECTION TO FINAL ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED 
AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT ANALYSIS 
201407 1 8 Ord er Regarding Privilege_pdf 

H i, in furtherance to my email below rega r d i n g a mes sage sent to you r e ga r ding an alleged privi l e g ed d o cument, after a 
hearing r egard i ng the matter the Court ord e red that it was p rivile ged and that I notice all r ecip i e nts to not distribute 
that letter and delete it, please take this email as my compliance with that Order_ Attached is a copy of the Order_ The 
a ll e ged privileged email header that was sent to you is in the prior email below. While I know many of you thought this 
email was not p rivileg e d and that it was threaten ing and contained i n -fo r m a tion that Ted was b rea ch i ng his fiduciary 
duties and misu sing trust assets to "protect:" himsel f, even a gainst the advice of c o u nse l , b ad d eci sio ns by Judge's do 
happen_ It appears the judge s u bjectively d e termi n ed what the conten ts meant and determined that a letter from Ted 
to m e was s o mehow inadverte nt d isclo s ure of a p riv ileged d o cument, d esp ite the fact t h at it was never privileg e d in the 
first place since it was never sent by Ted to his counsel, the ruling may be preced ent s e tting and wholly inva lid ate the 
mean i n g of a tto rne y client privile g ed c o m m unic ati o n s to a subjective term depen ding on what the judge thinks peo ple' s 
intent are and not the law-:' Ted's threats to use trust funds to seek my ch ildre n' s school records to use against them 
and threats to d eposition and legally harass anyone who may be h e lpin g me were also i g n ored by the j u dge. I may 
appea l so I am not sure what you are suppo sed to do in the m eantime with your copi e s, p lease consult cou n sel . 

Thanks , eh 

From: Eliot: Ivan Bernstein [mallt:o:lvlewlt:@iviewit:.t:v] 
Sent:: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:41 PM 
To: Maritza Rivera Puccio (maritza_puccio@yahoo.com) 
Subject: FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB - OB.JECTION TO FINAL 
ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS 

I have been noti fied by c o u n s el for T h eo d o r e B ernstein that there was an email that was not suppose d to be sent by me 
as they claim it was privi leged and t ransm itted by mistake to me, althoug h I am the only recip i e n t. The email In 
q u e stion s title was "Re: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 5 0 2 0 12CP004391XXX X SB - OBJECTION TO 
FINAL A CCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AU D ITE D AND FOR EN S IC ACCOUNTING AN D DOCUMENT 
ANALYS IS" and had a letter that started "Alan-•.• " I do not think I can r etransmit it to show you which o ne but the letter 
appears to be from Alan Rose to Theodore Berns tein _ I am obl igated under law to make contact with those I sent it to so 
that they may r etriev e the email but I am not sure if that ext end s any obl igati on on the receiving party. A n y h oot, as the 
email t h r eaten s my family it a ppea r s and others I detest having to r e q u est it back but please do w h atever you feel the 
law r e quires, as cited below; 

RULE 1.285. 
INADVERTENT D I SCLOSU RE OF PRIVILEGED MAT ERI ALS 
(a) 
A sser t i on of P r ivilege as to Inadvertent ly D i sclos e d M a t e r ials _ 
Any party, person, or entity, after i nadverte nt disclos u re of any m aterials pursuant to these rules, may thereafter assert 
any p r i v ileg e r e cogni:z:e d by law as to those m ate rials_ This right exists without regard to w h ether the disclos ure was 
made pursuant to formal dem a nd or infor m al request. In order t:o assert the privile g e , the party, person, or entity, shal!_,"_~.,... - · 
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wit:hin 10 days of act:ually discovering t:he inadvertent: disclosure, serve writ:t:en not:ice of t:he assert:ion of privilege on t:he 
party t:o whom t:he mat:erlals were disclosed. The not:ice shall specify wit:h particularit:y t:he mat:erials as t:o which t:he 
p rivilege is assert:ed, t:he nat:ure of t:he privilege assert:ed, and t:he dat:e on which the inadvert:ent disclosure was actually 
discovered. 
(b) 
Dut:y of the Party Receiving Not:ice of an Assertion of Privilege. A party receiving notice of an assertion of privilege under 
subdivision {a) shall prompt:ly return, sequester, or destroy t:he materials specified in t:he no1:1ce, as well as any copies of 
t:he material. The party receiving the notice shall also promptly notify any other party, person, or entit:y to whom it has 
disclosed the materials of the fact that the notice has been served and of the effect of this rule. That party shall also take 
reasonable steps to retrieve the materials disclosed. Not:hlng herein affect:s any obligation pursuant to R. Regulating Fla. 
Bar4 

4-4(b). 
(c) 
Right to Challenge Assertion of Privilege. 
Any party receiving a notice made under subdivision (a) has the right: t:o challenge t:he assertion of privilege. The g rounds 
for the challenge may include, but are not limited t:o, t:he following: 
(1) The mat:erials in quest:ion are not privileged. 
(2) The disclosing part:y, person, or ent:it:y lacks st:anding t:o assert t:he privilege. 
{3) The disclosing party, person, or entU:y has failed to serve 1:imely not:ice under t:his rule. 
(4) The circumst:ances surrounding the production or disclosure of the mat:erials warrant: a finding that t:he disclosing 
party, person, or ent:ity has waived it:s assert:lon that: the mat:erial is protect:ed by a p r ivilege_ April 17, 2014 Florida Rules 
of Civil Procedu1·e 
57 
Any party seeking to challenge the assertion of privilege shall do so by serving notice of its challenge on t:he party, 
person, or entity asserting t:he privilege. Notice of the challenge shall be served within 20 days of service of "the original 
not:ice given by t:he disclosing party, person, or entlt:y. The not:ice of the recipient's challenge shall specify the grounds 
for the challenge. Failure to serve timely notice of challenge is a waiver of the right: to challenge. 

