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RECEIVED 
The Florida Bar JUN O 3 2019 

Inquiry/Complaint Form 
THE FLORIDA BAR -ACAP 

TALLAHASSEF., FLORIDA 
PART ONE' (See Page 1, PART ONE - Complainant Information.): 

. Your Name: Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera (husband and wite) 

Organization: 
Address: 5851 SW 188 Avenue 

City, State, Zip Code: Southwest Ranches, FL 33332 

Telephone: '154-547-1193 
E-mail: cdalvare(g)gmail.com 

ACAP Reference No.: ----------------------==-------
Does this complaint pertain to a matter currently in litigation? Yes D No 00 

PART TWO (See Page 1, PART TWO-Attorney Information.): 

Attorney's Name: Gregory Saldamando 44896 Florida Bar No.: -----~ 
Address: 2525 Ponce de Leon Blvd Ste 600 

City, State, Zip Code: Uoral Uables, FL 33134-6014 

Telephone: 786-430-0882 

PART THREE (See Page 1, PART THREE-Facts/Allegations.): The specific thing or things I 
am complaining about are: (attach additional sheets as necessary) 

ttorney regory a aman o o e trems aw 1rm as ai e to IO orm us on a matters regar mg 
the settlement of our case and has misrepresented the status of negotiations to us with the intentions of 
securing more money for himself. As of May 30, 2019, Mr. Saldamando indicates that he will collect 
58.6 percent ($92,500) out of $157,500 recovered contrary to our contract. 

 During the settlement negotiations, crucial written notifications were not made to us. In a phone 
conversation on April 30th, Mr. Saldamando encouraged my wife to accept $65,000 out of $100,000 
global. In follow up discussions and requests, Mr. Saldamando did not provide the status of the 
settlement negotiations and specifically the amount of the settlement. 

After several ·demands for detailed information and written notifications, Mr. Saldamando disclosed the 
settled amount on May 20, verbally and then forwarded an email by the opposing attorney dated 5/7/2019 
that listed an offer of $157,500 to settle. . 

We have advised Mr. Saldamando that we have serious concerns about his ability to perform his fiduciary 
duty and to put our interests before his own. We have requested to see a breakdown of his fees, but like 
all the other requests for transparency he has not answered. We have also told him that we do not agree 
with his inten,t to collect $92,500 out of the $157,500 and that we were willing to accept $65,000 out of 
$100,000 butonce the settlement changed, we expected to be properly informed and to receive additional 
funds consistent with our contract. 
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Fact9/{'-Jlegation.c, Continuation Page 

We have also pointed out that our Contingency Fee Retainer Agreement is for 20% ofithe 
amount recovered. However, he has refused to reconsider any changes to his fees. 

All the events described above. several Better Business Bureau website postings of.similar 
incide~ts with The Strems Law Firm and especially the misrepresentations along the way (for 
example indicating the opposing attorney will not agree to a different breakdown/split) are signs 
that Mr. Saldamando mislead us and did not provide any written notifications to fonnulate the 
current situation with the objective ofisecuring more money for himselfi 

In short, Mr. Saldamando attempted to conceal the settlement to manipulate us into agreeing to a 
lesser .amount, with the objective of.acquiring higher fees for himself, He does not act within his 
professional duties as an adviser and a negotiator that seeks the advantage otihis client· He is not 
prompt to maintain communication and demands fees that are unreasonable and based on 
misrepresentations. · · H :, 

Details: 
On July 2014, we, Eduardo Alv.are.z and Doris Herrera, hired the Strems Law Firm to represent 
us on a sinkhole damage claim under a home insurance policy. At that point in time, we signed a 
Contingency Fee Retainer Agreement for20% o~the amount recovered. (EXHrBlT A) · 

On or about April 2019, while monitoring Broward County public records, we noticed increased 
activity for the case and contacted Mr. Saldamando and the Firm to request a status update. On 
April 24, we received via email a Proposal for Settlement for an amount oti$50,000. Thereafter 
no other written notifications were provided so we continued to cont.act the law firm to request 
additi~nal information. (BXHIBIT B) 

:: ' . 

On April 30, Mr. Saldarnando responded and indicated verbally to Doris that an offer for 
approximately $100,000 had been received. Mr. Saldamando indicated that there was a 
possibility the settlement could be for less and asked for the minimum we were willing to accept. 
After some back and forth in that conversation, Doris explained that the necessaty repairs were 
projected t.o be over $90,000. but based on Mr. Saldamando's feedback regarding his necessary 
foes plus the possibility of: losing the case if; it went to trial, Doris agreed to accept $65,000 out of; 
the $l00,000. . 

On May 8, 2019, Mr. Saldamando emailed Doris to request confirmation that we would agree to 
accept $65,000. We did not respond because there was no information regarding the settlement 
amount or its tenns. We expected Mr. Saldamando to contact us and provide a written Proposal 
for Settlement. (EXHIBIT H) •·· 

On May 14, 2019, public records indicated the case had settled but we had not received any 
notifications, including a Proposal for Settlement and Global Release documents like on the 
April 24 email. Concerned about the situation, we went to Strems Law office the following day 
and asked for Mr. Saldamando but were attended by paralegal Alex Femandez-Lovo. We asked 
Mr. Fernandez-Lovo for the settlement and he said it could not be provided because only Mr. 
Saldamando had that infonnation. Yet; he confinned that we would receive $65,000. We then 
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Facts/~llegations Continuation Page 

asked him for a copy of;the fde and he only provided a two paged Co-Counsel Agreement which 
we already had been in possession otisince March. (EXHIBIT C) 

On May 16, 20 l 9, we noticed pub I ic records showed our case was Disposed. and still we had not 
received any written communication. This obscurity combined with the emphasis to disburse to 

i· ., us $65,000 out ofian unknown amount, was very concerning and led us to lose.trust in our 
lawyer's willingness to honor the agreement for services ofi representation. (EXHIBIT D) 

On May 20, 2019, Eduardo spoke over the phone with Mr. Saldamando who said that the n" 

settlement was for $157,500 and that we would receive $65.000 ofithat amount. I reminded Mr. 
Saldamando that our contract stated he's only entitled to 20% from the total recovered and 
requested a breakdown ofihis fees. Mr. Saldamando stated that he didn't have to provide his 
itemized fees and indicated that our contract was no longer valid. Yet. we were never informed 
or provided another contract before the settlement. 

We took steps to set an appointment to meet with Mr. Saldamando on Friday, 5/24/2019 with 
intentions otresolvingthe conflicts. It wasn't until approximately 10:00 pm on Thursday a text 
message was received canceling our appointment for the following morning. Eduardo wrote an 
email expressing our concerns and asked Mr. Saldamando again for copies ofithe settlement, a 
breakQown otifees and a prdjection/timeline ofiany additional requirements for final 
dishur~ement. He acknowledged the email but never provided what we requested. (EXHIBIT E) 

On the afternoon ofi May 29, 2019, Eduardo called Mr. Saldamando over the phone and asked 
about the meeting and documents requested. Mr. Satdamando acted like he did not know what 
we were asking for but provided an email that indicated he had received the $157,500 offer on 
May 7, 2019. Immediately thereafter, we presented ourselves at Mr. Saldamando's office and 
were able to meet with him. In discussions with Mr. Saldamando, we told him that we had not 
agreed to receive $65,000 out of; any settled amount. rather $65,000 was based on the conditions 
he had·stipulated. meaning $100,000. Furthermore. we told Mr. Saldamando we had no issue 
with tl-!e total settlement amount but only with the disbursement splits he had devised after the •.. _ 
notifications to Doris on April 30"'. He said that Doris had agreed to $65,000 no matter what the 
amount of: the settlement and we disagreed, explaining to him that it was unreasonable for us to 
set a bottom line for ourselves instead ofia bottom line for him. More importantly. we told him 
all this could have been avoided ifihe had provided written notiftcations; instead ot:verbal 
notifications followed by a complete lack oficommunication after receiving what he construed to 
be sufficient enough to make his claim. Mr. Saldamando indicated the insurance and opposing 
law firm would not agree to anything other than $65.000 amount ofi settlement towards us. that 
he had $17,000 in costs and that the $75,000 in fees did not cover his $192,000 expenses. We did 
not agree with his assertions and indicated we were the victims suffering the loss and had put our 
trust in him to secure our wellbeing. At the end. Mr. Saldamando maintained his position and 
said that $65,000 minus the l 5% ($9.750) adjuster's fee was a fair amount for us. Unfortunately, 
we left without resolution. (EXHIBIT F) 

After th is meeting, Mr. Saldamando wrote an email to us presenting his position and we 
responded we were not in agreement, reiterating again his failure to provide written notifications. 
and that his actions had created conflicts oti interest to carry out the negotiations on our behalf~ 
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Facts/Allegations Continuation Page 

throughout the negotiations he only communicated aspects of the process to Doris which in-turn 
misrepresented the facts. We told him, Doris agreed to $65,000 out of$100,000 global based on 
the skewed picture he provided. Moreover, he seems to misunderstand his position as a 
representative, and that the client should be completely entitled to deciding when the settlement 
should be resolved. (EXHIBIT E) 

In an attempt to understand the common protoeols and issues with similar cases, we began to 
search online for The Strems Law Firm and found several Better Business Bureau website 
complaint postings of similar situations (EXHIBIT G): 

• 12/l 0/2018 - Failure to provide settlement pay 
• • 06/19/2018 - Failure to provide notifications 
• 02/12/2018 - Failure to disclose settlement amount 
• 01/14/2018 Collection offees beyond agreement 

As of May 31, 2019, formal documents of the settlement have not been provided to us. 

,· 
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I PART F'OUR. (See Page 1, PART FOUR- Witnesses.): The witnesses in support ofmy 

allegations are: [see attached sheet]. 

PART FIVE (See Page 1, PART lflVE-Signature.); Under penalt.ies of perjury, I declare that 
the foregoing facts are true, correct and complete. 

Eduardo Alvarez Doris Herrera 

5/3 l/2019 

Date 

1· ,, 



THE STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A. 

CONTINGENT FEE RETAINER AGREEMENT 
~··. 

RE: .Claim Against Insurance Company 

The undersigned client(s) (jointly and/or severally referred to as the "Client") hereby 
retain and employ THE STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A., located at 13335 SW 124"' Street, Suite 
102, Miami, FL 33186, as attomey(s) and/or firm(s) to represent Client with regard to claim(s) 
for c.ontractual rights against Client's insurance carrier and/or insurance agent ancVor their 
agents, arising out ofan accident, loss or occurrence that happened at the lQcation of the Client's 
Property: 5 ·· 5 SW l \',if, Ct\,£n EiiLUlu, · • 8tfti hliilding, Personal 
Property, Additional Living Expenses., which date of loss was (Q ) 1/ !~ and was 
caused by 

.sc" 1(1-a.e 

1. ATTORNEYS' FEES- CONTINGENT ON RECOVERY: This 
employment is on a contingent fe9;.basis. Ifno recovery is made for, or on behalf of Client, THE 
CLIENT SHALL NOT PAY ATTORNEYS' FEES for any of the professional services 
rendered in reference to this matter by the Attorney. From the gross proceeds of,any recovery 
prior to litigation (pre-litigation), the attorney shall be entitled to receive the following legal 

QD 
~·-. 

fee, and client assigns to Firm % of the whole amount recovered (including recoverable 
depreciation, overhead and profit, and/or claims that are to be charged from dollar one less 
deductible), or -S % in the event said whole amount is recovered via invocation of appraisal. 
Note: The Policyholder is responsible for half of the appraisal expenses, where applicable, 

a. Litigation/Breaeh of Contract Actions: Client hereby authorizes this Firm 
to file suit against Client's insurance carrier should said canier deny, reject or 
under-pay Client's claim. If the payment ofreasonable attorneys fees, to be 
paid by the Insurance Company is required to be determined by the Court or if 
settlement is achieved via negotiation with the Insurance Company, Attorney 
shall be entitled to receive all of such attorneys' fees, including any and all 
contingency risk factor multipliers awarded by the Court, or, if a settlement 
includes an amount for Attorneys' fees, Attorney shall be entitled to receive 
all of its expended and/or negotiated fees; further, pursuant to 627,428, 
Florida Statutes, the Insurance Company is solely responsible to pay for 
the Client's attorneys' fees when and if, the Client prevails against the 
Insurance Company, NO RECOVERY, NO FEE. 

2. EXPENSES: In addition to legal fees, Attorney is entitled to receive all court 
costs and expenses incurred by Attorney in reference to this matter. Attorney shall have the 
authority, but shall not be obligated to make advances of these expenses on behalf of Client in 
such amounts as Attorney shall determine best in representing Client in the matter, Any and all ,·. 
such·expenses incurred on Client's behalf shall be deducted from Client's net proceeds of 
recovery, after deducting the fees due Attorney from the gross recovery, Client agrees that 
in the event of a fee payment dispute, Attorney may file a ch~ging lien to recover its outstanding 

. 13335 SW 124" Street, Suite 102, MIAMI, FL3Jl86 Tel: (786) 430-0882 Fax: (305) 459-1589 1 

Exhibit B



attorneys• fees and costs. Client agrees that Attorney shall engage, at Attorney's sole·discretion, 
prof1tssionals to render services on behalfiofClient, including but not limited to experts, 
cons~ ltants and public adjusters. Client shall pay such professionals based on their reasonable 
hourly fee charge; however, in the event no money is recovered for Client, no payments shall be 
due to those professionals for their service, 

3. CLIENT COOPEMTIOr.f: Client agrees to cooperate with the Attorney's 
request, to be available to the Attorney at all reasonal)le times and places and to keep Atto~ney 
fully advised, at all times, as to Client's current address and telephone number. It is agreed and 
understood that at any time during the existence ofithi.s contract, Attorney has discretion, upon 
reasonable notice, to withdraw as representative counsel and/or terminate its responsibilities and 
obligations under this agreement. 

