
 

  

 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA
 

THE FLORIDA BAR,  

Complainant,  

v.  

CHRISTOPHER M.  CHESTNUT,  

Respondent.  

Supreme Court Case  No. 
 
SC- 

The Florida Bar File  Nos.  

2017-00,114(4B),  2017-00,249(4D)  & 

2017-00,306(4D)  

_____________________________/ 

COMPLAINT  

The Florida Bar, complainant, files this Complaint against  Christopher M.  

Chestnut, respondent, pursuant to  the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar and  

alleges:  

1.  Respondent  is, and at all  times  mentioned in the complaint was, a 

member of The Florida Bar, admitted on  April 25, 2006,  and  otherwise  subject to  

the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court  of Florida.  

2.  Respondent resided and  practiced law in  Duval  County, Florida, at all  

times  material.  

3.  The Fourth  Judicial Circuit Grievance Committees  “B”  and  “D”  found  

probable cause to file this complaint  pursuant  to  R. Regulating  Fla. Bar  3-7.4 and  

this complaint has been approved by the presiding members  of those  committees.  
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THE FLORIDA  BAR FILE NO. 2017-00,114(4B) 
 
COMPLAINT OF RAMONA  BERRY
  

4.  On February 6, 2014, Ramona Berry’s daughter, Diedre Spear, was  

killed  in an automobile accident in Atlanta, Georgia, leaving  behind a minor  son.  

5.  On or about February 7, 2014, Ms. Berry  went  to  the Gregory  Levett  

Funeral Home to  make arrangements for her daughter’s funeral.  

6.  While at the funeral  home, Ms. Berry was approached  by respondent, 

who told  her he was a close friend  of the funeral home director  and  that  he would  

be able to  assist  her in both  paying for the funeral and receiving  insurance money  

for her daughter’s  death.  

7.  In her testimony  at the Bar’s emergency suspension  hearing, Ms. 

Berry testified  that Mr. Levitt  introduced  her to  Mr. Chestnut  and said he was a 

wrongful  death  lawyer.  

8.  Respondent  gave Ms. Berry a contingency  fee agreement to  retain him  

which she signed.  

9.  Respondent also presented Ms. Berry with  a loan application from  

Universal Funds  explaining  that  this would help with funeral expenses.   

10.  Ms. Berry filled  out  the application as instructed  by respondent and a 

Purchase and Assignment Agreement was signed  on February 24, 2014.  
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11.  Ms. Berry alleges that  a few days later, respondent  told  her to  go to
  

the courthouse and complete an application for temporary guardianship  of her 

grandson.   

12.  He told  her that she needed to mail him the final  order once it was  

received.  

13.  Ms. Berry did as  respondent  instructed.    

14.  After that point, she had no further communication with respondent.  

From time to time, his office representatives would contact her with documents to  

sign.   

15.  In late February 2014, Ms. Berry was contacted by Brenda Bates, an  

attorney in Georgia.   

16.  Ms. Bates advised Ms. Berry that  she was  with the Chestnut firm and  

would  be assisting her with setting  up a trust for her grandson.  

17.  At some point prior to April  28, 2016, respondent appeared at Ms. 

Berry’s home to talk to  her about a Bar  complaint that  had been filed  by Anthony  

Jordan, Sr., the minor’s  father.  

18.  Respondent asked Ms. Berry to sign an affidavit  that  he would  prepare 

and bring  back for her signature.  
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19.  A few days later, on  April 28, 2016, Pansy King  and Eric Echols came 


to Ms. Berry’s home with what she believed to be the affidavit, although she was  

never given an opportunity to review the contents.  

20.  Ms. King and Mr. Echols indicated where Ms. Berry was to  sign, took  

the executed document and told Ms. Berry they would mail her a  copy.  

21.  Ms. Berry never received a copy of the affidavit from respondent or 

his office.  

22.  In fact, according  to Ms. Berry, the first time she saw the contents of 

the April 28, 2016,  affidavit was when she was provided a copy by The Florida Bar 

staff investigator.  

23.  Ms. Berry alleges, and has testified in the past, that numerous  

statements made in the affidavit are untrue, and, if she had  been  given the 

opportunity to review it, she never would have signed  it.  

24.  By reason  of the foregoing, respondent has violated the following  

Rules Regulating The Florida Bar:  4-1.1(competence), 4-1.2  (objectives and  scope 

of representation), 4-1.4  (communication), 4-7.18 (solicitation), 4-8.4(a)  

(misconduct), and 4-8.4(c)  (conduct  involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, 

misrepresentation).  
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THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2017-00,249(4D)
 
COMPLAINT OF ALEX APOSTOLOU
 

25.  Mr. Alex Apostolou, an attorney in South  Carolina, was retained by a 

long-standing client, Tenisha Gibbs, after her nine-year-old  daughter was killed by  

a drunk driver.  