_(d) 

Effect: of Determinat:ion that Privilege Applies_ VVhen an order is entered determining t:hat: materials are privileged or 
t:hat the right: to challenge the privilege has been waived, the court shall direct: what: shall be done with t:he materials and 
any copies so as to preserve all rights of appellat:e review. The recipient: of the mat:erials shall also give prompt: notice of 
t:he court's determination to any other party, person, or entity t:o whom it had disclosed the materials. 

From: Ted Bern stein [mailto:tbernsteln@lifeinsuranceco ncepts.com] 
Sen t:: Th u rsday , May 22, 2014 10:52 PM 
T o : Eliot Ivan B ernst ein 
Subject:: Re: SERV I CE OF COURT D O C UME N T - CASE NUMBER 502012 CP004391XXXXSB - O BJECTION TO FINAL 
A CCO U NTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, D ETAI LED, AUDITED AND F ORENSIC A C COU N TIN G AND D O C U M E NT 
ANALYSIS 

Alan -I 
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Eliot Ivan Bernstein 

Fr-om: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subjec 'i:: 

Attachments: 

Eliot Ivan B e rnstein < iviewit@ivie w i t.tv> 
Tuesd ay, July 22, 2014 5:39 PM 

Crys tal L Cox (savvybrok e r@ya h o o .com ); Crystal L. Cox@ Liquidating Trustee 
(C rysta l@Crys ta lCox.com) 
F\N: SERVIC E OF COURT D O CUMEN T - CASE NUM B ER 50201 2 C P0043 91XXXXSB -
OBJECTION TO FINAL ACCOUNTING AND P ETITION FOR F O RMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED 
AND FORENS IC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT ANALYSIS 
2014071 B Order Regardi ng Privilege.pdf 

Hi, in further ance to my email below regarding a message sent to you regarding an alleged privileged document, after a 
hearlng regarding the matter the Court ordered that it was privileged and that I notice all recipients to not distribute 
that letter and delete it, please take this email as my compliance with that Order. Attached is a copy of the 01·der. The 
alleged privileged email header that was sent to you is in the prior email below. While I know many of you thought this 
email was not privileged and that it was threatening and contained information that Ted was breaching his fiduciary 
duties and misusing trust assets to "protect" himself, even against the advice of counsel, bad decisions by Judge's do 
happen. It appears the judge subjectively determined what the contents meant and determined that a letter from Ted 
to me was s o mehow inadvertent disclosure of a privileged document, despite the fact that it was never privileged In the 
first place since it was never sent by Ted to his counsel, the ruling may be p1·ecedent setting and wholly invalidate the 
meaning of attorn ey client privileged communications to a subjective term depending on what the judge thinks people's 
intent are and not the law? Ted's threats to use trust funds to seek my children's school records to use against them 
and threats to deposition and legally harass anyone who may be helping me were also ignored by the judge. I may 
appeal so I am not sure what you are supp osed to do in the meantime with your copies, please consult:_c::ounseL 

Thanks, eb 

Fr-om: Eliot Ivan B e rnstein [mall t o:iviewit @ iviewit.tv] 
Sent:: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:41 PM 
To: Crystal L Cox (savvybroke r@yahoo.com); Crys t a l L. Cox @ Liquidati ng Tr-ustee ( C rys tal@CrystalCox.com) 
Subject: FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP0 04391XXXXSB - O BJECTION TO FIN AL 
ACCOUNTING AND PETTTION FOR FORMAL, DETAIL ED, AUDITED AND FORENS IC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
A N ALYSIS 

I have been notified by counsel for Theodore Bernstein that there was an email that was not supposed to be sent by me 
as they claim it: was privileged and transmitted by mistake to me, although I am the only recipient. The email in 
questions title was "Re: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER S02012CP004391XXXXSB - OBJECTION TO 
FINAL ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSlC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS" and had a letter that started "Alan---·" I do not think I can retransmit: it to show you which one but the letter 
appears to be from Alan Rose to Theodore Bernstein. I arn obligated under law to make contact: with those I sent: it: to so 
that they may retrieve the email but I am not: sure if that extends any obligation on t:he rece iving party. Anyhoot, as the 
email threatens my family it appears and others I detest having to request it back but please do whatever you feel the 
law requires, as cited below; 

RULE 1-285. 
INADVERTENT DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED MATERIALS 
(a) 
Assertion of Privilege as to Inadvertently Disclosed Materials. 
Any party, person, or entit:y, after inadvertent d i sclosure of any mat:erlals pursuant to these rules, may thereafter assert 
any privilege recognized by law as to those mate rials. This right exists without regard to whether the disclosure was, 
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made pursuant: t:o formal dem and or informal reques1:. In order t:o asser1: the privilege, the party, person, or entity, shall, 
wit:hin 10 days of actually disCOV£!ring the inadvertent disclo sure, serve written notice of the asse r t i o n of privi lege on t:he 
party to whom the materials were disclosed. The notice shall specify wlt:h particularity the materials as to which the 
pr ivileg e is asserted, the nature of the privile ge asserted, and the date on which the inadvertent d i sclosure was actually 
disco vered. 
(b) 