4, STATEMENT OF CLIENT'S RIGHTS: Client has, before signing this 
contract. received and read The Statement of Client's Rights; and understands each of the rights 
set fqrth therein. Client has signed The Statement of Client's Rights and has received a signed 
capy' to keep, and to refer to, while being represented by the Attorney, This contract may be 
canceled by written notification to the Attorney at any time within 3 business days of the date •·· that the contract was signed, as shown below, and l caneeled, the Clients shall not be obligated fO 

pay any fees to the Attorney for the work performed during that time. If the Attorney has 
advanced funds to others in representation of the Client, the Attorney is entitled to be reimbursed 
for all such amounts as the Attorney has reasonably advanced on behalf.of the Client. 

5. EARLY TERMINA'f.lpN: In the event that this contract is terminated by the client 
without legal cause before the agreement to settle with the insurance company is made; and the 
clien~ settles the claim personally or through other counsel. the client agrees to compensate the 
attorney a reasonable hourly rate for all past legal services performed prior to termination. The 
payment will be made out of the settlement proceeds and will not be owed if no insurance 
pro~eds are paid. 

, 6. POWER OF ATTOJ:!NEY: I/WeauthorizeTHESTREMSLAWFlRM,P.A.,on 
my/our behalf., to eitecute any and all documents, including pleadings, stipulations and 
agreements, and to retain and employ, in my.name, the seivices ofiany and all accountants, 
expert witnesses, appraisers, contractors and investigators whom in its discretion, may deem , 
necessary to prepare for the prosecution oftand to prosecute the action described above. 
I/W~ further fully authorize my/our attorney to settle this. matter whether in pre-litigation or 
litigation and to pay out of the proceeds of any recovery, which is the subject matter of this 
contract, all unpaid costs and liens. T/We authorize my/our attomey to endorse my/our 
signature(s) on any settlement check and to deposit it into the attorney's trust account. 

7. ENTIRE AGREEMENT: This retainer agreement contains the entire 
understanding between Client and Attorney and there are not other agreements, promises or 
undertakings between them except as set forth herein, Client acknowledges having received a 

i copy oft this Contingent Fee Retainer Agreement. Jf at any time Client owes outstanding 
i, attorneys• fess and expenses to the Finn and the Finn must resort tQ its legal remedies to collect 

such· fees and expenses, then Client agrees that the prevailing party in any such action shall be 
entided to recover from the non-prevailing party the prevailing party's reasonable attorneys' 

j fees.icosts and expenses and said action shall be brought in the courts of Miami Dade County, 
l ,, 
,, where jurisdiction will lie, exclusively. 
,, 

8. MORIGAGE COMPANY AS ADDITIONAL PAYEE: Client understand 
13335 SW 12411\ Street, Suite 102, MrAMJ, FL 33186 Tel: (786)430-0882 Fax: (305) 459-1589 2 
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that ff !here fs a mortgage_ on tbe property, Che Mortgagee has a right tQ be a CO•payee on all · 
insunmce checks for real property damages. Client will be solely respo,-sible to oblain the· 
Mortgag~•s endorsement of such check~. Tb(a P oileyholder is held 100%, responsible for 11lE 
STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A., entire fee along with any other fcc(s) incurred throughout your 
claim settlement. If your daim is a monUored d111.m, tbe entire fee orTJIE STRBMS LAW 

.! "·Fl RM, P.A. Is to be deducted from tl,e fltst disbursement, 

~ATED atMiami;Floridadds~U y9,f ;r/'((;N'c/v· 2012. d-O;c./ 
.. ~·-

. SIDN: ·~- . ,. Un:,•;,; . 
PRINT: £ bkL8 f2J~\ A t, V_b. '1 £ z.. 
Cllenl/lnsured 

The above employment is hereby acce1>ted and approved upoi:i the terms stated above. 

SCOT STREMS, ESQ 

, }l'.S. 817.234(1)(b) Any person who knowingly and wltbilntent tti Injure, defraud, or deceive 
any insuret Rtes a ·statement of claim or ati application containing any false, lricc,mplete, or 

misleading Information Is guilty or a felony of the third degree. 

. _Este contrato ha sido tmducldo velhalmente, al Espanol 
r ,. 

Jns~•s Home Phone: #! 

lnsuredAddress. S'e,J\ ~U) l~ ~ 
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M & Associates Group Inc. 

35 S.W. 120th St. Suite #212 
mi, FL 33186 
) 282-9555 Office 
) 282-9555 Fax 

Summary for Dwelling 
Line Item Total 158,872.21 
Total Adjustments for Base Service Charges 2,463.26 
Material Sales Tax @ 7.000% 2,738.97 

Replacement Cost Value $164,074.44 
Less Deductible (18,200.00) 

Net Claim $145,874.44 

GM & Associat4es Group 

5851_1 5/16/2014 Page: 16 
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Gracia, John  

From:  Benjamin D. Keener <bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com>  
Sent:  Friday, April 05, 2019 12:30 PM  
To:  Gregory Saldamando  
Cc:  Paralegal1; Assistant1; Faye Stephens  
Subject:  CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT NEGOTIATIONS RE: Eduardo Alvarez v. American Integrity // 

CACE-14-013149 // Mediation / Report from Mike Alfieri, PG.  
Attachments:  EW10253 Alvarez v AII- Review Opinion-SEALED.pdf  

Greg, 

Please allow this communication to reiterate American Integrity’s offer to resolve this matter globally for $50,000.00 
inclusive  of all fees, costs and interest.  This is contingent upon  a full release agreement and dismissal with prejudice.  

I have attached the WRA  Peer Review for your review.  Please let me know your client’s response in this regard.   

Ben Keener 

HALL .I KEENER 
Attorneys At Law 

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206 
Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building 
St. Petersburg, Florida  33702 
PH: (813) 990-0099  
Fax: (813) 289-1888 
www.hallkeenerlaw.com  
BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com  

The contents  of this e-mail message and any attachments  are intended solely for the individual(s) to whom it is 
addressed.  This communication is intended to be confidential and may be subject to applicable attorney/client privilege 
and work product protection. If  you are not the intended recipient of this message or if this message has been sent to you 
in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message and its attachments. Do not 
distribute or copy this message or any attachments.  

From: Gregory Saldamando [mailto:gregory@stremslaw.com] 
Sent:  Thursday, April 04, 2019 5:42 PM 
To: Benjamin  D. Keener
Subject:  RE: Eduardo Alvarez v. American Integrity // CACE-14-013149 // Mediation / Report from Mike Alfieri, PG. 

Right now  don’t have a time, still figuring out my calendar, send me a text around 10 am tomorrow  

1 Exhibit D
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~ STREMS I~~% 
April 24, 2019 

SENT VIA US MAIL 
EDUARDO ALVAREZ AND DORRIS HERRERA 
5851 SW 188TH AVENUE 
SOUTHWEST RANCHES, FL 33332 

RE: Eduardo Alvarez v. American Integrity 
Case  No. CACE-14-013149  

Dear Mr./Mrs. Alvarez:  

Please be advised that the Defendant, AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE, has served a 
Proposal for Settlement in the amount of $50,000.00.  A copy of this document is attached for 
your review and consideration.  We now must discuss the potential consequences of this 
document and how it may affect our case moving forward. 

The proposal for settlement is essentially a settlement offer. However, unlike ordinary offers, 
rejection of a Proposal for Settlement may serve as the basis for the  Defendant to recover 
attorney’s fees and costs, directly from you, if certain conditions are  satisfied. Specifically,  
pursuant to  Florida Law,  the Defendant would be entitled  to recover all attorney’s fees and costs 
expended following rejection of the offer if the following conditions are satisfied:  

(1)  A judgment is entered that is less than 25% than the amount  of the Proposal for  
Settlement (in this case  $37,500.00); and  

(2)  The Proposal for Settlement is determined by the Court to be valid. There are multiple  
reasons that a Proposal for Settlement may  be found invalid. However, that  
determination will be made by the Court if and only if the first condition is satisfied.  

Obviously, the amount offered in the Proposal for Settlement is  far less than the value we have  
placed on  your claim. This notwithstanding, you now have thirty (30) days within which to accept 
the proposal  or it will be deemed rejected. Therefore, it is imperative that we  discuss this Proposal  
and the overall status of  the claim. Please give us a call at your earliest possible convenience.  
We will also be following up with you to discuss this matter.  

Kindly sign at the bottom of this page as acknowledgment of having reviewed this letter and the 
attached Proposal for Settlement and return it in the enclosed self-addressed stamped envelope. 
Should you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact our office. 

THE STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A.  _________________________ 
Insured 

THE STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A.  
2525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600, Coral Gables, FL 33134 ∙ TEL: (786) 430-0882 ∙ FAX: (305) 459-1589  

Exhibit E
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Gracia, John  

From:  Gregory Saldamando  
Sent:  Thursday, January 02, 2020 6:26 PM  
To:  Paralegal1  
Subject:  FW: Alvarez v. American Integrity - payment terms 

ory Saldamando, Esq. 

stremslaw.com 
: gregory@stremslaw.com 
vice: pleadings@stremslaw.com 

525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600 | Coral Gables | FL | 33134 

Direct Line: 786.475.3099 
NOTICE: This e-mail, any files, and or attachments transmitted with it are confidential and may contain information which is legally privileged or 
otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity that this e-mail is addressed to. If you are not one of 
the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete 
this message from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited, and 
may violate law. 

From: Gregory Saldamando  
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 4:08 PM 
To: Johana Espinal <settlement1@stremslaw.com>  
Subject: Re: Alvarez v. American Integrity ‐ payment  terms 

Yes and of the $65k the PA will get 15% find out how the PA gets paid  

Greg  
Sent from my iPhone  

On May 10, 2019, at 3:53 PM, Johana Espinal <settlement1@stremslaw.com> wrote: 

Please confirm the breakdown is correct: 

65,000 indem 
92,500 fees/cost 

Thank  you,  

1 Exhibit F
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<image001.jpg>  
Johana Espinal 
Legal Assistant 

www.stremslaw.com 
Email: settlement1@stremslaw.com 

E-Service: pleadings@stremslaw.com 

786.430.0882| 305.459.1589f PLEASE NOTE NEW MAILING ADDRESS 

DIRECT:786.475.3455 2525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600 | Coral Gables | FL | 33134 

NOTICE: This e-mail, any files, and or attachments transmitted with it are confidential and may contain information which is legally privileged or 
otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity that this e-mail is addressed to. If you are not one of 
the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete 
this message from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited, and 
may violate law. 

From: Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com>  
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 3:47 PM 
To: Johana Espinal <settlement1@stremslaw.com> 
Subject: Re: Alvarez v. American Integrity ‐ payment  terms 

Should be in notes in act  

Greg  

Sent from my iPhone  

On May 10, 2019, at 3:39 PM, Johana Espinal <settlement1@stremslaw.com> wrote: 

Hi Greg,  

Please provide the breakdown. 

Thank  you,  

<image001.jpg>  
Johana Espinal 
Legal Assistant 

www.stremslaw.com 
Email: settlement1@stremslaw.com 

E-Service: pleadings@stremslaw.com 

786.430.0882| 305.459.1589f PLEASE NOTE NEW MAILING ADDRESS 

DIRECT:786.475.3455 2525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600 | Coral Gables | FL | 33134 
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NOTICE: This e-mail, any files, and or attachments transmitted with it are confidential and may contain information which is legally privileged or 
otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity that this e-mail is addressed to. If you are not on 
the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and d
this message from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited, an
may violate law. 

From: Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com>  
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 3:09 PM 
To: Johana Espinal <settlement1@stremslaw.com> 
Subject: Fwd:  Alvarez v.  American Integrity ‐ payment terms 

Sent from my iPhone  

Begin forwarded message:  

From:  "Benjamin D.  Keener" <bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com> 
Date: May 10, 2019 at 2:22:53 PM EDT 
To: Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com> 
Cc: "akling@tampainsurancelaw.com" 
<akling@tampainsurancelaw.com>, Paralegal1 
<paralegal1@stremslaw.com>, Assistant1 
<assistant1@stremslaw.com>, "Faye Stephens" 
<faye@hallkeenerlaw.com>, "Jessica Hoffman 
(jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com)" 
<jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com> 
Subject:  RE: Alvarez v. American Integrity ‐ payment terms 

Greg and Aaron, 

I hope you are well.  I wanted to follow up on payment instructions and 
W9s on this  so that  we can get the release finalized and payment in  
process. 