26.  Ms. Gibbs had engaged the services  of Dickerson Mortuary in North  

Charleston regarding  funeral arrangements  for her daughter.  

27.  On October 28, 2016, Mr. Apostolou received a call from  “Kelly” at 

Dickerson  Mortuary  who wanted to  ensure that Mr. Apostolou, as Ms. Gibbs’ 

attorney, agreed to pay for the funeral.  

28.  Mr. Apostolou explained  to Kelly  that  he could neither make nor 

guarantee payment because  it was  in violation  of the Rules  of Ethics.  

29.  Mr. Apostolou also explained  that  payment could  be made from the 

estate after funds  had been recovered in the civil case.  

30.  Kelly responded  that  attorneys pay for funerals all the time.   

31.  When  Mr. Apostolou  asked Kelly  which  attorneys she was  speaking  

of, she responded  Chris Chestnut  out  of Florida.  

32.  Shortly thereafter, Mr. Apostolou  explained to his client that ethics  

rules  prohibited  him,  or any other attorney, from paying for funerals.   
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33.  Ms. Gibbs told  him that  the funeral  people had  told her that  if her 


attorney would not pay for the funeral, she had the wrong attorney  and that they  

had  an attorney in Florida  that would  pay  for the funeral  no questions asked.  

34.  On October 31, 2016, Mr. Apostolou received another call from Kelly  

who  had  Ms. Gibbs  in the room with her at the mortuary.   

35.  Kelly told Mr. Apostolou that  the funeral  bill was $13,500 and  asked  

him whether or not he was going to pay it.  

36.  Mr. Apostolou again  told  her that  he could not pay for the funeral and  

that it would  be paid  by the estate after recovery.   

37.  Kelly said “OK”  and  hung up.  

38.  Less  than a minute later, Mr. Apostolou received a call from Ms. 

Gibbs  informing  him  that  he was fired and  that she was going with “their” lawyer.   

39.  Mr. Apostolou, accompanied  by attorney  Ariel Pitman  whom  Mr. 

Apostolou brought as a witness,  went immediately to the mortuary  where he met  

with Ms. Gibbs  and  Mr. Dickerson  - the owner  and  funeral  director.  

40.  Mr. Dickerson showed Mr. Apostolou  the bill and told  him that  

attorneys often  paid  the bill as a courtesy to their clients.   

41.  When asked, Mr. Dickerson confirmed that he was referring  to  

respondent, Chris Chestnut.  

6
 



 

42.  Eventually, Ms. Gibbs left with Mr. Apostolou and moved  her 


daughter’s body to another mortuary.  

43.  According to Ms. Gibbs, once Kelly hung  up with Mr. Apostolou on  

the 31st, she was  told to fire him and hire respondent  because  he would  pay for 

everything.   

44.  Ms. Gibbs  also  told  Mr. Apostolou that before he showed  up at the 

mortuary, the owner had gone to his  office to  get respondent’s phone number to  

call and sign  her up.  

45.  Shortly before the incident with Ms. Gibbs, Mary Ann Heyward, the 

mother of  an existing client, Tiesha Heyward, came to see Mr. Apostolou.   

46.  She told  him that she had received a letter from the Chestnut Law  

Firm informing  her that they had  dropped her son’s case  but when she tried to  

contact  the firm, she received no answer.  

47.  Ms. Heyward  explained that her  son, Deontae Reed, had  been shot  

and killed at a Waffle House in Charleston  County, South Carolina.   

48.  A few days after the incident, an  investigator appeared at Ms. 

Heyward’s door and  told her he was sent there by the Victim’s Advocate, Teri  

Porcel.   

49.  The investigator further told her that  the Chestnut Law Firm was  

brought in  to  handle her civil  case and proceeded to  sign up the family.  
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50.  Since the investigator had mentioned the 9th Circuit Victim’s
  

Advocate, Mr. Apostolou contacted  Ms. Porcel and  the prosecutor, Mr. Nelson.  

51.  According to Ms. Porcel, she had never heard  of the Chestnut Law  

Firm before.  

52.  And Mr. Nelson  indicated that when he called the Chestnut Firm, he 

was told that they were “shocked and  surprised” by the allegations.  

53.  In his response  to  this grievance, respondent claimed that “The 

Chestnut Firm is a national  law firm with a  multi-jurisdictional practice.”   