Dut.y of the Party Receiving Notice of an Assertion of Privilege. A party r eceiving notice of an assertion of privilege under 
su b divis ion (a) shall promptly return, sequest er, or dest roy t:he materials specified in t:he notice, as well as any copies of 
the material. The party r eceiving t:he notice shall also promptly notify any other party, person, or entity t:o whom It has 
d isclosed the matei-ials of the fact that: t:he notice has been served and of the effect of this rule. That party shall also take 
r e asonable steps to retrieve t:he materials d i sc losed. Nothing herein affects any obligati o n p u rs u ant: t:o R. Regulating Fla. 
Bar4 

4 .4(b) . 
(c) 
Right to Challenge Assertion of Privil e g e . 
Any party receiving a notice made under subdivision (a) has the right to challenge the assertion of privilege. :The g r ounds 
for the challen ge may include, but are not limited t:o, t:he following: 
(1) The mate r ials In quest i o n are not privileged. 
{2) The d isclosin g party, person, or ent:it.y lacks standing t:o assert the privilege. 
(3) The disclo sing party, person, or entity has failed to serve timely notice under this rule. 
(4) The circumstances surrounding the production or disclos u re of the mater ials warrant a finding that: the disclosing 
party, person, or entity has waived its assertion that: t:he materia l is protected by a privilege . April 17, 2014 Florida Rules 
of Civil Procedu r e 
57 
Any party seeking to challenge the assertion of privilege shall do so by servi ng notice of its cha llenge on the party, 
person, or entit:y asserting the privilege. Not:ice of the c hallenge shall be served within 20 days of service of t:he o r iginal 
notice given by the disclosing party, person, or entity. The notice of the recipient's c h allenge shall specify the grounds 
for t:he c h allen ge. Failure to serve timely notice of chall e nge is a waiver of the right to challenge. 

(~} 

Effec1: of D etermination that P r i v ilege Applies . When an order is entered determining t:hat materials are privileged or 
that the right to challenge the p r ivileee has been waived, the court shall direct what shall be done with the mat:eri a l s and 
any copies so as to preserve all rights of appellate review. The recipient of the materials shall also give prompt notice of 
t:he court's determination to any other party, person, or entity to whom it: had disclosed the materials. 

From: Ted B e rnste in [ mallto:tbe r nstein@lifein s ura n ceconc epts.comJ 
Sent:: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:52 PM 
To: Eliot Ivan Bernstein 
Subject:: Re: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT- CASE NUMBER S02012CP004391XXXXSB - OBJECTION TO FINAL 
ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS 

Alan-I 

df-> 
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Eliot: Ivan Bernstein 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Eliot Ivan Bernstein <iviewit@iviewit.tv> 
Tuesday, July 22, 201 4 5:39 PM 
Richard and B a rbara Naclerio 

Subject: FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 5 0 2 0 1 2CP004391XXXXSB -
OBJECTION TO FINAL ACCOU NTING AND PETITION F OR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED 
AND FORENSIC ACCOUN T ING AND DOCUMENT ANALYSIS 

Attachments: 201 4071 8 Orde r Regarding Privi lege.pdf 

Hi, in furtherance to my email below regarding a mes sage sent to you regarding an a lleged privi leged doc u me n t , after a 
heari n g r egarding the matter the Court: o r d e red that: it: was p rivilege d and that: I notice all recipients to not: distribute 
that: letter and delete it:, please take this email as my comp l iance with that Order. Attach ed Is a copy of the Order. The 
alleged privileged email header that was sent: to you is in the prior email below. While I know many of you t h ough t: this 
email was not pr i vileged and that: it: was t h reatening and contained information that: Ted was breaching his fid u ciary 
duties and m i sus i ng trust assets to " p r o tect:" h i msel f , even against: the advice of counsel, bad decisions by Judge 's do 
h app e n . It: appears the judge s u bjectiv e l y deter mined what: the contents meant and det ermined that a letter from Ted 
to me was someho w inadverte nt disclo s ure of a privileged document:, desp ite the fact that it was never privileged in the 
first place since it was never sent by Ted to his counsel, the ruling may be p recedent settin g and wholly inv alidate the 
meanin g of a t t orn ey client p rivile g ed communications to a su b ject i ve term depending on what the judge thinks p eople' s 
intent are and not the law!' Ted's threats to use trust funds to seek my c h i l dren's school records to use against them 
and threats to deposit ion and legally harass anyone who may be hel ping me were also ignored by the judge. I m a y 
appeal so I am not sure what: you are supposed to do in the meantime with your copi es, p l ease consult: counse l. 