Take care, 

Ben Keener  

<image002.jpg>  

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206  
Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building  
St. Petersburg, Florida  33702  
PH:  (813) 990-0099  
Cell: (727) 365-6044  
Fax: (813) 289-1888  
www.hallkeenerlaw.com  
BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com  
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The contents  of this e-mail message and any attachments  are intended 
solely for the individual(s) to whom it is addressed.  This communication 
is intended to be confidential and may be subject to applicable  
attorney/client privilege and work  product protection. If  you are not the 
intended recipient of this message or if this message has been sent to 
you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and 
delete this message and its attachments. Do not distribute or copy this  
message or any attachments.  

From: Benjamin D. Keener  
Sent:  Wednesday, May 08, 2019 12:00 PM 
To: 'Gregory Saldamando'  
Cc: 'Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com)'; 'Paralegal1'; 'Assistant1'; Faye 
Stephens; 'Jessica Hoffman (jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com)' 
Subject:  RE: Alvarez v. American Integrity  
Importance: High  

If you would like a check  sent to your Trust Account for distribution by  
your office, please have the PA send me  an email directly authorizing 
same. 

Thank  you,  

Ben  

From: Benjamin D. Keener  
Sent:  Wednesday, May 08, 2019 11:50 AM 
To: 'Gregory Saldamando'  
Cc: Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com); Paralegal1; Assistant1; Faye 
Stephens; Jessica Hoffman (jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com) 
Subject:  RE: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Thank  you.  Please forward payment instructions and W9.  

Ben Keener  

<image002.jpg>  

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206  
Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building  
St. Petersburg, Florida  33702  
PH: (813) 990-0099 
Fax: (813) 289-1888  
www.hallkeenerlaw.com  
BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com  

The contents  of this e-mail message and any attachments  are intended 
solely for the individual(s) to whom it is addressed.  This communication 
is intended to be confidential and may be subject to applicable  
attorney/client privilege and work  product protection. If  you are not the 
intended recipient of this message or if this message has been sent to 
you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and 
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delete this message and its attachments. Do not distribute or copy this  
message or any attachments.  

From: Gregory Saldamando [mailto:gregory@stremslaw.com] 
Sent:  Tuesday, May 07, 2019 5:55 PM 
To: Benjamin  D. Keener  
Cc: Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com); Paralegal1; Assistant1; Faye 
Stephens; Jessica Hoffman (jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com) 
Subject:  Re: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Yes not a problem   

Greg  

Sent from my iPhone  

On May 7, 2019, at 5:17 PM, Benjamin D. Keener 
<bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com> wrote:  

To be perfectly clear, this global agreement is inclusive 
of any and all indemnity claims, extra contractual 
claims, fees, costs and interest.   Please let me know if 
you have any questions in this regard.  

Ben Keener  

<image002.jpg>  

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206  
Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building  
St. Petersburg, Florida  33702  
PH:  (813) 990-0099  
Cell: (727) 365-6044  
Fax: (813) 289-1888  
www.hallkeenerlaw.com  
BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com  

The contents  of this e-mail message and any  
attachments are intended solely for the individual(s) to 
whom it is  addressed.  This  communication is intended 
to be confidential and may be subject to applicable 
attorney/client privilege and work  product protection. 
If  you are not the intended recipient of this message or if 
this message has been sent to you in error, please 
immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and delete 
this message and its attachments. Do not distribute or  
copy this message or any  attachments.  
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From: Benjamin D. Keener  
Sent:  Tuesday, May 07, 2019 5:04 PM 
To: Gregory Saldamando (gregory@stremslaw.com); 
Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com) 
Cc: Paralegal1; Assistant1 (assistant1@stremslaw.com); 
Faye Stephens; Jessica Hoffman 
(jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com) 
Subject: Alvarez v. American Integrity 
Importance: High  

Greg, 

Please allow this correspondence to confirm our 
agreement to resolve this matter  globally for the sum of 
$157,500.00 payable at your clients’ direction, 
continent on the execution of a full release and 
indemnity  agreement w/ confidentiality, and the 
dismissal of the subject suit with prejudice.  

Please forward payment instructions and w‐9 
information.   

Ben Keener  

<image003.jpg>  

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206  
Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building  
St. Petersburg, Florida  33702  
PH: (813) 990-0099 
Fax: (813) 289-1888  
www.hallkeenerlaw.com  
BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com  

The contents  of this e-mail message and any  
attachments are intended solely for the individual(s) to 
whom it is  addressed.  This  communication is intended 
to be confidential and may be subject to applicable 
attorney/client privilege and work  product protection. 
If  you are not the intended recipient of this message or if 
this message has been sent to you in error, please 
immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and delete 
this message and its attachments. Do not distribute or  
copy this message or any  attachments.  

ExchangeDefender Message Security: Check 
Authenticity  

ExchangeDefender Message Security: Check Authenticity  
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Gregory Saldamando  

From:  Gregory Saldamando  
Sent:  Wednesday, May 8, 2019 9:55 AM  
To:  2doris@gmail.com  
Subject:  EDUARDO ALVAREZ AND DORIS HERRERA VS AMERICAN INTEGRITY CACE-14-013149  

Doris:  

You and Eduardo agree to accept the $65,000 for you two, of which your PA will  take whatever percentage you agree to. 
Please confirm . Thank you. 

egory Saldamando, Esq. 

w.stremslaw.com 
ail: gregory@stremslaw.com 
ervice: pleadings@stremslaw.com 

2525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600 | Coral Gables | FL | 33134 

Direct Line: 786.475.3099 
NOTICE: This e-mail, any files, and or attachments transmitted with it are confidential and may contain information which is legally privileged or 
otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity that this e-mail is addressed to. If you are not one of 
the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete 
this message from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited, and 
may violate law. 
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Filing# 89463772 E-Filed 05/14/2019 09:18:43 AM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF fflE SEVE~TEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DMSION 

EDUARDO ALVARF.Zand 
DORlS HERRERA, 

Plaintiff, 
CASE NO.: CACE-14-013149 

V. 

AMERICA.'1 INTEGRITY INSURANCE 
COlv.lP ANY OF FLORID~ 

Defendant. 

-----------------I 

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

The Defendant, AMERICAN NTEGRITY INSURANCE COMPANY OF FLORIDA, 
hereby submits Lhis Notice of Selllemenl Lo notify Lhe Courl U1al ilie parlies have reached an 
amicable settlement of the above-styled matter. The Court shall retain jurisdiction to enforce the 
tenns of the Parties' settlement agreement. 

CKR'J'J.HCAl'E 01.4° SKRVICE 

WE HEREBY certify a true and c-0rrect c-0py of the foregoing has been furnished via E
mail and/or the Florida Courts eFiling Portal to Gregory Saldamando~ Esquire and Jennifer 
Jimenez, Esquire, Strems Law Finn, Attorney for Plaintiff, 2525 Ponce de Leon Boulevard, Suite 
600, Coral Gables, Florida 33134 via email at plcadings@strcmslaw.com, 
team 1 l@stremslaw.com; greg.plead1ngsl@strernslaw.com, and Aaron Kling, Esquire, Co-Counsel 
for Plaintiffs, 5117 Memorial Highway, Tampa, Florida 33634 via 

th alding(@tampainsurancelaw.com; jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com;on this 14 day of May, 
2019. 

By: /s/ PlJe#'fiontuv @. tY~M-· 
BENJAMIN D. KEENER 
Fla. Bar No.: 35974 
Hall Keener, P.A. 
A ttomeys for Defendant 
9800 4lli Street North, Suite 206 
St. Petersburg, FL 33702 
(813) 990-0099 (telephone) 
(813) 289-1888 (fax} 
bdk@hallk.eenerlaw.com 
faye@hallheenerlaw.com 

Page 1 ofl 

FILED: BROWARD COUNTY, FL BRENDA D. FORTvfAK. CLERK 05/14/2019 09:18:42 AM.***"' *"'"' 
Exhibit H
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Instr# 115825239, Page 1 of 1, Recorded 05/24/2019 at 07:57 AM 
Broward County Commission 

*;!<** FILED: BROWARD COUNTY, FL Brenda D. Forman, CLERK 5/16/20 19 4:30:00 PM. **** 

In the Circuit Court of the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit 
In and for Broward County, Florida 

Case No: CACE- l 4 · 01~J49 
Plaintiff 

vs. Judge: Martin J. Bidwill 
Division: 05 

6f)Y)..e.,'<, r!aY1 -'C.\Q+..e.a 'C, ty _.c"'~. ~ 
Defendant o ,F ~ loy} dC\. · 

Directions to the Clerk 

This cause came before the court sua sponte, and the court having reviewed the file, and it 
appearing that said cause is inactive because: 

( ) The defendant has filed bankruptcy in case number: 

( ) The matter has been removed to Federal Court in case number: 

( ) A support order has been entered and is presently being enforced, or the support order has 
been abated because: 

( ) The maner has been abated for more than one year because: 

( ✓ Other: A..2o+i ~ of S oA:H~n-l- .Ci uid '5 4 I Y 4 19 . 

The matter as captioned is hereby closed for statistical purposes only, subject to reopening upon 
appropriate petition. The clerk shall bring such petitions to the attention of the court 
immediately upon filing. 

Directed in chambers, in Fort Lauderdale, Bro 

lll,('\j Le,..~ ~Y-\ 

n GV\.oY\ ~ • \(_ \ \V\) l f_~, 

':),,-, ~c:r.\'J H~'-
,..-C,V\'\,\~, r-L. ·b'b(,pb4 ~ 1,·&6 

Copies Furnished ~ 

\..\ o.. l l ~\'\JU\ , f'. Y-\ . 1\\..L . -t>~5 La..c...o l-:::, r l'YV) 

~ V\i ~ o . t"-u \'\.W\, ~~ 
b~--ry 

• / 

S::.. l d.G-\ ~v0o, ~
q 'oOO L(tk ·~-t. 

isa-S 
N. 6t'..e_ ~ 

'vO,V\u_. d.tl., UoVl blvd. ~l:Q. '=,co 
5-r. Q~bu.11~ I 1->L. ~0'"10)---;}4~

lo"('"A\ ~\o~-=,i ~L. ?;:>~\~4 ·Cccllj 
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!i/29/2019 Gmail - FW: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Gmail Eduardo Alvarez <edalvare@gmail.com~· 

i FW: Alvarez v. American Integrity 
1 message 

: Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com> Wed, May 29, 2019 at 3:13 PM 
To: "EdAlvare@gmail.com" <EdAlvare@gmail.com> 

~STR MSI 
Gregory Saidamando, Esq. 

L 
FIRM 

www.stremslaw.com 

Email: 9@92.!:Y_@stremslaw.com 

E-Service: pleadings@strernslaw.corn 

305.458.1589[ 2525 Ponce De Leon Blvd., Suite 600 I Coral Gables I FL I 33134 

Direct Line: 786.475.3099 

Nor1ce: This e-mail. any fries. and or allachmenls transmitted with 1t are confidential and may contain information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from 

disc!c,sum They are intend,0d solely for ihe use 01 the 1r1d1vidual or entity that this e-mail is addressed to. If you are no! one of the named recipients or otherwise have 

reason to believe trial you have received lh,s message 1n error, please imme,jiately notify the sender and delete this message tram your ,:omput8r t,ny other use. 

reienlron. dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is stnctly prohibited, and may v1o!ale law 

From: Benjamin D. Keener <bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com> 
Sent: foesday, May 07, 2019 5:17 PM 
To: Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com>; Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com) <akling@ttglaw.com> 
Cc: Paralegal1 <paralegal1@stremslaw.com>; Assistant1 <assistant1@stremslaw com>; Faye Stephens 
<faye@hallkeenerlaw.com>; Jessica Hoffman Uhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com) <jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Exhibit J

To be perfectly clear, this global agreement is inclusive of any and all indemnity claims, extra contractual claims, fees, 
costs and interest. Please let me know if you have any questions in this regard. 

https://mail .google.com/mail/u/O?ik=fd I bd7f5ff &view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A I 634894819395749668% 7Cmsg-f%3A I 6348948 I 9395749668&simp... I /3 
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S,29/2019 Gmail - FW: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Ben Keener 

HALLI KEENER ,·. 

Attorneys At Law 

1 9800 4th Street N., Suite 206 

Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building 

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702 

PH: (813) 990-0099 

Cell: (727) 365-6044 

Fax: (813) 289-1888 

www.hallkeenerlaw.com 

BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com 

The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are intended solely for the individual(s) to whom it is 
addressed. This communication is intended to be confidential and may be subject to applicable attorney/client 
privilege and work product protection. If you are not the intended recipient of this message or if this message has been 
sent to you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message and its attachments. 
Do not distribute or copy this message or any attachments. 

From: Benjamin D. Keener 
sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2019 5:04 PM 
To: Gregory Saldamando (gregory@stremslaw.com); Aaron Kling (akling@ttglaw.com) 
Cc: Paralegal!; Assistant! (assistant1@stremslaw.com); Faye Stephens; Jessica Hoffman 
(jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com) 
Subject: Alvarez v. American Integrity 
Importance: High 

Greg, 

i Please allow this correspondence to confirm our agreement to resolve this matter globally for the sum of $157,500.00 
payable at your clients' direction, continent on the execution of a full release and indemnity agreement w/ confidentiality, 
and the dismissal of the subject suit with prejudice. 

https://mail .google.com/mail/u/O?ik=f d I bd7f5ff &view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A 16348948193957 49668% 7Cmsg-f%3A 1634894819395749668&simp... 2/3 
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5129/2019 Gmail - FW: Alvarez v. American Integrity 

Please forward payment instructions and w-9 information. 

