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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 
 

THE FLORIDA BAR, 
 
 Complainant,      Supreme Court Case No.: 
        SC18-1614 
v.  
        The Florida Bar File Nos. 
CHRISTOPHER M. CHESTNUT, 2017-00,372(4D), 2018-

00,372(4B), 2018-00,441(4C), 
2018-00,481 (4D) 

 Respondent.  
__________________________________________/ 
 

RESPONDENT’S AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND ANSWER TO 
COMPLAINANT’S COMPLAINT 

 
 Comes now, Respondent, CHRISTOPHER M. CHESTNUT, (hereinafter, 

“Respondent Chestnut”), and hereby files his Affirmative Defenses and Answer, 

alleging the following in support thereof:  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 Please see attached pleading filed contemporaneous with Respondent’s 

Answer to the subject Complaint. 

ANSWER 

 Except as otherwise admitted herein, Respondent Chestnut denies all 

allegations contained in the Complaint and demands strict proof thereof.  

1. Respondent Chestnut admits that he is a member of The Florida Bar and was 

admitted on April 25, 2006.  
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2. Respondent Chestnut admits that he practices law in Duval County, Florida 

as alleged in paragraph 2 of the Complaint.  

3. Respondent Chestnut admits, in part, paragraph 3 of the Complaint that he 

received a notice that the Fourth Judicial Circuit Grievance Committees “B, 

C, and D” appears to have found probable cause to file the Complaint, but is 

without personal knowledge and therefore denies other allegations regarding 

the action of the Presiding Members of said Committees.  

COUNT I – COMPLAINT OF BLONDIE BASCOM 
THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2017-00,372 (4D) 

 
4. Respondent Chestnut admits that pursuant to the death certificate, Walton 

Reed passed away on September 3, 2013 as alleged in paragraph 4.  

5. Respondent Chestnut admits Richardson’s Funeral Home was hired to 

handle the funeral arrangements for decedent, Walton Reed.  

6. Respondent Chestnut admits, in part, the allegation in paragraph 6 that he 

met with his client, Frances Reed, and her daughter Blondie Bascom at the 

funeral home, at Ms. Reed’s request.  However, Respondent Chestnut is 

without knowledge as to what was said outside of his presence, prior to his 

client, Frances Reed, retaining his services as legal counsel, therefore, 

denied.   

7. Admit.  

8. Admit.  
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9.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient information to admit or deny in 

the absence of discovery. 

10.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient information to admit or deny, in 

the absence of discovery. 

11. Respondent Chestnut admits Ms. Reed requested a personal loan in the 

amount of $10,000 / $11,800.  Respondent Chestnut is without knowledge 

sufficient to admit the remaining allegations within paragraph 11 and hereby 

denies. 

12.   Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient information in the absence of 

discovery to admit or deny the interest rate per annum.  

13. Respondent Chestnut admits that the law firm drafted and filed a wrongful 

death claim at the direction of his client, Ms. Reed, on or about January 16, 

2014, and denies that Respondent Chestnut filed the complaint, it was filed by 

attorney Amber Hall, a then associate attorney at The Chestnut Firm.  

14. Respondent Chestnut is without personal knowledge based on lack of 

specificity in the allegation as to whom the “female attorney” may be or 

whether there was an objection to a meeting, absent discovery; but, admits 

that Vera Starks was an associate attorney appearing as counsel of record in 

2015.   
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15. Respondent Chestnut is without knowledge or information regarding what 

Ms. Bascom knows and therefore is not able to admit or deny. 

16. Respondent Chestnut denies the vague allegations contained in paragraph 

16, specifically that Ms. Bascom’s calls were not returned as this fact is 

alleged in subsequent paragraphs. 

17. Respondent Chestnut admits the clients were contacted around Christmas 

2015, but cannot admit or deny the remaining facts in the absence of 

discovery.    

18. Respondent Chestnut admits that no mediation occurred in April 2016 . 

19. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated. 

20. Respondent Chestnut admits there was a hearing, admits that Plaintiff failed 

to appear, is without sufficient knowledge to know whether Plaintiff failed 

to appear for lack of notice. 