Thanks, eb 

From: Eliot Ivan Bernstein [mailto:ivlewlt@lviewit.tv] 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:39 PM 
To: Richard and Barbara Naclerio 
Subject: FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB - OBJECTION TO FINAL 
ACCOUNTING AND PETT TION f--OR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS 

I have been n otifi e d by counsel for Theodore Bernstein that there was an email that was not su p pos ed t:o be sent by me 
as they claim it was p r ivileged and transmitted by m i sta ke to me, although I am the only recip i ent . The email in 
questions title was "Re: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER S02012 CP004391XXXXS B - O BJECTION TO 
FINAL A CCOU N TING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS" and had a letter that: started "Alan-... " I do not think I can retra n smit: it t:o show you which one but: the lett:e.
appe ars t:o be from Alan Rose to Theodore Bernst e in . I am obliga t ed under law t:o make contact with those I sent: it to so 
that they may retrieve the email but I am not: sure if t:hat e x t e nds any obligatio n on the receiving party. Anyh o ot, as the 
email t hreatens my family It: appears and others I detest: having to r equest it back but please do whatev er you feel the 
law r equi r es, as cited below; 

RULE 1.285. 
INADVERT ENT DI SCLOSU RE OF PR IVILEG ED MATERIALS 
(a) 
Asse rtion of Privilege as to I nadver tently Disclos e d Mat eria ls. 
Any party, person, or entity, after inadv ertent d i sclo sure of any materials pursuant to these rules, may thereafter assert 
any privile g e reco g n ized by law as to those materia ls. This right: exists without regard t.o whether the disclo sure was 
made pu rsu ant: t o formal d e m a n d or i n f orm a l request:. In order t:o assert: the privil ege, the party, person, or entity, shall, 
v.1i1:hin 10 days of actually discovering the inadvertent dis clo sure, serve written notice of the a ssert:i on of p r ivilege on t:h 
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party t:o whorn t:he materials were disclosed. The notice shall specify wit:h particularity t:he rnat:erials as t:o which t:he 
privilege is asserted, t:he nature of t:he privilege asserted, and t:he dat:e on which t:he inadvertent: disclosure was actually 
discovered. 
(b) 
Duty of t:he Party Receiving Notice of an Assertion of Privilege. A party receiving notice of an assertion of privilege under 
subdivision (a) shall promptly return, sequester, or destroy t:he materials specified in t:he notice, as well as any copies of 
the mater ial. The party receiving t:he notice shall also promptly notify any ot:her party, person, or entity t:o whom it has 
disclosed t:he materials of t:he fact: t:hat: t:he notice has been served and of the effect: of t:his rule. That: part:y shall also t:ake 
r easonable st:eps t:o retrieve t:he materia l s disclosed. Nothi ng herein affects any obligation pursuant t:o R. Regu lating Fla. 
Bar 4 

4.4(b). 
(c) 
Right: t:o C h allenge Assertion of Privilege. 
Any party receiving a not:ice made under subdivision (a) has t:he right: t:o challenge t:he assertion of privilege. The grounds 
for t:he challenge may include, but: are not: limited t:o, t:he following: 
(1) The materials in question are not privileged. 
(2) The disclosing party, person, or ent:it:y lacks standing t:o assert: t:he privilege. 
(3) The d isclosing party, person, or entity has failed to serve timely notice under t:his rule. 
(4) The circumstances surrounding t:he production or disclosure of t:he materials warrant: a finding 1:hat t:he disclosing 
party, person, or entit:y has waived it:s assertion that t:he material is protect:ed by a privilege. April 17, 2014 Florida Rules 
of Civil Procedure 
57 
Any party seeking t:o challenge t:he assertion of privilege shall do so by serving notice of it:s challenge on t:he party, 
person, or ent:it:y asserting t:he privilege . Notice of t:he challenge shall be served within 20 days of service of t:he original 
notice given by t:he disclosing party, person. or ent:lt:y. The notice of t:he recipient's challenge shall specify t:he grounds 
for t:he challenge. Failure t:o serve timely notice of challenge is a waiver of the right: t:o challenge. 
(d) 

Effect: of Det:erminat:ion t:hat: Privilege Applies. When an order is entered determining that: materials are privileged or 
t:hat the right to challenge t:he privilege has been waived, t:he court: shall direct: what shall be done with t:he materials and 
any copies so as to preserve all rights of appellate review. The recipient: of the materials shall also give prom pt notice of 
the court's determination to any other party, person, or entity to whorn it: had disclosed the materials. 

From: Ted Bernstei n [ mailto:tber nstein@life insuranceconc epts .corn] 
Sent:: Thursday, May 2 2 1 2014 10:52 P M 
To: E l iot Ivan Bernstein 
Subject:: Re: SERVIC E OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB - OBJECTION TO FINAL 
A C COUNTING AND P ETITION FOR F O RMAL1 DET A I L ED1 AUDITED AND FORENS IC ACC OUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS . 

Alan -I 
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Eliot Ivan Bernstein 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subje<:t: 

Atta<:hments: 

Eliot: Ivan Bernst:ein <iviewit:@iviewit:.tv> 
Tuesday, July 22, 2014 5:39 PM 
Walt Sahm (pjpaws@embarqmail.com) 
FW: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB 
OBJECTION TO FINAL ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED 
AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT ANALYSIS 
20140718 Order Regarding Privilege.pdf 