Ben Keener 

ALLIK EN 
t La\\r Attorneys A

9800 4th Street N., Suite 206 

Baypoint Commerce Center, St. Lucie Building 

St. Petersburg, Florida 33702 

PH: (813) 990-0099 

Fax: (813)289-1888 

www.hallkeeneriaw.com 

BDK@hallkeenerlaw.com 

The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are intended solely for the individual(s) to whom it is 
addressed. This communication is intended to be confidential and may be subject to applicable attorney/client 
privilege and work product protection. If you are not the intended recipient of this message or if this message has been 
sent to you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message and its attachments. 
Do not distribute or copy this message or any attachments. 

ExchangeDefender Message Security: Check Authenticity 
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Gregory Saldamando  

From:  Gregory Saldamando  
Sent:  Wednesday, May 29, 2019 9:09 PM  
To:  EdAlvare@gmail.com  
Subject:  Re: EDUARDO ALVAREZ/ DORIS HERRERA VS AMERICAN INTEGRITY  

What documents specifically are you requesting ?  

Do I move to withdraw from your case ?  

Greg Saldamando  

Sent from my iPhone  

On May 29, 2019, at 8:12 PM, Eduardo <edalvare@gmail.com> wrote: 

Mr. Saldamando, 

Again, we have several disagreements stemming  from the fact that you have failed to provide proper  
notifications and your actions created conflicts of interest. To be clear, you settled the case for 157,500 
without informing  and consulting  with us.  Throughout  the negotiations you only  communicated aspects 
of the process to my wife which  in‐turn  misrepresented the facts. She agreed to $65,000 out of 
$100,000 global based on the skewed picture you provided. That conversation took place on May 7, 
2019 and we did not hear anything further from you. On May 15, we visited your office seeking answers 
after noticing the case  was reported settled on public records.  

Please continue to perform your duties and provide  me the copies of the documents I previously 
requested.   

On Wed, May 29, 2019 at 7:13 PM Gregory Saldamando <gregory@stremslaw.com> wrote:  

Mr. Alvarez: 

As discussed  in the meeting today with you and your wife, this was  case settled based on your wife’s 
authority for $65,000 clean to your  wife, with the global amount being $157,500.  

As I have explained numerous times, I was in regular telephone  contact with your wife in the weeks  
leading  up to the settlement, and I made it very clear to your wife that the  insurance company was 
insisting on settling the  case globally, that the case had its issues for purposes  of trial, that we had  
incurred attorneys fees and costs well into the 6 figures, and that the insurance company’s last offer 
was about $100,000 global, which of course was not going to work given that your wife indicated you  
guys wanted $65,000 clean. Your  wife initially indicated higher amounts clean  to her but after several 
phone calls your wife reduced her bottom line to the last figure of $65,000. She also indicated this was 
with your approval.  

1 Exhibit K
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At no time did I say we were going to settle for $100,000 global. At no time  did I say I would take 
$45,000 in fees and costs. At no time did your wife ever peg or tie or condition her agreement to settle 
for $65,000 clean only if the global amount was $100,000. To the contrary I made it clear that $100,000 
was not enough for $65,000 and my fees and costs.  

I understand you and your wife dispute  the authority I was given to  settle.  

In reviewing the specific breakdown of the settlement, I told you both today that the settlement was 
more than fair. You are getting $65,000 clean, 15% of which has  to go to your PA. We have about 
$17,000 in costs. That leaves about $75,000 in fees of which we have to pay co‐counsel Aaron Kling 
$15,000, all on a denied claim where the insurance company had a strong argument that the loss was 
not caused by a sinkhole.  

You also mentioned reporting me to the Florida Bar.  

We have worked diligently  in pushing your case and preparing it for trial and in  obtaining this  
reasonable settlement with your approval and authority. During our  many phone conversations, I had 
no reason to doubt your  understanding of what I was telling you and I  had  no reason to doubt or seek  
clarification  of the authority you had given me. 

If you still dispute  the authority you gave me  to settle, then a conflict would arise between us and I  
would be forced to file a motion to withdraw as your attorney with the court. The insurance company  
would then  most likely  file a motion to enforce the settlement where you would have the right to tell  
your side of things to the judge.  The judge could either agree with you, or with the insurance company, 
or even set aside the settlement.  

You also asked me  to tell  you what is required  to proceed with the  settlement. That would require 
that  you sign the  release that my  assistant Johanna will send you. You will also need to agree that you 
will be receiving $65,000 clean so we can advise the insurance company of how much  to issue you the  
check for.  

Please let me  know if  you have any further questions or concerns. I await your  future guidance. Thank  
you.  
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HALL I KEENER 
Attorneys At Law 

June l 1, 2019 
Vill Email am/ Regular Mail 
Greg Saldamando, Esq. 
The Strems Law Finn, P.A. 
2555 Ponce de Leon Blvd. 
Suite 210 
Coral Gables, FL 33134 

Re: Insured Alvarez, Eduardo & 
Herrera, Doris 

Claim No. ACH112044 
Policy No. ADF201647 
Date Of Loss 6/21/13 
Our File No. AII 100-140026 

Dear Mr. Saldamando: 

We hope that you are we ll. As you know, on May 7, 2019 your clients Eduardo Alvarez 
& Doris l lerrera and American Integrity reached an agreement to resolve this matter globally for 
$ 157,500.00 inclusive of any and all indemnity claims, extra contractual claims, fees, costs and 
interest, payable at your clients' direction, contingent on the execution of a full release and 
indemnity agreement with confidentiality, ~md the dismissal of the subject suit with prejudice. 
Upo11 reaching a settlement agreement, we 1·equested fina l payme nt instmctions from your client 
so that we could begin prepttration of the settleme nt draft. 

Over a month has passed following the settlement agreement reached by parties, without 
provision of any specific payment ins tructions. Notably, we have requested payment instructions 
on May 7, May 8, May IO. May 13. May 20, May 21, May 23, May 24 and May 30. In light of 
Plaintiffs' ongoing fa ilure lo provide payment instructions, we have prepared the enclosed 
GlobaJ Release of Claims and Settlement Agreement contemplating a draft payable to all 
inte rested parties Eduardo Alvarez and Doris I Ierrera and Strems Law Firm and Kling Law, P.A. 
and GM & Associates Group, Inc. 

Please have your clients review and execute the attached release no later than the close of 
business on June 19, 2019 so that begin issuance of the settlement draft and proceed with the 
resolution of this matter. 

Please be advised that in the event yow· clients fa.ii retum U1c executed Global Rel.ease of 
Claims and Sett lement agreement or contact our onice with a lternative payment instructions or 
by the close of business June 19, 201 9, we will have no choice other than lo fi.Je and pursue a 
molion to enforce settlement and intend to seek recove ry or any attornev's fees ao<l costs 
necessitated by such motion from your clients. 

9800 4th Street North • Suite 206 • St. Petersburg, Florida 33702 
PH: (813) 990-0099 Fax: (813) 289-1888 • www.hallkeenerlaw.com Exhibit L
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We greatly appreciate your cow-tesy and cooperation in bring this matter to a resolution. 
If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact our office. 

Sincerely, 

BDK/i 
Enclosure 
cc: Client 

Kling Law, P.A. (via email) 
Saldamamlu061019 



GLOBAL RELEASE OF CLAIMS AND SETTLEMENT AGRF.EMENT 

Pursuant lo the terms of the selllement agreement re~1ched between AMERICAN 
INTEGRITY JNStJRANCE COMPANY OF FLORIDA and PLAINTIFFS. EDUARDO 
ALVAREZ and DORIS HERRERA ("PJ.AfNTtFFS") on Muy 7, 2019, it is hereby ngree<.l: 

I. TIDS INSTRUMENT is executed this __ day of ________ 2019. by 
EDUARDO ALVAREZ and DORIS IIERRERA, hereinafter referred to as "Releasors." By 
executing Lhis Global Release and Settlement Agreement, Releasors acknowledge being of 
lawful ages and of sound minds, and do hereby ful ly and completely release and discharge 
AMERJCAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE COMPANY OF FLORIDA (and all parent and 
subsidiary companies affiliatetl with il in anyway). hercinafler referred to collectively as 
"Releasees," from all claims and tlcmands, Lncluding a ll Lhose for known and unknown, anticipale<l 
and unanticipated damages, interest. costs in action, appraisal awards, suilS of law or in equity and 
any potential extra contractual claims, including but not limited to bad faith, unfair practices 
pursuant to §624. 155. §626.9541, Florida Statutes, as well as any claims for property loss that the 
undersigned have or may have against the Releasees under Policy Number ADF20164 7, including 
bul not limited lo any claims arising or growing out of: directly or indirectly. Claim Number: 
ACH 11 2044, with an alleged dale of loss of .lune 2 1, 2013, under Policy Number ADF20 1647. 
specifically any damage resulting from the alleged sinkhole loss at the insured property, located, 
located at 5851 SW 188th Avenue, Southwest Ranches. Florida 33332 and further contained in 
Case No: CACE-14-013149, (hereinafter, " Lawsuit'') tiled in the Seventeenth Judicial Circuit in 
and for Broward County. Florida, Civil Divis ion. The undersigned acknowl~dge that the sum 
paid by AMERICAN lNTEGRITY INSURANCE COMPANY OF FLORrDA is the sole 
considerution paid in full accord and satisfaction, and a compromise setllemenl of any and all 
claims or award without in anyway admitting liability for any claims made by the undersigned. 
No promise has been made to pay any additional or other sums or a11y further or other 
consideration for lhis Release. 

2. NOW, TllERF.FORE in consideration l) f One Hundred Fifty-seven Thousand Five 
hundred and 00/100 Dollars ($157,500.00), made payable Lo Edunrdo Alvarez and Doris 
Herrera and Strems Law f-irrn and Kling Law, P.A. and GM & Associates Group, Inc. 

the receipt and sufficiency of the payments which is hereby acknowledged, the Releasors agree 
as follows: 

(a) The Releasors do hereby and for their heirs. executors, administrators. successors. 
privies and assigns, releases, discharges, acquits, and indemnifies Releasees, and their officers, 
directors, shareholders. executors, administrators. insurers, insureds, suppliers, distributors, 
attorneys, conlractors, subcontractors. successors, privies. assigns, associations, parents, 
subsidiaries, holding companies. or partnerships of and from any and all claims, actions, causes 
or action, demands. paymcnls, atlorneys' fees, public adjusters ' fees, interest, benefits, rights. 
damages, costs, loss of service. liens. expenses. compensatory damages. expert witness fees, and 
compensation whatsoever which Lhe Releasors now have or which may hereafter accrue on 
account of or in any way growing out of any and all known or unknown, foreseen and 
unforeseen, property damage and any consequences of the activities listed in paragraph 1 above. 
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(b) It is understood and agreed that this settlement is lhe compromise e>f a doubtful 
and disputed claim, and that the payment made is Mt to be consttl.l~d as an admission of liability 
or compensable loss on the part of the Rcleasees, that Releasees deny liabilily, and thal 
Rdeasecs intend merely to avoid the continued costs assocfated with litigation. 

(c) Upon receipt of this Release, fully execuLcd hy Releasors, Rcleaseei-; shall 
promptly provide settlement proceeds to Relasors' counsel. Upon receipt of Lhe seulemenl 
proceeds from Releasees, Relasors' counsel shall promptly file with the Court, and provide to 
Releasees, a signed NoLice of Voluntary Dismissal with Prejudice, or a Joint Stipulation for 
Dismissal with Pr~judice, dismissing with prejudice all comas against Releases in the Lawsuit at 
issue in this case. 

(d) Releasors hereby declare and represent that the damages sustained arc or may be 
permanent or hidden ru1d that damages therefrom are uncertain and indefinite. In making this 
Release, it is understood and agreed that the Relcasors rely wholly upon their judgment, belief 
and knowledge of the nnlure, extent; effect and duration of said damages. and Rcleasors hereby 
assume full responsibility for any damages or losses that they have incurred lo date, or 111ay incur 
in the future including any damage resulting from remediation, f(,)pa,ir or failed remediation of 
conditions which may exist at Lhc subject property. 

(e) Releasors represent and warrant to Releasees that, except as previously disclosed 
in writing to AMERfCAN TNTEGR!TY INSURANCE COMPANY Of' FLORIDA. Releasors 
are lhe only owners of the ),>roperty and Claim and that all insurance benefits and proceeds 
derived from lhl! Claim und every other matter released pursuant ro this Release and the 
Rell!asors have not previous ly ttssigned, sold, transferred, conveyed or encumbered any of such 
mutters. 

(f) Relcasors agree to indemnify and forever hold Relcasees harmless from any and 
all claims, action!i, causes l'>r nclion, demands, losses, liabilities, payments, attorneys' fees, 
benefits. rights, damages, costs, loss or service, liens, expenses. compensatory damages, expert 
witness fees, and compensalion wharsocver brought by: 

1. anyone claiming an interest in the Claim, any sinkhole activity or loss a( the 
Property or aoy c laim released herein as an assignor, assignee, subrogor, subrogee, 
indemnitor or inclcmnitee or Releasors; 

2. anyone by, through or on behalf of Releasors, relntcd to the Claim, any 
sinkhole activity or loss at the Property or any of the claims released herein; or 

3. any Releasor. any named insureds or additional insureds under the policy or 
policies of insurance providing coverage for any claims arising out of the Claim, any 
sinkhole activity or loss at the Properly or nny claim rel~scd herein. 