21. Admit.  

22.  Respondent Chestnut admits that the July 19, 2018 hearing was cancelled, 

but denies that there was not reasoning as to cancellation as Respondent 

Chestnut physically appeared in court and verbally advised the court as to 

why the hearing was cancelled. 

23. Admit.  

24. Admit. 
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25. Respondent Chestnut admits Ms. Bascom filed a Bar Complaint in January 

2017, and is without knowledge as to the reasoning for not hearing from 

Respondent, and denies that the law firm was not in communication, as the 

primary contact was Mrs. Reed.  Furthermore, Ms. Bascom was advised on 

more than one occasion that Mrs. Reed was the primary contact after Ms. 

Bascom lied to the law firm in effort to exclude another heir, a daughter of 

Rev. Reed uncommon to Mrs. Reed. 

26. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny this 

allegation. 

27. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny this 

allegation. 

28. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny this 

allegation.   

29.  Admit. 

30.  Admit. 

31. Admit that there was a Medicare offer to settle for $10,00; but is without 

sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the August 4, 2016 without more 

specificity as to who the emails were addressed to or received from or by. 

32. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, admits as to the quoted language as 

stated “must be accepted and paid within 60 days”. 
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33. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny 

dementia, admits there may be cognitive deficits with Mrs. Reed, but also 

acknowledges that Mrs. Reed lives alone, has never been declared 

incompetent. and admits as to the fact that Mrs. Reed remains the Personal 

Representative. 

34. Admit. 

35. Respondent Chestnut admits to signing the contingency fee agreement, 

however, upon information and belief, the Prospect Funding documents have 

a stamped signature. 

36. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the 

allegation as alleged as to the belief of Ms. Reed, and denies the allegation to 

the extent that Mrs. Reed interacted with other attorneys in The Chestnut Law 

Firm, to include Atty. Starks who defended Mrs. Reeds deposition in this case. 

37. Respondent Chestnut denies that he violated any rules and respectfully 

requests this Honorable Court dismiss this Complaint, or enter a judgment on 

the pleadings, as the Complaint completely fails to allege any facts within the 

four corners in which a violation of the rules stated could be found. 

COUNT II – COMPLAINT OF LIZ HUBBARD 
THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2018-00,372(4B) 

 
38. Respondent Chestnut is without personal knowledge as there is not 

independent proof thereof and therefore denies/cannot admit or deny.  
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39.  Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, but admits that Ms. Hubbard contacted 

a representative at the law firm not Respondent individually. 

40.   Respondent Chestnut admits that a packet was sent to Ms. Hubbard, but 

denies as stated that the packet was sent by or from Respondent Chestnut 

directly. 

41.  Respondent Chestnut admits that Ms. Hubbard would be directed to staff or 

an associate attorney, but denies that there would be difficulty in reaching an 

attorney.  As it relates to calls specifically to Respondent from Ms. Hubbard, 

Respondent is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny absent 

specificity as to calls and absent further discovery. 

42. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit 

or deny or form a belief as to the truthfulness of the allegations.   

43. Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit 

or deny or to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the allegations.   

44.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit 

or deny the allegation absent discovery. 

45.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient information to admit or deny the 

allegation, but based upon case notes, denies as stated. 

46. Respondent Chestnut is without personal knowledge as to  Ms. Hubbard’s 

receipt of email to admit or deny this allegation.    



Page 8 of 12 
 

47. Admit.  

48.  Admit. 

49. Respondent Chestnut Denies, as stated. 

50. Admit. 

51.  Admit. 

52. Admit. 

53.  Respondent Chestnut denies the allegation as stated, based upon information 

(case notes) and belief. 

54. Respondent Chestnut is without personal knowledge sufficient to admit or 

deny this allegation absent discovery, but denies that the firm enacted a cease 

communication with Ms. Hubbard in 2017. 

55.  This allegation is ambiguous as to dates and times of the calls, but denies as 

to the extent that the calls were in summer of 2017, as associate attorney 

Natalie Jackson was the assigned attorney who was responsible for and in fact 

communicating with Ms. Hubbard. 

56. This allegation is ambiguous as to date and time of the initial call from Ms. 

Hubbard or the return call, thus, Respondent Chestnut cannot admit or deny 

that this specific undated / undocumented call was returned. 