Hi, in furtherance to my email below regarding a message sent to you regarding an alleged privileged document, after a 
hearing regarding the matter the Court ordered that it was privileged and t:hat I notice all recipients to not: distribute 
that letter and delete it, please take this email as my compliance with t:hat Order. Attached is a copy of t:he Order. The 
alleged privileged email header t:hat was sent: to you is in the prior email below. While I know many of you t:hought this 
email was not privileged and that it was threatening and contained informat:ion that: Ted was breaching his fiduciary 
duties and misusing t:rust assets to "prot:ect:" himself, even against: t:he advice of counsel, bad decisions by Judge's do 
happen. It appears the judge subjectively det:ermined what: the cont:ents meant and determined t:hat: a let:t:er from Ted 
t:o me was somehow Inadvertent disclosure of a privileged document:, despit:e the fact that It: was never privileged in the 
first place since it was never sent by Ted t:o his counsel, the ruling may be precedent setting and wholly invalidat:e t:he 
meaning of attorney client privileged communications to a subjective t:erm depending on what the judge thinks people's 
intent are and not t:he law? Ted's threats to use t:rust: funds t:o seek my children's school records to use against: them 
and threat:s to deposition and legally harass anyone who may be helping me were also ignored by the judge. I mav • 
appeal so I am not: sure what: you are supposed to do in t:he meantime wit:h your copies, please consult counsel. 

Thanks, eb 

From: Eliot: Ivan Bernstein [mallt:o~ivlewit@ivlewlt:.w] 
Sent:: Friday, May 23, 2014 1:39 PM 
To: Walt Sahm (pjpaws@embarqmail.com) 
Subject:: FW; SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBE R 502012CP004391XXX:XSB - OBJECTION TO FINAL 
ACCOUNTING AND PETTTION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS 

I have been not:ified by counsel for Theodore Bernst:ein t:hat: there was an email that was not supposed to be sent: by me 
as they claim it: was privileged and transmit:t:ed by mistake to me, alt:hough I am t:he only recipient. The email in 
quest:ions tlt:le was "Re: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB - OBJECTION TO 
FINAL ACCOUNTING AND PETITION FOR FORMAL, DETAILED, AUDITED AND FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND DOCUMENT 
ANALYSIS" and had a let:ter t:hat st:arted "Alan-.•. " I do not: think I can ret:ransmit: it 1:0 show you which one but the Jet:t:er 
appears to be from Alan Rose t:o Theodore Bernst:ein. I am obligated under law t:o make contact: with t:hose I sent it to so 
t:hat they may retrieve the email but: I am not sure if that ext:ends any obligation on the receiving party. Anyhoo1:, as the 
email t:hreatens my family it appears and ot:hers I detes1: having t:o request it back but please do what:ever you feel t:he 
law requires, as cited below; 

RULE 1.285. 
INADVERTENT DISCLOSURE OF PRIVILEGED MATERIALS 
(a} 
Assertion of Privilege as to lnadvertent:ly Disclosed Mat:erials. 
Any party, person, or entit:y, after inadvertent: disclosure of any materials pursuant: t:o these rules, may t:hereafter assert 
any privilege recognized by law as t:o those mat:erials. This right exist:s wit:hout regard t:o whet:her t:he disclosure was 
made pursuant: to formal demand or informal request. In order to assert the privilege, the party, person, or entit:y, shall, 
wit:hin 10 days of act:ually discovering t:he inadvertent: disclosure, se,ve writ:t:en notice of t:he assertion of privilege on t:he_~--· 
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IN RE: 

DATE: 

TIME: 

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

CASE NO: 502012CP004391XXXXSB 

THE ESTATE OF SIMON L. BERNSTEIN 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - / 

PROCEEDINGS BEFORE 
HONORABLE MARTIN COLIN 

MAY 23, 2014 

9:00 a..m. to 10 oo a..m. 

PLEASANTON, GREENHILL, MEEK & MARSAA 
561/833.7811 
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there•s a rule on objections, the parties 

object. They don•t use you you don•t -work: 

for them. 

MR.. BROWN: Okay. 

THE COURT: You -work: for the court. 

MR.. BROWN: I"ll try and craft an order 

that deals -with that motion in that regard. 

Also, there also -was a motion, Eliot has 

concerns about the 2012 will and its ~alidity. 

I think: your ruling -would be the same on that. 

I don•t ha~e a role in trying to contest that 

"Will 

THE COURT: E:x:actly. You•re not an 

ad~ocate. You don•t in~estigate things that 

the parties may be interested in. They can do 

-what they think: they need to do based on the 

rules of procedure and statutes 

MR.. BROWN: That•s it. 

MR.. ROSE: If I may address the pri~ilege 

issue? 

okay. -
THE COURT: okay. The pri~ilege issue, 

MR. ROSE: May I approach? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. ROSE: I can file a copy of this. 
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This is the email in question. Without reading 

the email, if you look at ~ho it is ad.dressed. 

to at the very top. Mr. Bernstein is saying, 

this is Ted., telling me he sent it to Eliot by 

mistake. Last night at 10:12 he got off an 

airplane and. ~anted. to tell me things. It•s to 

Eliot by accident. If you just read. 

THE COURT: When you say to Eliot by 

accident, the only person this is sent to is 

Eliot. 

MR. ROSE: Correct. He ~as trying to send. 

it to me. If you look belo~ the ~ord. analysis, 

the first ~ord. of the email is Alan. 

THE COURT: So this ~as is supposed. to go 

to you and. it ~ent to Eliot? 