(g) Except as otherwise pl'Ovided herein, this contract may be modified only by a 
written agreement executed by all the parties. 
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(h) F.very provision or thi s Release is inh.:nded lO be severable. If uny provision or 
portion of a nrovision is ii legal or invalid. then the remainder of this Release will not be affect0d. 
Any provision of lhis Release which is determined to be illcgt1I, invalid. unreasonable, arbitrar)' 
or against public policy wi ll be modified through good faith negoLialions or hy a court so that it 
is not illegal. invalid, unreasonable. arbitrary or ngainst public policy. 

(i) TI1is Release is freely and voluntarily executed by Rele:ls(1rs after having been 
apprised of all reltva1,t information and data an<l seeking the advice of legal counsel and other 
experLc;; in connection with the Claim and this Release as the Releaso1·s have considered 
necessary or appropriate under lhe circums1ances. furthermore, no promise, inducement or 
agreement not herein set ford, has been made to. or relied upon by. Releasors. 

U) Releasors declare. represenl, and warrant Lhal lhe terms of this settlcmenL 
agreement, including the amount. this release, and all negotiations leading to iL. will be 
confidential, nol to be disclosed without the prior written consent of AMERlCAN LNTEGRlTY 
INSURANCE COMPANY OF FLORIDA. AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF FLOR IDA may communicate the terms of the seltlement as reqLrired by 
rcinsurcrs and regulators. 

(k) This Release contains the entire agreement between the parties hereto, and the 
terms of this Release are contractual and not merely a redtal. 
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THE RELEA ORS HA VE READ THE FOREGOING RELEASE AND FULLY 
UNDERSTAND IT. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, he signs this instrument this __ day of 

-------2019. 

CAUTION: READ BEFORE SIGNING BELOW 

Releasor; 

D ARDOALVAREZ Witness 

Witness 

STAIB OF FLORIDA ) 
COUNTY OF -------

~ M . lhc llndersign d tuthorit . p r onally app , red ~ D A DO A V R ~ 7., 
who is personal! known lo me or wh produ ed ·atisfacl r id ntificati n. and hn execul d 
th foregoing for1he purposes shtl d therein on this ___ uay of _______ 2 I . 

NOTARY P B I 
STATE OF FLORIDA AT LARGE 
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THE RELEASORS HA VE READ THE FOREGOING RELEASE AND FULLY 
UNDERSTAND IT. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, she signs this instrument this __ day of 

-------2019. 

CAUTION: READ BEFORE SIGNING BELOW 

Releasor: 

DORIS HERRERA Witness 

Witness 

STATE OF FLORIDA ) 
COUNTY OF ______ ) 

BEFORE ME the undersigned authority, personally appeared DORIS HERRERA, who is 
personally known to me or who produced satisfactory identification, and who executed the 
foregoing for the purposes stated therein on this __ day of _______ 2019. 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
STA TE OF FLORIDA AT LARGE 
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- -----c, .. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 17TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR 
BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DMSION 

CASE NO.: CACE-14-013149 

EDUARDO ALVAREZ AND DORIS HERERRA, 
Plaintiffs, 

-vs-

AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF FLORIDA, 

Defendant. 

-------------I 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF 

Strems Law Finn, as counsel of record for Plaintiffs, EDUARDO ALVAREZ and DORIS 

HERERRA, moves for leave to withdraw as Counsel for Plaintiffs and in favor of the relief 

requested states as follows: 

1. Irreconcilable differences have arisen between Strems Law Firm and its clients, 

EDUARDO ALY AREZ and DORIS HERERRA, leaving Strems Law Finn unable to continue 

its representation. Counsel request that the law firm and Counsel be relieved of any and all 

further responsibility to represent these P1aintiffs in this case and to be a1lowed to immediately 

withdraw as their counsel. 

2. The Plaintiffs herein has been given notice of this Motion to Withdraw through regular 

and certified mail as indicated below. 

3. Undersigned counsel would also request that all time constraints and scheduled hearings, 

depositions, mediation and/or trial be continued and/or extended for a minimum of sixty (60) 

days in order to allow the Defendants to obtain new counsel. 

4. The Motion is made in good faith and is not being submitted for the purposes of delay. 

THE STREMS LAW FIRM, P.A. 
2525 Ponce De Leon Boulevard, Suite 600 Coral Gables, FL 33134 · TEL: (786) 430-0882 • FAX: (305) 459-1589 
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WHEREFORE, the movant, Strems Law Finn, respectfully requests that this Court enter an 

Order granting the Motion to Withdraw as Counsel for the Plaintiffs and relieving them of all 

further responsibility in the representation of EDUARDO ALVAREZ and DORIS HERERRA in 

this matter, and for any further relief that this Court deems proper and just. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy was served via electronic mail to: 
Benjamin D. Keener, Esq., bclk@hallkeenerlaw.com, and to Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Hererra 
at 5851 SW 188TH Ave, Southwest Ranches, FL 33332 and 2doris@gmail.com on this 18th day 
of June, 2019 .. 

Respectfully submitted, 
STREMS LAW FIRM 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
2525 Ponce de Leon Blvd., Suite 600 
Coral Gables, Florida 33134 
Telephone: (786) 430-0882 
Facsimile: (305) 459-1589 
Primary £-Service: pleadings@stremslaw.com 
Secondary: paralegal l@stremslaw.com 
Email: gregoty@stremslaw.com 
Email: ramie@stremslaw.com 

By: -------------
GREGORY SALDAMANDO, ESQUIRE 
FLORIDA BAR NO.: 44896 

mailto:bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com
mailto:2doris@gmail.com
mailto:pleadings@stremslaw.com
mailto:paralegal_1_@stremslaw.com
mailto:gregorv@stremslaw.com
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Filing# 97721410 E-Filed 10/23/2019 10:11:21 AM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CIVIL DNISION 

EDUARDO ALVAREZ and 
DORIS HERRERA, 

Plaintiff, 
CASE NO.: CACE-14-013149 

V. 

AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE 
COMP ANY OF FLORIDA, 

Defendant. 
I ------------------

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO ENFORCE FINAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

The Defendant, AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE COMP ANY OF FLORIDA, 

hereby moves this Honorable Court to enforce the final settlement agreement reached by parties 

on May 7, 2019, and in support thereof states as follows: 

FACTS OF FINAL SETTLMENT AGREEMENT 

1. At all times material hereto Benjamin Keener served as attorney for Defendant 

American Integrity Insurance Company of Florida, and attorney Gregory Saldamando served as 

attorney for Plaintiffs Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera. 

2. At all times material hereto, both attorneys bad full authorization to negotiate a 

global settlement of the subject litigation and underlying insurance claim, inclusive of costs, fees, 

interest and attorneys ' fees. 

3. On May 7, 2019, after extended negotiations and consultation with respective 

parties, attorney Keener and Saldamando reached an agreement for the global resolution of the 

subject litigation and underlying insurance claim, inclusive of costs, fees, interest and attorneys ' 
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fees in exchange for a global sum o 1payable at the direction of Plaintiffs', execution 

of a full release of liability and indemnity agreement with confidentiality and dismissal of the 

subject action with prejudice. 

4. On May 7, 2019, attorney Keener confinued the terms of the global resolution via 

email timestamped at 5 :04 p. m. and 5: 17 p. m. respectively. Attorney Saldamando confirmed same 

by email timestamped 5:55 p.m. Please see attached email exchange attached hereto as "Exhibit 

5. Parties unequivocally reached a final agreement to resolve the matter globally oo 

May 7, 2019. At no time have Plaintiffs disputed the settlement agreement and required release 

and dismissal of the subject lawsuit. 

6. Settlement drafts are pending payment instructions from Plaintiffs. 

7. Following numerous communications and efforts to obtain confirroation of the 

payment instructions, Defendant directed correspondence to Plaintiffs' counsel on June 11, 2019 

again confirming resolution and enclosing a Global Release of Claims aod Settlement agreement 

contemplating payment to all interested parties. See "Exhibit B" This correspondence requested 

that Plaintiffs either execute aod return the agreement, or contact Defense Counsel's office with 

alternative payment instructions. 

8. To date, final payment instructions and executed general release have not been 

executed or returned to Defense Counsel due to an apparent dispute between Plaintiffs ' and their 

attorneys as to attorneys' fees. 

1 In preservation of confidentiality - the terms of settlement the amount of settlement has been redacted from this 
motion filed with the court and attached Exhibit A. Unredacted copies have been sent to all parties and the Court to 
allow full review. Defendant request in camera inspection of the supporting documents to the exent this is deemed 
necessary to allow confidential confirmation of the final settlement amount by the Court and welcomes evidentiary 
hearing on this issue if this is deemed necessary. 
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9. Defendant and Plaintiff have an undeniable final and absolute settlement for the 

agreed sum. 

10. Defendant stands ready to issue payment as directed by Plaintiffs' and this Court in 

accordance with the final and absolute settlement agreement. Payment has not been issued to date 

in efforts to avoid re-issuance of payment on different terms once Plaintiffs ', counsel and interested 

parties reach a resolution as to fmal terms. 2 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

It is the policy of this State to encourage settlements and enforce them wherever it is 

possible to do so. See Robbie v. City of Miami, 469 So. 2d 1384, 1385 (Fla. 1985) (finding that 

"settlements are highly favored and will be enforced whenever possible"); Hernandez v. Gill , 958 

So. 2d 390, 391 (Fla. 3d DCA 2007) (same). Plaintiffs' disagreement with their attorneys as to 

the breakdown of payments to interested parties does not serve to invalidate or undermine the fmal 

and absolute agreement to resolve the case for a fixed global sum. See,~ Hanson v. Maxfield, 

23 So. 3d 736 (Fla. 3d DCA 2009), and Bankers Sec. Ins. Co. v. Brady, 765 So. 2d 870 (Fla. 5th 

DCA 2000). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, AMERICAN lNTEGRITY INSURANCE COMPANY OF 

FLORIDA, respectfully requests that this Honorable Court enter an Order Enforcing the 

Settlement Agreement May 7, 2019, compelling Plaintiff to: 1) cooperate and comply with the 

Final Settlement Agreement by providing a final payment breakdown so that payment may be 

issued and General Release may be finalized; 2) execute and deliver to Defendant through the 

office of Defendant's Counsel General Release including an indemnity and confidentiality 

2 Defendant will await a final resolution as to payment of proceeds or order of Court to interplead the undisputed 
global settlement amount referenced herein. 
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agreement to be provided by Defendant upon finalization of payment terms; and 3) Plaintiff must 

dismiss the subject action with prejudice. 

Defendant, AMERICAN INTEGRITY INSURANCE COl\1PANY OF FLORIDA further 

requests that this Court retain jurisdiction over this matter pending Plaintiffs' full compliance with 

the Final Settlement Agreement. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

WE HEREBY certify a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished the 

Florida Courts e-Filing Portal and unredacted copies by email to Gregory Saldamando, Esquire 

and Jennifer Jimenez, Esquire, Strems Law Firm, Attorney for Plaintiff, 2525 Ponce de Leon 

Boulevard, Suite 600, Coral Gables, Florida 33134 via email at pleadings@stremslaw.com, 

teaml@stremslaw.com; greg.pleadings@stremslaw.com, and Aaron Kling, Esquire, Co-Counsel 

for Plaintiffs, 5117 Memorial Highway, Tampa, Florida 33634 via 

akling@tampainsurancelaw.com; jhoffman@tampainsurancelaw.com; and unredacted copy by 

Certified Mail to Plaintiffs Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera at 5851 SW 188th Ave. , Southwest 

Ranches, Florida 33332 on this 23rd day of October, 2019. 

By: /s/ Benjamin D. Keener 
BENJAMIN D. KEENER 
Fla. Bar No.: 35974 
HalJ Keener, P.A. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
9800 4th Street North, Suite 206 
St. Petersburg, FL 33702 
(813) 990-0099 (telephone) 
(813) 289-1888 (fax) 
bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com 
faye@hallheenerlaw.com 
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Filing# 100255071 E-Filed 12il2/2019 06:41:50 PM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 17TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN A~D FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO. CACE140]3 ]49 DIVISION 05 JUDGE Manin Bidwill 

Eduardo Alvarez 

Plaintiff(s) / Petitioner(s) 

v. 

American Integrity Ins Co of Florida 

Defendant(s) / Respondent(s) 

----------I 

ORDER REQUIRING DISPUTED FUNDS INTO REGISTRY OF COURT 

As there is a dispute between Mr. and Mrs. Alvarez and the Strems Law firm, 
the Court hereby DIRECTS Aaron Kling to pay $80,000 from his trust account to the 
registry of the court. As a courtesy, Mr. Kling has agreed to pay the clerk of court's 
registry fee in addition to the $80,000. The Court will conduct a further status, if 
necessary, once the parties have determined whether they will all agree to seek 
resolution of the dispute in the Florida Bar Arbitration Program. 