54.  Respondent also alleges  that  “The Chestnut Firm has clear policies  

and procedures to properly and efficiently manage the multi-jurisdictional  practice 

by associating appropriate counsel, if necessary, and fully complying with the 

respective laws, regulations and rules of conduct regardless of the venue.”  

55.  However, as  of this date, the Chestnut  Firm employs only one 

attorney, respondent  himself, who is only  licensed  to  practice law  in Florida.  

56.  By reason  of the foregoing, respondent has violated the following  

Rules Regulating The Florida Bar:  4-7.18(a)(Direct Contact With Prospective 

Clients; Solicitation), 4-8.4(a) (Misconduct) and 4-8.4(c)(Conduct  Involving  

Dishonesty, Fraud, Deceit, Misrepresentation).  
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THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2017-00,306(4D)
 
COMPLAINT OF JAMIE AGNEW
 

57.  Ms. Agnew  previously  worked as an attorney  with  the Chestnut Firm  

in  the Atlanta office.  

58.  Ms. Agnew  left  respondent’s employ in December 2015.  

59.  Thereafter, on December 1, 2016, Ms. Agnew learned  that  

respondent’s law firm’s website still  listed her as an employee.   

60.  On December 1, 2016, after Ms. Agnew verified that  both her 

biography and  photo  were still listed  on respondent’s website, she sent respondent  

a certified cease and  desist  letter demanding  that  he remove her likeness and all  

mention of her previous employment within five  days.  

61.  As of this  date, respondent has  not filed a response with the Bar, 

although  he has removed Ms. Agnew’s information  from his website.  

62.  By reason  of the foregoing, respondent has violated the following  

Rules Regulating The Florida Bar:  4-7.13(a)(Deceptive and Inherently Misleading  

Advertisements), 4-8.4(a) (Misconduct), and 4-8.4(c)(Conduct involving  

dishonesty, fraud, deceit).  

WHEREFORE, The Florida Bar prays respondent will  be appropriately  

disciplined in accordance with the provisions of the Rules Regulating The Florida 

Bar as amended.  

9
 



 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 


Carlos Alberto Leon, Bar Counsel
 
The Florida Bar
 
651 East Jefferson Street
 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300
 
(850) 561-5845
 
Florida Bar No. 98027
 
cleon@floridabar.org 

ADRIA E. QUINTELA
 
Staff Counsel
 
The Florida Bar
 
Lakeshore Plaza II, Suite 130
 
1300 Concord Terrace
 
Sunrise, Florida 33323
 
(954) 835-0233
 
Florida Bar No. 897000
 
aquintel@flabar.org 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
  

I certify that this document has been E-filed with The Honorable John A. 

Tomasino, Clerk of the Supreme Court of Florida with a copy provided via email 

to Respondent, Christopher Chestnut, at chris.chestnut@chestnutfirm,com, and 

Respondent’s counsel, Joseph A. Corsmeier at jcorsmeier@jac-law.com, using the 

E-filing Portal and that a copy has been furnished by United States Mail via 

certified mail No. 7016 0750 0000 3623 7133, return receipt requested to 

Respondent, whose record bar address is 841 Prudential Dr., #1220, Jacksonville, 

FL 32207-8120, and via certified mail No. 7016 0750 0000 3623 7126, return 

receipt requested to Respondent’s counsel at 29605 US Highway 19 N., Suite 150, 
Clearwater, FL 33761-1538, and via email to Carlos Alberto Leon, Bar Counsel, 

cleon@flabar.org, on this 21st day of February, 2017. 

ADRIA E. QUINTELA 

Staff Counsel 
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NOTICE OF TRIAL COUNSEL AND  DESIGNATION  OF PRIMARY 
 
EMAIL ADDRESS  

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the trial counsel in this matter is Carlos 

Alberto Leon, Bar Counsel, whose address, telephone number and primary email 

address are The Florida Bar, 651 East Jefferson Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-

2300, (850) 561-5845, cleon@flabar.org. Respondent need not address pleadings, 

correspondence, etc. in this matter to anyone other than trial counsel and to Staff 

Counsel, The Florida Bar, Lakeshore Plaza II, Suite 130, 1300 Concord Terrace, 

Sunrise, Florida 33323, aquintel@flabar.org. 
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MANDATORY ANSWER NOTICE
 

RULE 3-7.6(h)(2), RULES OF DISCIPLINE, EFFECTIVE MAY 20, 2004, 

PROVIDES THAT A RESPONDENT SHALL ANSWER A COMPLAINT. 
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