MR. ROSE: By mistake. And. Mr. Bernstein 

has ad.vised. me this morning he sent it to 2,000 

people already. He plans on publicizing it 

THE COURT: I"m sure he d.id.n•t do that 

because if he ~ants to participate in the case 

he•s obligated to have and comply ~ith the 

:rules of court. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Your Honor 

THE COURT: When you 

MR. BERNSTEIN: I ~as sent an email to me. 
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Like I do "Whe= I get a letter that has 

"Who a.re la.-wyers. I sent it to a number of 

people. Actually, I got so busy sending it to 

people, because it scared me a little bit that 

it "Was ~ery threatening to people, that by the 

time I "Was done my "Wife stopped me and said 'We 

got to go to court. All I kno'W is my brother 

se=t me a= email that seems pretty threatening. 

It "Was addressed to me. I "Was the i=tended 

THE COURT: Let me ask you, "When the email 

starts off Alan 

MR.. ROSE: I get a millio= emails 

THE COURT: That say Alan? 

MR.. BERNSTEIN: That say "Whoever•s name. 

THE COURT: Okay. All right. You k=o'W 

"What, I do=•t buy anythi=g you just told me. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: I thought my brother "Was 

se=ding me a copy of an email 

THE COURT: Stop. Stop. Stop speaki=g. 

I'm going to look: at the rule for a seco=d. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Okay. 

MR.. ROSE: It's 1.285. 

THE COURT: Okay. 
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MR.. BERNSTEIN: I haven•t been prepared 

£or this, so ... 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR.. BERNSTEIN: I haven•t looked at the 

rules. 

THE COURT: okay. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: I can sho~ you several 

instances in my email 0£ people sending me 

letters addressed to other people, several 

thousands 0£ those. 

THE COURT: So, all right. Everyone has 

to take a deep breath. This situation is done 

pursuant to Rule 1.285 So Mr. Rose, on your 

side, correct me if you think I•m ~rang, 

Subsection A says I nwhen you .. your client 

"takes a position that there•s been an 

inadvertent disclosure of privileged materials 

to another person" ~hich is ~hat you say 

happened, correct? 

MR.. ROSE: Correct, sir. 

THE COURT: It says here, "In order to 

assert the privilege the party, person or 

entity shall, ~ithin 10 days of actually 

discovering the inadvertent disclosure, serve 

~ritten notice of the assertion of privilege on 
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the party to ~ham the materials ~ere disclosed. 

The notice shall specify ~ith particularity" 

etc. And then there's a procedure. 

MR. ROSE: I did that last night. I 

emailed him last night. 

THE COURT: I didn't kno~ that. So you 

gave him the ~ritten notice. I assume he got 

it. Can I see a copy of the notice? 

MR. ROSE: I'm trying to get a copy of the 

notice. Perhaps I'm not trying to have the 

~hole arguinent heard today. I just 

THE COURT: The rule applies. 

MR. ROSE: Right. 

THE COURT: So once he gets notice, the 

rule applies. So the notice ~ill have you 

sent it by email? 

MR. ROSE: I have it here no~. I do find 

it, sir. May I approach? 

THE COURT: What's the time and date of 

the notice? 

MR. ROSE: May 22, 2014 at :L:l.:07 p.m. I 

said, ''You received an email from Ted intended 

solely for me, and accidentally sent to you by 

mistake. The email ~as sent around :LO::L2 p.m. 

tonight. Please delete the email inunediately 
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~ithout reading it and confirm that deletion by 

email. The conununication ~a.s attorney-client 

protected and you a.re not entitled to read or 

possess the email due to the accidental 

transmission. Thank you in advance. And if 

you fail to comply ~ith this request ~e·ll be 

forced to take corrective action ~ith the 

court ... Signed by me sent to the same email 

address that 

THE COURT: Okay. All right. So the rule 

says, to Eliot, he sent that to you, Rule 

1.285, Subsection B tells you ~hat you•re 

supposed to do. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: I haven•t seen it yet. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: He's saying he sent it 

after Te<l•s email. The la.st email I read ~as 

Ted•s email So I ha.ven•t seen it. 

says. 

else. 

THE COURT: So open that email 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Okay. 

THE COURT: Okay. And do ~hat the rule 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Don•t send it to anybody 

THE COURT: Well, okay, that, but it also 
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says some other things of ~hat you.•re supposed 

to do. You.•re supposed to return or destroy 

it. That.• s one thing you.• re supposed to do. 

And you. are to notify anyone else ~ho you. 

disclosed it to that they•re to do the same 

thing and you.•re also to take reasonable steps 

to retrieve the materials disclosed 

MR. BERNSTEIN: I'll do all that. 

THE COURT: And the only e=ception to this 

is if you. ~ant to challenge that assertion that 

you. ~ere pro~ided an inadvertent privileged 

matter. And then the rule says ~hat could 

happen and ~e can have litigation and spend a 

lot of money. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: No. I'll do ~hatever it 

is ~hatever the la~ says, as al~ays. 

THE COURT: There•s nothing for me to do. 

MR. ROSE: I l..1nderstand. I ju.st ~ant to 

make sure you. 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Your Honor, it ~ent out to 

a lot of people. Like I said, I have a broad 

base 

THE COURT: Take a look. When you. leave 

the Col..1rthou.se 

MR. BERNSTEIN: Okay. I'll notify 
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1 e~erybody though. 

2 THE COURT: Go and take a look at the rule 

3 and just do ~hat the rule says. 

4 MR. ROSE: And it•s not to be posted on 

5 social media. 

6 THE COURT: You see, I'm not allo~ed to 

7 ha~e dialogue on that no~. Other than signing 

a the order, hearing o~er. Thank you. 