DONE and ORDERED in Chambers, at Broward County, Florida on 12-12-2019. 

c.·.,.,..._c:-:~J~.,;74~~ ~~.)H'rt~l_.,.1 ~p :;,.3 J;df/;;l 
1"'"v' ,~..t,tr., .. ~ r ..r.:,'fer~...c-,::, 

CACE14013149 12-12-201911:33 AM 

Hon. Martin Bidwill 

CIRCUIT JUDGE 
Electronically Signed by Martin Bidwill 

Coples Fumlshed To: 
Aaron S Kling Kling, E-mail: akling@tampainsuranceJaw.com 
Benjamin D. Keener , E-mail : faye@hallkeenerlaw.com 

Benjamin D. Keener, E-mail : bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com 

Benjamin D. Keener, E-mail: madeline@hallkeenerlaw.com 
Gregory Saldamando , E-mail : greq.pleadings@stremslaw.com 

James B Chaplin Esq , E-mail : service@floridamediation.com 
Scot Strems , E-mail : pleadings@stremslaw.com 

Scot Strems, Esq. , E-mail : pleadings@stremslaw.com 
Scot Strems, Esq., E-mail: scot@stremslaw.com 

Strems, E-mail: Team1@stremslaw.com 

"'** FILED: BROWARD COUNTY, FL BRENDA D. FORMAN. CLERK 12/12/2019 06:44:10 PM.**"'~ 
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Filing# 100255001 E-Filed 12/12/2019 06:40:06 PM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 17TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN A~D FOR BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 

CASE NO. CACE14013149 DIVISION ~ JUDGE Manin Bidwi11 

Eduardo Alvare-i 

Plaintiff(s) / Petitioner( s) 

V. 

American Integrity Ins Co of Florida 

Defendant(s) / Respondent(s) 

-----------I 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO WITHDRAW 

The Strems Law Firm's Motion To Withdraw as counsel to the plaintiffs is 
GRANTED. 

DONE and ORDERED in Chambers, at Broward County, Florida on 12-12-2019. 

<=-~,:;~~~;;;~-r~E~/!uP 

CACE14013149 12-12-201911:39AM 

Hon. Martin Bidwill 

CIRCUIT JUDGE 

Electronically Signed by Martin Bidwill 

Copies Furnished To: 

Aaron S Kling Kling, E-mail: akling@tampainsurancelaw.com 

Benjamin D. Keener, E-mail: faye@hallkeenerlaw.com 

Benjamin D. Keener, E-mail: bdk@hallkeenerlaw.com 
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RECEIVED 
Law Offices 

MARK A. KAMILAR 
2921 S.W. 27th Avenue THE f:';"OlW)A 8AR-ACAP 

Coconut Grove, Florida 33133 'f1~~~·- \.'Hf:-~,;:;EK. i;LORlDA 

Telephone: (305) 567-1112 Fax: (305) 567-2334 

July 1, 2019 

Richard W. Coombs 
The Florida Bar 
651 East Jefferson Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300 

Re: Complaint by Eduardo Alvarez against Gregory Saldamando 
The Florida Bar File No.: 2019-70,685(11C) 

Dear Mr. Coombs: 

Please be advised that the undersigned counsel represents Gregory Saldamando regarding the 
above referenced Bar Complaint. 

FACTS 

This action arises out ofi a claim for first party insurance benefits against American Integrity 
Insurance Group for damages to the Alvarez residence as a result ofia sinkhole which appeared on 
the Alvarez property located at 5851 SW. 188th Avenue in Southwest Ranches, Florida. 

Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera retained The Strems Law Firm to represent them regarding 
this claim by written contingency fee agreement ofiMarch 20, 2014. 

This matter was handled in the ordinary course by The Strems Law Firm which is a 2O-man law 
firm, with over ninety staff and five offices throughout the state ofi Florida. The Strems law firm 
has been in business for over ten years and handled many thousands of similar first party1 insurance 
cases for homeowners throughout the state. The Strems Law Firm utilizes standard forms and 
standard practices in dealing with these claims in general and with the claim ofithe Alva~ez family 
in particular. 

After intake into the firm this claim was later assigned to staff attorney Gregory Saldamando in 
approximately August 2014 after litigation commenced. 

After unsuccessful efforts to resolve the case without the filing of suit, a circuit court lawsuit was 
eventually filed on behalf ofiEduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera in Broward County Circuit Court 
case number CACE-14-O13149. 
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The matter proceeded through the pleadings and discovery stages and just prior to the scheduled 
trial date Mr. Saldamando and counsel for the insurance company began discussions in earnest 
regarding potential settlement. 

Valuation of the case had been continuously discussed with the clients and as is the practice of 
The Strems Law Firm, the clients were questioned regarding an amount that they would receive 
"net to them" to settle the case. This is standard practice for The Strems Law Firm regarding 
settlement of first party insurance cases because other deductions and other matters can, affect the 
total gross settlement amount. 

As of April 2019, the Alvarez' designated Doris Herrera as the person to receive communications 
and convey settlement authority. As is usual in first party insurance cases, the amount demanded 
for a settlement started at $100,000 and went down over time in subsequent discussions to $65,000. 

Mr. Alvarez in his complaint confirms these discussions and further his wife's agreement and 
communication to Mr. Saldamando that they would accept settlement of$65,000 net to them other 
than the payment for their separately hired public adjuster. 

Mr. Alvarez further confirmed their receipt of an email confirming this understanding from Mr. 
Saldamando. 

Mr. Saldamando was thereafter successful in getting the insurance company to agree to a payment 
of $65,000 in settlement of the plaintiffs' claim net to the claimants. 

It is routine practice in first party insurance claims that after an amount is agreed to for settlement 
ofthe plaintiffs' claim in suit, a second negotiation occurs with the insurance company for payment 
of the attorney's costs and fees. 

In these negotiations although The Strems Law Firm had expended in excess of $2100,000 in 
attorney's fees and costs, they agreed to settle the attorney's fees and costs portion ofthe claim for 

· the sum of $921,500. 

Unfortunately, problems arose in the case for the first time when Mr. Alvarez saw how much The 
Strems Law Firm was being paid for attorney's fees and costs and he began demanding a portion 
of those costs and fees in payment to him on the claim. 1 
Mr. Saldamando as well as paralegal Alex Fernandez-Lovo from The Strems Law Firm explained 
that The Strems Law Firm pursuant to its contract and established Florida law was ntitled to 
negotiate an amount of money for fees separate and apart from the plaintiffs claim fot damages 
but Mr. Alvarez continued in his demand for a portion of the fees and costs. 

Mr. Alvarez thereafter filed this Bar Complaint. 

DISCUSSION 

No specific violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct are alleged nor have any occurred in 
the representation by Mr. Saldamando. In addition, at its heart, this is a dispute regarding fees and 
costs which is not the proper subject of a Bar Complaint. 



Response to the allegations ofithe complaint are nevertheless provided as follows: 

1. Mr. Saldamando is taking an improper amount from the settlement. As, an initial 
matter, Mr. Saldamando is not taking anything personally from the settlement and instead has 
provided ordinary processing for this claim and use ofi standard ti.rm operating procedures in 
negotiating and apportioning settlement amounts. Any funds indicated would be going to The 
Strems Law Firm and not to Mr. Saldamando individually. Review ofi the standard retainer 
agreement language and Florida case law show that there has been no violation of either the 
contract or the Code ofiProfessional Responsibility regarding the payment ofifees and costs. These 
fees were negotiated directly with the insurance company for the net amount ofi the settlement 
going to the claimant. 

With reference to fees, pursuant to the retainer agreement between the parties: 

"Ifia settlement includes an amount for attorney's fees, attorney shall be entitled to 
receive all ofi its expended and/or negotiated fees. In cases whether there is a 
recovery ofi court awarded fees or not, by contract or statute, the fees shall be thirty 
percent (30%) or the award amount, whichever is greater. Pursuant to 624.428, 
Florida Statute, the Insurance Company is responsible to pay for the Client's 
attorney's fees when and if~ the Client prevails against the Insurance Company." 

The right to attorney's fees directly from the insurance company is further set forth in Florida 
Statute §627.428 and the claimants are not entitled to a portion ofithe attorney's fees and costs as 
a matter ofi law. Patterson v. Goldstein, 980 So.2d 1234 (Fla. 4 DCA 2008); F.S.A. Bar Rule 4-
5.4(a). 

2. Mr. Saldamando ... has failed to inform us on all matters regarding the settlement oti 
our case. Mr. Alvarez admits that his wife agreed to settlement net to them of $65,000 and that an 
email was sent by Mr. Saldamando confirming that understanding. He further admits they made 
no response to this email. In fact, the problem concerns Mr. Alvarez wanting a portion ofi the 
separately negotiated attorney's fees and costs not that he did not know it was occurring. 

3. Mr. Saldamando has misrepresented the status oti negotiations to us jwith the 
intentions oti securing more money for himself~ Again Mrs. Alvarez has never exp~essed any 
issue regarding the settlement and Mr. Alvarez only complaint is that he is not receivin~ a portion 
ofi The Strems Law Firm attorney's fees and costs. The attorney's fees and costs! were not 
negotiated at the time ofi the settlement ofi the base claim and these amounts were n~vertheless 
disclosed to the claimants which produced this controversy. 

4. The contingency fee retainer agreement is for 20% oti the amount recovered. Mr. 
Alvarez incorrectly recites this portion ofithe contingency retainer agreement which does not apply 
to the subject recovery. The amount ofi 20% is clearly noted as a fee from the gross proceeds of 
any recovery "prior to litigation (pre-litigation)" with a different provision ofithe contra9t applying 
after suit is filed. As noted in paragraph one above, the relevant provision of the retainer agreement 
allows attorney's fees to be paid by the insurance company if settlement is achieved in negotiation 
as well as an award ofiattorney's fees pursuant to Florida Statute §627.428. 



5. There are web postings and Better Business Bureau complaints of similar incidents 
with The Strems Law Firm. The Strems Law Firm deals with thousands ofi claims throughout 
the state on a yearly basis and including a handful ofi miscellaneous complaints from different 
jurisdictions as to different attorneys over time without all relevant specifics is not appropriately 
considered. lfi the Bar wishes to consider other matters they should certainly consider that almost 
identical complaints have been raised with the Florida Bar over client misunderstandings with the 
standard operating procedures ofi first party insurance claims which complaints have been no . 
actioned for lack ofi probable cause that a violation has occurred. See for example Florida Bar file 
numbers 2019-70,408(1 lC); 2018-70,650(1 lC) and 2018-70,589(1 lC). 

6. Eduardo Alvarez ••• asked Mr. Saldamando again for copies of the settlement, a 
breakdown of fees and a projection/timeline of any additional requirements 1for final 
disbursement. It is difficult to understand from this request exactly what Mr. Alvarez was looking 
for. Mr. Alvarez was provided explanations and shown documents during his several trips (most 
without appointments) to speak to Mr. Saldamando or other representatives ofi the firm regarding 
these issues. Both the Plaintifif s settlement amount and the attorney's fees and costs resolution 
were disclosed to Mr. Alvarez which gave him the idea for this Bar Complaint. 

7. Mr. Saldamando indicates that he will collect 58.6% ($92,500) out of' $157,500 
recovered contrary to our contract. As discussed, there was not a bulk settlement for $157,000 
in this case and instead as a standard procedure the insurance company settled the claim ofi the 
plaintiffs for one sum ($65,000) as agreed by the plaintiffs and then separately settled The Strems 
Law Firm claim for attorney's fees and costs for the amount ofi$92,500. 

In conclusion, this matter was handled in the ordinary course by The Strems Law Firm and the 
matter settled for the sum authorized by the clients with a later negotiation with the insurance 
company for attorney's fees and costs which again is standard and set forth directly in the 
contingency retainer agreement. 

No violation ofi the rules has been shown and Mr. Alvarez is improperly seeking portions ofi the 
attorney's fees and costs in violation ofitheir fee agreement, Florida statute §627.428 and general 
Florida law. 

Mr. Alvarez is further improperly attempting to use this claim with the Florida Bar as leverage to 
attempt to receive a portion ofithe attorney's fees and costs to which he is not legally etjtitled. 

For these reasons we would respectfully submit that no violation has been shown and iis matter 
should be dismissed for no probable cause. 

Respectfully submitted, 

l L J 

Mark Kamilar, Esq. 
Attorney for Gregory Saldamando 

cc: Eduardo Alvarez 
5851 SW 188th Avenue 
Southwest Ranches, FL 33332 



Pursuant to Rule 3-7.1 (f), Rules of Discipline, you must execute the appropriate disclosure 
paragraph below and return the form to this office by June 20, 2019. The rule provides that the 
nature of the charges be stated in the notice to your firm; however, we suggest that you attach a 
copy of the complaint. 

CERTIFICATE OF DISCLOSURE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of __ , 201_, a true copy of 
the foregoing disclosure was furnished to . -·"···•·-····-. _____ .. , a member of 
my present law firm of ---· -·-·- _ ..... . .. , and, 
if different, to ___ . , a member of the law firm of 

·---··-··-•· .. ·----- ······-··•............. ..... __ , with which I was associated 
at the time of the act(s) giving rise to the complaint in The Florida Bar File No. 2019-70,685 
(l lC). 