57. Admit as to the issuance of a letter on January 19, 2018 with the quoted 

language, but deny as to termination of services, as Ms. Hubbard called to 
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terminate her services with The Chestnut Firm on January 16, 2018, per case 

notes. 

58.  Respondent Chestnut admits to contacting Ms. Hubbard regarding her case 

as well as the City of Jacksonville,  prior to the Statute of Limitations 

expiration in April 2018, but denies any assertion that “help” infers that 

Respondent advocated or purported to represent Ms. Hubbard as both parties 

were advised in emails from Respondent sent circa April 17 &19, 2018. 

59.   Respondent Chestnut admits to sending an email to Ms. Hubbard on April 

19, 2018 with attachments of documents and summaries from her case file 

maintained by The Chestnut Firm. 

60. Respondent Chestnut denies that he violated any of the rules as alleged. 

  

COUNT III – COMPLAINT OF TAURA GEORGE  
THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2018-00,441(4C) 

 
61.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient information and personal 

knowledge as to the date or the “friend” that referred Ms. George to The 

Chestnut Firm, thus denied as stated, but admits that the case was referred. 

62.  Respondent Chestnut denies as stated the characterization of “run around”; 

but admits that Ms. George’s case was assigned to a Case Manager / Paralegal, 

and is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny remainder. 
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63.  Respondent Chestnut is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny these 

allegations absent discovery. 

64.  Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, but admits to meeting with the client 

in person at her home. 

65. Allegation is ambiguous, denies as stated in the absence of discovery.  

66.  Denied as stated. 

67. Admit to the extent of aiming to settle by the end of the year. 

68. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, but admits to communicating with Mrs. 

George in January 2018. 

69. Admit.  

70. Admit that Respondent Chestnut advised Ms. George that she had not lost her 

right to file the wrongful death claim due to the statute of limitations. 

71. Admit. 

72.  Admit.  

73. Admit.  

74. Admit. 

75.  Admit. 

76. Respondent Chestnut denies that he violated the alleged rules. 

COUNT IV – COMPLAINT OF WYNETTA WRIGHT 
THE FLORIDA BAR FILE NO. 2018-00, 481(4D) 
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77.  Respondent Chestnut is without knowledge as to who or how Mrs. Wright 

was referred to his law firm, denied as stated. 

78. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, but admits that Ms. Wright spoke with 

an intake specialist. 

79. Respondent Chestnut denies that both parties signed a contract on November 

17, 2015, but admits that both parties signed the agreement. 

80. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated. 

81. Admit 

82.  Admit. 

83. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated, Respondent was not attorney of record 

in this case filed in a Georgia court. 

84. Admit that there is a certified letter dated February 28, 2018. 

85. Admit. 

86. Admit. 

87. Respondent Chestnut admits in part as to the fact that the quoted statement is 

from Respondent’s initial response to the Bar Inquiry, however, the allegation 

mischaracterizes the statement which is ½ of a sentence, thus denied in part 

as stated.  

88. Allegation is ambiguous and factually inconsistent due to mischaracterization 

and commentary on yet discovered record evidence, thus denied as stated. 
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89. Respondent Chestnut denies as stated. 

90. Respondent Chestnut denies that he violated any rules alleged.  

 WHEREFORE, having fully answered, Respondent Chestnut prays he be 

relieved of any further obligations in this case, exonerated in all respects, and for 

such other relief as this Honorable Court may deem just and proper.  

 Respectfully Submitted, 

THE CHESTNUT FIRM, LLC 
301 E. Bay St., Suite 1400 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
Telephone: (855) 374-4448 
Facsimile: (855) 377-2667 
 
 BY: /s/ Christopher Chestnut    
CHRISTOPHER M. CHESTNUT 
Florida Bar No. 22409 
Chris.Chestnut@chestnutfirm.com  

 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 27th day of November, 2018 a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing was electronically served upon the following counsel 
of record,  to Carlos A. Leon, cleon@flabar.org, and to Adria E. Quintela, Staff 
Counsel, The Florida Bar, aquintel@flabar.org. 
 
 

BY: /s/ Christopher Chestnut    
CHRISTOPHER M. CHESTNUT 
Florida Bar No. 22409 
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