9 (Whereupon the hearing is concluded at 10 00 a.m.) 
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Alan Rose 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alan Rose 
Monday, August 04, 2014 3:25 PM 
'Eliot Ivan Bernstein' 
RE: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXXSB 

A few things, please respond to each numbered point: 

1. Will you agree to stop sending things to every employee of my law firm. Under the Rules, we designate who is 
to be copied on service emails. I ask that you send regular communication only to me and e-service only to those 
designated by us. Please advise and if needed we will seek a court order. 

2. As to your Proof, you have never provided to us the emails which you claim you sent out on the evening of May 
22, 2014; the only things you have sent are emails the following afternoon and again in July. We request that you 
provide copies of all emails, particularly any emails you actually sent from 10:52 pm on May 22 through the start of the 
hearing on May 23•d. 

3. Again, as to the Proof, I do not believe you have complied with the Court's ruling, even as to the ones you sent, 
because you did not request that these people return or delete the privileged email. That was what you were required 
to do. 

4. I believe you have violated the Court's order by your filing in the Oppenheimer case. In your filing, you refer to 
the privileged email and advise people where to find the privileged email, which is a violation of the July 18th Order. To 
the extent that you can correct that violation, we ask you to do so, and further demand that you cease further violating 
the Order. 

S. You claim to have documents relating to an investigation into Simon's assets (does this include Shirley's as 
well?), yet you refuse to provide these documents and refuse to appear for deposition. We need documents and 
testimony as to: 

A. Iviewit - although everyone thinks and is pretty sure is worthless, we have asked for documents 
relating to any shares Simon may have owned. Again, even though we know the shares are worthless, we still are 
entitled to discovery. 

B. Any other assets: we have the right to discovery as to anything you actually know or discovered as to 
Simon's and Shirley's assets. 

C. We also have the right to ask you about your knowledge of facts. For example, as to estate planning 
issues, we have the right to ask you about your actual knowledge of the estate plan and the estate planning documents; 
the authenticity of signatures and any knowledge or claims you have as to any and all documents; knowledge of alleged 
fraud the role of various alleged participants; the damages, if any, caused; etc. We need to schedule your deposition 
asap, as it was ordered to be taken a long time ago. 

Thanks, and I look forward to your reply. 

Alan B. Rose, Esq. 
arose@Mrachek-Law.com 
561.355.6991 
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M +MY 

MRACHEK 
FITZGERALD 
ROSE 
KONOPKA 
THOMAS 
L~ WEISS. r.A 

505 South Flagler Drive 
Suite 600 
VVest Palm Beach , Florida 33401 
561.655.2250 Phone 
561 .655.5537 Fax 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS TRANSMISSION IS LEGAL LY 
PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL, INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED 
ABOVE. IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED 
THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. 
IF YOU RECEIVE A COPY OF THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY (1) REPLY BY E - MAIL TO 
US, AND (2) DELETE THIS MESSAGE. 

TAX DISCLOSURE NOTE: To ensure compliance with requi rements imposed by the Internal Revenue Service 
(Circular 230), we inform and advise you that any tax advice contained in this communication (includ ing any attachments) , 
unless otherwise specifically stated , was not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, by any taxpayer for the 
purpose of (1) avoid ing penalties that may be imposed under the Internal Revenue Code or (2) promoting , marketing or 
recommending to another party any transactions or matters addressed herein. 

If there any documents attached to this email with the suffix ,pdf, those documents are in Adobe PDF format, If you have 
difficulty viewing these attachments, you may need to download the free version of Adobe Acrobat Reader, available at: 
http://www.adobe.com 

From: Eliot Ivan Bernstein [mailto:ivievvit@ivievvit.tv] 
Sent:: Monday, August 04, 2014 10:09 AM 
To: Marie Chandler; tbernstein@lifeinsuranceconcepts.com; Alan Rose; Alan Rose; Marie Chandler; Caroline 
Klein; courtfilings@pankauskilavvfirm.com; john@pankauskilavvfirm.com; rspallina@tescherspallina.com; 
kmoran@tescherspallina.com; ddustin@tescherspallina.com; psimon@stpcorp.com; ijb@ijblegal.com; 
martin@kolavvyers.com; mrmlavv@comcast.net; mrmlavv1@gmail.com; dtescher@tescherspallina.com; 
dtescher@tescherspallina.com; ddustin@tescherspallina.com; kmoran@tescherspallina.com; 
jilliantoni@gmail.com; pfeaman@feamanlavv.com; service@feamanlavv.com; Maryanne Kaskey ~ Legal Assistant 
@Peter M. Feaman, P.A.; Benjamin P. Brovvn; attorneys@matbrolavv.com; bhenry@matbrolavv.com; 
pmatvviczyk@matbrolavv.com; William M. Pearson; lisa.friedstein@gmail.com; Lisa S. Friedstein; 
bill@palmettobaylavv.com; eservice@palmettobaylavv.com; William Henry Glasko Esq.; alb07c@gmail.com; .John 
P. Morrissey Esq.@ .John P. Morrissey, P.A. ; Kimberly Moran ~ Legal Assistant/ Notary Public@ Tescher & 
Spallina, P.A.; ebernstein@lifeinsuranceconcepts.com; Eric Bernstein; edb07fsu@gmail.com; Michael Bernstein; 
Matt Logan; Eliot: I. Bernstein, Inventor ~ Ivievvit Technologies, Inc.; .Jill M. Iantoni; Lindsay Baxley aka Lindsay 
Giles @ Life Insurance Concepts; molly.simon1203@gmail.com; Marie Chandler; Louis Mrachek; Roy Fitzgerald; 
Scott Konopka; Daniel Thomas; Gregory Weiss; .Jennifer Baker; Lisa Christian; Tammy Clarke; Gayla Davies; 
Paige Gillman; Davvn Kelly; Lori Williamson 
Cc: 'Caroline Prochotska Rogers Esq.'; 'Michele M. Mulrooney ~ Partner @ Venable LLP'; 'Andrew R. Dietz @ Rock 
It Cargo USA'; 'Marc R. Garber Esq. @ Flaster Greenberg P.C.'; 'Marc R. Garber Esq. @ Flaster Greenberg P.C.'; 
'Marc R. Garber Esq.'; tourcandy@gmail.com; Undisclosed List 
Subject:: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT- CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391X:XXXSB 