CERTIFICATE OF DISCLOSURE 
(Corporate/Government Employment) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ,,. ···-··- . day of _________ , 201_, a true copy of 
the foregoing disclosure was furnished to ----··----···-·-·-·- . , my supervisor 
at ________ ,,,,........ . .. -.... ,.,---,-~, ............... ,,_ .. __ .,,.,,----· (name of agency), with 
which I was associated at the time of the act(s) giving rise to the complaint in The Florida Bar 
File No. 2019-70,685 (1 IC). 

Gregory Saldamando 

CERTIFICATE OF NON-LAW FIRM AFFILIATION 
(Sole Practitioner) ! 

I 

! 
I 
I 

I HEREBY CERTIFY to The Florida Bar on this ___ day of ____ , .. , 201_, 
I 

that I am not presently affiliated with a law firm and was not affiliated with a law firm at the time 
of the act(s) giving rise to th~ complaint in The Florida Bar File No. 2019-70,685 (l lC). 

Gregory Saldamando 
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The Florida Bar 
Miami Branch Office 

444 Brickell Avenue 

Rivergate Plaza, Suite M-100 

Miami, Florida 33131-2404 

(305) 377-4445 
Joshua E. Doyle 850/561-5600 

Executive Director www.FLORIDABAR.org 

December 17, 2019 

Via Email kamilar@bellsouth.net 
Mark A. Kamilar 
Attorney for Respondent 
2921 SW 27th Avenue 
Miami, FL 33133 

Re: Complaint by Eduardo Alvarez against Gregory Saldamando 
The Florida Bar File No. 2019-70,685(11C) 

Dear Mr. Kamilar: 

Please provide our office with a copy of the Strems Law Firm, P.A. complete file 
pertaining to its representation of Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera. This request 
includes, but is not limited to: 

•  All communications (including letters, emails and texts) to or from opposing counsel 
concerning settlement negotiations, including all offers and counteroffers, pertaining to the 
settlement of the indemnity portion of the claims for these clients; 

•  All communications (including letters, emails, and texts) to or from opposing counsel 
pertaining to negotiations  for attorneys’ fees,  including all offers and counteroffers,  
regarding the case for these clients; 

•  Copies of all internal firm emails, texts, documents, memos and notes pertaining to offers 
and counter offers regarding the settlement and attempted settlement of both the 
indemnity potion and  the attorney’s fees portions of the claims involving the 
representation of Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera; 

•  All billing information maintained by the Strem’s Law Firm and/or  provided to the  
insurance  company’s attorney in support of its claims for attorneys’ fees arising out of the  
Firm’s representation of Eduardo Alvarez  and Doris Herrera; 

•  All communications (including letters, emails and texts) to or from Eduardo Alvarez and 
Doris Herrera; and 
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THE FLORIDA BAR 
•  Copies of all proposed and finalized releases pertaining to the settlement of Eduardo 

Alvarez  and  Doris  Herrera  claims,  including the attorneys’ fees  portions of  the  claims.  

Please note in responding to this request, you do not need to provide deposition transcripts, 
documents concerning the  damages asserted by  the plaintiffs’ such as  appraisals and  bills, and 
pleadings filed with the Court. 

Please respond on or before December 27, 2019.  Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Arlene Kalish Sankel 
Chief Branch Discipline Counsel 

AKS:nb 
cc: Mark Dresnick, Investigating Member 



EDUARDO ALVAREZ VS 
Billing Case Style 

AMERICAN INTEGRITY 

The Strems Law Firm, P.A. Case No : CACE-14-013149 

2525 Ponce De Leon 
Phone: 786-430-0882 Date Due: 

Blvd Ste 600 

Coral Gables, Florida 
Fax: 305-459-1589 www stremslaw com 

33134 

BILL TO: BENJAMIN KEENER, ESQ. Invoice For: 

Address: Legal Services Rendered 

DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

Review of carrier acknowledgment letter dated 7/12/13 to PA re 
1 7/1/2014 $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

prep of complaint 

Review of carrier ROR letter dated 7/31/2013 re prep of 
2 7/1/2014 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

complaint 

Review of Tierra engineering report 48 pages re prep of 
3 7/1/2014 $550 00 0 6 GS Esq $330 00 

complaint 

Review of Boundary survey measurements 3 pages re prep of 
4 7/1/2014 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

complaint 

5 7/1/2014 Review of PA letter dated 9/13/13 to carrier re prep of complaint $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Review of PA estimate received in June 2014 re prep of complaint 
6 7/1/2014 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

20 pages 

7 7/1/2014 Discussion with Scot Strems re case for prep of file $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

8 7/2/2014 Drafting of complaint $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

9 7/7/2014 Review of complaint and approval of same and filing of same $550 00 0 2 Scot Strems, Esq $110 00 

Spoke with client I advised him that we are waiting on an answer 

to our complaint and OC requested an extension I explained to 
10 7/7/2014 $125 00 0 2 Yesenia Rodriguez-staff $25 00 

him the lit process He advised me the house is unoccupied 

because it is not livable 

11 7/7/2014 Filing of Civil Action Summons $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

12 7/14/2014 Sending of summons to DFS $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

13 7/24/2014 Receipt and review of OC's NOA $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

14 7/24/2014 Receipt and review of OC's Notice of Email Designation $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

Drafting and completion and sending of Welcome Letter to client 
15 7/29/2014 $550 00 0 4 Scot Strems, Esq $220 00 

(English and Spanish) 

16 8/13/2014 Receipt and review of Def's MTD ( 75 pages) $550 00 0 8 GS $440 00 

17 10/7/2014 Receipt and review of OC's NOU $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Review of OC email re whether we would agree to doing joint 
18 10/16/2014 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

stip to amend complaint 

19 10/16/2014 Review of MTD and file to determine whether to do joint stip $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

20 101/6/2014 LVM to Client regarding adding Doris Herrera to the complaint $125 00 0 1 Dayana Sicard - staff $12 50 

21 10/16/2014 Email to OC re agree to do add Doris Herrera to complaint $125 00 0 2 Dayana Sicard - staff $25 00 

Review of Email from OC paralegal re to file amended complaint 
22 10/16/2014 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

and then they will do joint stip 

23 10/17/2014 Preparation and review of Amended Complaint $550 00 0 3 Scot Strems, Esq $165 00 

24 10/17/2014 Email to OC attaching amended complaint for their review $125 00 0 1 Dayana Sicard - staff $12 50 

File review: OC has yet to advise on amended complaint and 
25 10/23/2014 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

instruction to staff to follow up with OC 

Email to OC following up on their agreement to amended 
26 10/23/2014 $125 00 0 1 Dayana Sicard - staff $12 50 

complaint 

Receipt and review of OC correspondence re proposed joint stip 
27 10/29/2014 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

and proposed order granting same 

Spoke to Doris Herrera and emailed Retainer for her to sign to 
28 12/15/2014 $125 00 0 2 Zilda Estrada - staff $25 00 

enter into AO 

29 12/30/2014 Receipt and review of OC's change of address $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

30 2/2/2015 2doris@gmail com ; CALLED CLIENT and spoke to Doris Herrera $125 00 0 2 Zilda Estrada - staff $25 00 

to re-send her the Retainer 

31 

32 2/9/2015 Receipt and review of Def's NOH MTD $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Exhibit T



DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

33 2/9/2015 File review on need for hearing on MTD given joint stip $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

34 2/9/2015 Review of OC letter re NOH MTD $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Spoke to Doris and she said her husband was suppose to send 
35 2/11/2015 $125 00 0 2 Zilda Estrada - staff $25 00 

the retainer I sent her and that I will be receving it today 

Called Client and spoke to DORIS and she said she will send the 
36 2/11/2015 $125 00 0 1 Zilda Estrada - staff $12 50 

signed LOE now 

37 2/17/2015 Spoke to Doris and she is sending the LOE today $125 00 0 2 Zilda Estrada - staff $25 00 

38 2/18/2015 Received and saved LOE signed by both insured $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

instruction to staff to contact oc to work out MTD hearing after 
39 2/18/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

file review 

40 2/18/2015 Email chain with OC to work out MTD hearing $125 00 0 2 Zilda Estrada - staff $25 00 

41 2/18/2015 Review of joint pre trial stip and execustion of same $550 00 0 2 Scot Strems, Esq $110 00 

Receipt and review of OC correspondence to judge re proposed 
42 2/18/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

joint stip and proposed order granting same 

43 2/18/2015 Receipt and review of cancellation notice $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

44 2/19/2015 Receipt and review of OC NOU $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

45 2/20/2015 Receipt and review of OC NOU $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

46 2/20/2015 Receipt and reivew of OC NOU $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Receipt and review of executed agreed order for stip to amend 
47 2/26/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

complaint 

48 3/10/2015 Receipt and initial review of Def's Rogs to Pl $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

49 3/10/2015 Receipt and review of Def's RFP to Pl $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

50 3/10/2015 Receipt and initial review of Def's AAD $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

Review of complaint and AAD to review and analyze Def's 
51 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

admissions/denial to our allegations in complaint and file review 

review of sinkhole statute referenced in dEf's 2nd AD and file 
52 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

review on same 

review of sinkhole activity referenced in dEf's 3rd AD with policy 
53 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

language on same 

Review of earth exclusion referenced in Def's 4th AD with policy 
54 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

language on same and with denial letter also 

Review of wear and tear marring referenced in Def's 5th AD with 
55 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of faulty repairs exclusion referenced in Defs 6th AD with 
56 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of existing damage exclusion referenced in Def's 7th AD 
57 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

with policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of neglect exclusion referenced in Def's 8th AD with 
58 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of no contract defense and loss settlement referenced in 
59 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

Def's 9th AD with policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of duties after loss defense referenced in Def's 10th AD 
60 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

with policy language and denial letter on same 

Review of policy period defense referenced in Defs 11th AD with 
61 3/10/2015 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

policy language and denial letter on same 

62 3/13/2015 Receipt and review of Def's Mtn to preclude additonal testing $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

63 3/14/2015 Research into Def's mtn to preclude on Westlaw $550 00 1 8 GS $990 00 

64 4/10/2015 Receipt and review of OC letter re overdue disco $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 
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DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

Audit file re: OC wrong , disco not overdue, given 5 day rule 
65 4/10/2015 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

additional time, research into 5 day additional time 

66 5/3/2015 File review: need to serve written disco re sinkhole case $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

67 5/4/2015 Prep and drafting of RFA's $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

68 5/4/2015 Prep and drafting of Rogs $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

69 5/5/2015 Prep and drafting of RFP's $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

70 5/6/2015 Finalizaton of prep of RFA;s and Rogs, and RFP's $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

71 5/6/2015 Efiling of RFA's Rogs, and RFP's $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of Def's NOH mtn to preclude testing set for 
72 5/12/2015 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

6/17/2015 

Status Call Completed 

Spoke with Doris and advised her that we were still in the 

73 5/27/2015 discovery stage of the case Furthermore, that we had a hearing $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

now in June She was further advised that she can call me with 

any and all questions that she may have in the future 

Communication with Aaron Kling, Esq re response to OC mtn to 
74 6/2/2015 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

preclude testing 

75 6/5/2015 Receipt and review of OC'sPrivilege Log $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

76 6/5/2015 Westlaw review of cases cited by OC in MPO $550 00 0 8 GS $440 00 

77 6/5/2015 Receipt and review of Def's objections to Pl rogs $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

78 6/5/2015 Research into OC's case law cited in their objections to Pl rogs $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

Receipt and review of OC response to Pl RFPs with 213 pages of 
79 6/5/2015 $550 00 1 7 GS $935 00 

docs arrives, and RS 

80 6/5/2015 Receipt and review of Def's response to Plaintiff RFA's $550 00 0 8 GS $440 00 

Receipt and review of OC email re our disco responses and email 
81 6/5/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reply to same 

82 6/5/2015 File review re our disco responses $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Initial prep to respond to mtn to preclude testing: westlaw 
83 6/7/2015 $550 00 1 3 GS $715 00 

research into their cases and cases I found 

Finalization of response to mtn to preclude testing: review of 

84 6/10/2015 AAD and their engineer docs, and drafting of motion and $550 00 1 6 GS $880 00 

compiling of exhibits and filing 

Letter and Response sent to Judge for courtesy copies via mail 
85 6/11/2015 $125 00 0 2 Nicole Crousillat - staff $25 00 

(Bwd county) Hearing is on June 17, 2015 

Drafting of Letter sent to Judge re courtesy copy of response to 
86 6/11/2015 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

mtn to preclude testing 

Preparation for attendance at hearing on def mtn to preclude 
87 6/16/2015 $550 00 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $1,100 00 

testing 

Attendance at hearing on def mtn to preclude testing (judge 
88 6/17/2015 $550 00 0 7 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $385 00 

denied mtn ) 

89 6/17/2015 Receipt and review of Def's mtn to compel $550 00 0 6 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $330 00 

Called clients to do discovery and left vm with a lady who 

90 6/22/2015 answered the phone I advised her I needed them to respond to $125 00 0 2 Nicole Crousillat - staff $25 00 

interrogs asap 

91 6/23/2015 Receipt and review of court's order on def's mtn to compel $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

92 6/23/2015 Receipt and review of OC's verified responses to Pl's rogs $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