From: eservice@myflcourtaccess.com [ mailto:eservice@myflcourtaccess.com] 
Sent:: Monday, August 4, 2014 10:06 AM 
Subject:: SERVICE OF COURT DOCUMENT - CASE NUMBER 502012CP004391XXXX:SB 
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Not:ice of Service of Court: Document:s 

E-service recipient:s select:ed for service: 

Name Email Address 

E liot Ivan Bernstein iviewit@ iviewit.tv 

i viewit@ gmail .com 

tourcandy@ grnail.com 

A l a n B. Rose, Esq. - RESPONDENT arose@ gm-law.com 

arose@ mrachek- law.com 

J ohn J . Pankausk:i, Esq. - RESPONDENT courtfilings@ gankauski 1 avvfi rm . com 

1i ohn@ .nankauskilawfirm. coin 

Robert L. Spallina, Esq., - RESPONDENT rsgallina@ teschersgallina.com 

Page, Mrachek, Fitzgerald & Rose, P.A. -RESPONDENT lmrachek@ mrachek-law.com 

Panka u ski Law Firm PLLC - RESPONDENT courtfilings@ gankauskilaw:firrn .corn 

T c sch cr & Spallina, P.A. - RESPONDENT dtescher@ teschersgallina.com 

M ark R. :Mauceri, Esq. - RESPONDENT rnrm 1aw@ comcast.net 

mrmlawl @ gmail.com 

M ark R. :Mauceri, P.A. - RESPONDENT mrmlaw@ comcast.net 

mrn--ilaw l @ g111ail .com 

D o nald R. Tescher, Esq. - RESPONDENT dtescher@ t e sche rsgal I ina. com 

Kimberly :Moran - RESPONDENT kmoran@ teschersgallina.com 

Lindsay Baxley aka Lindsay Giles I indsay@ li.feinsuranceconce12ts.com 

E-service recipient:s deselect:ed for service: 

Name Email A ddress 

AlanB Rose arose@ mrachek- law.com 

mchandler@ 1nrachek- law.com 

blevvter@ rru-achek-law.com 

Alan Benj arnin Rose arose@ rnrachek- law.com 

1nchand1er@ n,rachek- law.com 
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Name Email Address 

cklein@mrachek-law.com 

Allison R Sabocik: courtfilings@12ankauskilawfirm.com 

allison@12ankauskilawfirrn.com 

Benjamin P Brown bbrown@rnatbrolaw .corn 

Eliot Bernstein iviewit@iviewit.tv 

Theodore Stuart Bernstein tbernstein@lifeinsurancecon.cc12ts.eom 

Pamela Beth Simon 12simon@st12com.com 

Jill Iantoni liilliantonif@µmail.com 

T ,isa Friedstein lisa@friedsteins.com 

lisa.friedstein@gmail.com 

Eric Bernstein edb07@fsu.edu 

edb07fsu@gmail.con'l. 

Matt Logan matl89@aol.com 

Michael Bernstein mchl bernstein@:yahoo.com 

William Pearson woearsonlaw@bellsouth.net 

Alexandra Bernstein alb07c@gmail.com 

Molly Simon molly:. simon l 203@gmail.com 

Donald R. Tescher dtescher@teschers12allina.com 

ddustin@teschers12allina.com 

kmoran@leschers12allina.com 

Irwin J. Block ijb@ijblegal.com 

lamb@kolawvers.com 

John J. Pankausk:i courtfilings@12ankauskilaw:firm.co1n 

iohn@nankauskilawfirm.com 

John P Morrissey iohn@imorrissevlaw.com 

Joielle A Foglietta service@ciklinl ubi tz.com 

slobdell@ciklinlubitz.com 

Mark R Manceri mrmlaw@comcast.net 

mrmlawl@o-rnail.com 
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Name Email Address 

Peter M. Feaman, Esq. service@feamanlaw.com 

rnkoskey@fearnanlaw.com 

Peter .M. Feaman service@feamanlaw .co1T1 

mkoskey@teamanlaw.com 

-William H. Glasko bill@.12alrnettobaylaw.com 

eservice@l2almettobaylaw.com 

Peter Matvviczyk attorneys@matbrolaw.com 

Robert L. Spallina rs.12allina@teschers12allina.com 

kmoran@teschers.12allina.com 

ddustin@teschers12allina.com 

Thornton B Henry bhenr.):'.@matbrolavv.com 
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