File audit and internet research into witnesses disclosed by 
93 6/24/2015 $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

defense in their verified rog answers 

Called and left vm to client to call back asap regarding 
94 6/29/2015 $125 00 0 1 Nicole Crousillat - staff $12 50 

interrogatories 
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95 6/29/2015 Email to client re rog answers $125 00 0 1 Nicole Crousillat - staff $12 50 

96 7/16/2015 Receipt and review of OC mtn to enforce $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

97 7/17/2015 File audit re oc mtn to enforce $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

98 7/17/2015 Confidential client communications w/ Doris H re disco responses $125 00 0 2 Nicole Crousillat - staff $25 00 

99 8/5/2015 Receipt and review of OC letter to court re mtn to enforce $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Draft, prep, editing, finalization and Filing of NOTD Corp rep 
100 8/7/2015 $650 00 0 4 Michael Remy Esq $260 00 

depo 

101 8/7/2015 Email to OC re scheduing of corp rep depo $125 00 0 2 Terri Mandernach-staff $25 00 

102 9/3/2015 Receipt and review of OC renewed mtn to compel $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

103 9/3/2015 File review re OC renewed mtn to compel $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re renewed mtn to 
104 9/3/2015 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

compel 

Receipt and review of courts order granitng renewed mtn to 
105 9/9/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

compel 

File review and case law research into court's order re granting 
106 9/9/2015 $550 00 1 5 GS $825 00 

renewed mtn to compel 

File review, still need CR depo and instruction to staff to follow 
107 9/25/2015 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

up on same 

108 9/25/2015 Email to OC office to follow up on setting Corp rep depo $125 00 0 2 Terri Mandernach-staff $25 00 

109 9/29/2015 Email to client re rogs to go over $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

File review: OC client rog answers, and email to client re follow 
110 10/7/2015 $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

up on rog answers 

111 10/19/2015 Review of client rog answers in prep of rog answers $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

Email to client re more info on rog answers (after review of rog 
112 10/20/2015 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

answers) 

Email communication with client re follow up on additional rog 
113 10/22/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

answers 

114 10/23/2015 Review of client email reply to additional rog answers $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

115 10/27/2015 Drafting, and prepping of answers to rogs and RFP $550 00 2 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $1,210 00 

116 10/30/2015 Final editing of answers to rogs and RFP and filing of same $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

Called and left a VM for client to get jurat page Will email a copy 
117 10/30/2015 $125 00 0 1 Lauren Cabrera-staff $12 50 

as well 

Called and spoke to Doris Herrera Explained to her that I need 

her and Eduardo to sign and notarize that page and then send 
118 11/2/2015 $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

me a copy 

I will be emailing it to her at 2doris@gmail com 

119 11/2/2015 Email to clients re jurat page $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

Called and left a VM for client Doris Herrera regarding the jurat 
120 11/11/2015 $125 00 0 1 Lauren Cabrera-staff $12 50 

page we need 

121 11/11/2015 Email to client re jurat page $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

122 11/11/2015 Draft Editing, prep and filing of NOF jurat page $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

123 11/13/2015 Receipt and review of OC motion to lift stay $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 
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124 11/13/2015 File review re OC motion to lift stay $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

125 11/13/2015 Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re mtn to lift sta $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

126 11/15/2015 Initial research and prep on mtn to reconsider $550 00 0 7 Greg Saldamando, Esq $385 00 

further Westlaw research and Finalization of mtn to reconsider 
127 11/16/2015 $550 00 0 8 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $440 00 

and filing of same 

Receipt and review of OC response to mtn to reconsider (incl 
128 11/16/2015 $550 00 0 5 Greg Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

looking up their cited case law and related research) 

129 11/16/2015 Receipt and review of OC NOF of pl RFP responses $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

130 11/16/2015 Receipt and reivw of OC NOF of pl rog answers $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

131 11/16/2015 Email to staff to set mtn for reconsideration for hearing $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

132 11/16/2015 Email to OC to set mtn for reconsideration for hearing $125 00 0 1 Lauren Cabrera-staff $12 50 

Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re response to mtn to 
133 11/16/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reconsider 

134 11/19/2015 Receipt and review of Court order granting mtn to lift stay $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Research into affects of court's ruling on granting mtn to lift stay 
135 11/19/2015 $550 00 1 GS $550 00 

related to disco 

136 12/1/2015 Drafting, prepping, and filing of Amended mtn to reconsider $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

137 12/2/2015 Receipt and review of Court order denying mtn to reconsider $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

138 12/2/2015 Research and analysis re court's order denying mtn to reconsider $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

139 12/3/2015 Receipt and review of response to amended mtn to reconsider $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re amended mtn to 
140 12/3/2015 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reconsider 

141 12/29/2015 Receipt and intial review of 149 page Verified MSJ $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Full review and analysis on MSJ including file review and case law 
142 1/4/2016 $550 00 3 GS $1,650 00 

research 
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143 1/4/2016 Receive and review of Def's NOF PFS $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of Def's $1,000 joint, global PFS, including 
144 1/4/2016 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

review of release 

File review to determine readiness to set MSJ for hearing given 
145 1/4/2016 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

OC 12/31/2015 email to set msj filed 2 days beforehand 

146 1/4/2016 Email reply to OC re setting of MSJ $125 00 0 1 Terri Mandernach-staff $12 50 

Initial steps taken to locate sinkhole expert: office wide meeting 
147 1/5/2016 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

to determine list of potential experts 

Further steps taken to locate sinkhole expert: consultation with 
148 1/6/2016 $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

other plaintiff's attorneys 

Further steps taken to locate sinkhole expert: google research 

149 1/7/2016 and westlaw research to locate additional names and vet $550 00 0 8 GS $440 00 

potential experts 

Communication with Sonny Gulati, sinkhole engineer, regarding 
150 1/13/2016 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

case 

Email to Sonny Gulati with documents of file to scheDulce 
151 1/14/2016 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

inspection and provide opinions 

Email to Sonny Gulati with documents of file to scheDulce 
152 1/14/2016 $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

inspection and provide opinions 

153 1/14/2016 Email chain with oc re not ready to set MSJ, inpsection pending $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

Communication with Sonny Gulati, sinkhole engineer, regarding 
154 1/15/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

case 

Phone call with client Doris H re inspection and confirmation 
155 1/15/2016 $125 00 0 3 Lauren Cabrera-staff $37 50 

client received PFS , which she called "slap in the face" 

156 1/15/2016 Setting up of Gulati inspection $125 00 0 3 Lauren Cabrera-staff $37 50 

157 1/15/2016 Receipt and review of OC letter re setting of their MSJ $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

158 1/18/2016 Email chain re setting of msj, providing oc status update $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

159 1/20/2016 Email chain re setting of msj $125 00 0 2 Lauren Cabrera-staff $25 00 

160 1/20/2016 Receipt and review of NOH MSJ to occur 3/21/16 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Anaylsis of PFS, including west law research into propiety of joint 

161 1/26/2016 PFS, and review of analysis of release and whether $1,000 offer is $550 00 1 5 GS $825 00 

in good faith 

Page 6 of 27 



DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

Spoke with Doris Explained PFS She will reject it and return the 

162 1/27/2016 letter Wife said her husband works with U S Customs and he $450 00 0 4 Erika Hubbs, Esq $180 00 

does not want to testify as trial 

163 2/15/2016 File review and communication Sonny Gulati re status of report $550 00 0 7 GS $385 00 

164 2/17/2016 Receipt and review of Sonny Gulati report $500 00 0 2 GS $100 00 

Preparation of Sonny Gulati affidavit and sending of same to 
165 2/17/2016 $550 00 1 2 GS $660 00 

Sonny Gulati and research into proper business records affidavit 

166 2/25/2016 Receipt and review of Gulati invoice and correspondence $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and reivew of signed Sonny Gulati affidavit and finali 
167 3/1/2016 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

research on sufficency of affidavit 

168 3/1/2016 Communications with Sonny Gulati re affidavit $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

169 3/2/2016 Draft, prep and filing of NOF Sonny Gulati affidavit $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

170 3/4/2016 Receipt and review of OC letter requesting Gulati report $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

171 3/4/2016 Review of court order referenced in OC letter above $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

172 3/7/2016 Email to OC asking about stip to report coming in if I provide $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter rejecting my proposal to stip to 
173 3/11/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Gulati report if I provide same 

174 3/11/2016 Receipt and review of Def mtn to strike affidavit of Gulati $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

File review to confirm allegations def mtn to strike affidavit of 
175 3/11/2016 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

Gulati 

Prep for MSJ hearing and on def mtn to strike affidavit and file 
176 3/20/2016 $550 00 4 GS $2,200 00 

review and research of same 

Receipt and review of NOH for mtn to strike affidaivt (add on to 
177 3/21/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

3/21 msj) 

Attendance at MSJ hearing and hearing on mtn to strike affidavit 
178 3/21/2016 $550 00 2 GS $1,100 00 

including pre hearing prep and post hearing anaylsis and noties 

Prep of amended affidavit: file review, working on amendments, 

179 3/22/2016 speaking with Gulati and sendin Gulati amended affidavit for $550 00 1 2 GS $660 00 

review 

180 3/29/2016 Receipt of signed amended affidavit and filing of same $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 
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Review of JA instructions on sending courtesy copy and 
181 3/30/2016 $125 00 0 3 Lauren Cabrera-staff $37 50 

completion of same 

Receipt and review of OC NOF affidavit of Kevin Scott and 
182 4/5/2016 $550 00 1 5 GS $825 00 

research into background of Kevin Scott 

Receipt and review of Def's mtn to strike amended affidavit and 
183 4/8/2016 $550 00 1 6 GS $880 00 

research into file and statutes and black law referenced therein 

184 4/13/2016 Emails re scheduling of OC mtn to strike amended affidavit $550 00 0 3 Lauren Cabrera-staff $165 00 

185 4/13/2016 Receipt of court email re 5/16/2016 hearing $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

186 4/14/2016 Receipt and review of OC NOH for mtn to strike amended affiavit $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Status Call Completed 

187 4/27/2016 Spoke with Doris and advised that we continue to litigate the $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia - staff $37 50 

case Pending discovery issues and a date for the CR DEPO 

Receipt and reviewe of OC letter to judge re upcoming mtn to 
188 5/10/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

strike Gulati affidavit 

189 5/10/2016 File review based upon above $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

Preparation for 5/16 motion to strike hearing ( file review, legal 

190 5/15/2016 research, notes outlining argument, review of motion and $550 00 2 3 GS $1,265 00 

response) 

191 5/16/2016 Attendance at mtn to strike amended affidavit hearing $550 00 2 GS $1,100 00 

Receipt and review of court email denying defense mtn to strike 
192 5/18/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

affidavit 

File review and instruction to staff to update client on status of 
193 5/24/2016 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

defense mtn to strike affidavit 

Status Call Completed 

194 5/24/2016 Spoke with Doris and advised that we are still pending a ruling $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia - staff $37 50 

on Defendant's Mtn to Strike 

File review re readiness for trial: review of pleadings and case file 

195 5/28/2016 to determine if any amendments needs to occur, experts ready? $550 00 1 6 GS $880 00 

Need any more wits? Etc 

Meeting with Scot Strems, Esq agreement case ready to notice 
196 5/28/2016 $550 00 1 GS $550 00 

for trial 

Meeting with Greg Saldamando, Esq agreement case ready to 
197 5/28/2016 $550 00 1 Scot Strems, Esq $550 00 

notice for trial 

Receipt and review of snail mail order from judge denying mtn to 
198 6/6/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

strike affidavit 

Receipt and review of Def's Mtn for reconsideration of order 
199 6/10/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

denying mtn to strike affidavit 
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200 6/10/2016 File review based on motion above $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re filing of mtn to 
201 6/10/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reconsider 

202 6/17/2016 Receipt of court email denying mtn to reconsideration $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter to judge re proposed order on 
203 6/21/2016 $500 00 0 2 GS $100 00 

denial of mtn for reconsideration 

Review of file and court email re porposed order and email to oc 
204 6/21/2016 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

agreeing to same 

Receipt and review of signed order denying oc mtn for 
205 6/28/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reconsideration 

Receipt and review of signed order denying oc mtn for 
206 7/6/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

reconsideration (via snail mail) 

File review to provide status to client and instruction to staff as to 
207 8/18/2016 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

how to update client 

208 8/18/2016 Email to client with status update $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia - staff $37 50 

209 10/2/2016 File review: still need to take depos including Corp rep depo $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

210 10/3/2016 Instruction to staff as to how to update client $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Spoke with Doris who is at wits end Needs the case to be over 
211 10/3/2016 $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia-staff $25 00 

already Advised that we are pending the taking of the CR DEPO 

212 10/3/2016 Email to OC to schedule corp repo depo $750 00 0 1 Michael Remy Esq $75 00 

follow up email to OC to schedule corp rep depo or have to 
213 10/11/2016 $750 00 0 1 Michael Remy Esq $75 00 

uniset or mtn to compel 

Receipt and review of email reply from oc apologizing for not 
214 10/11/2016 $750 00 0 2 Michael Remy Esq $150 00 

responding etc and reply attaching areas of inquiry 

File review: OC still has not cooperated in providing corp rep 
215 11/16/2016 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

depo dates and instruction to follow up in setting same 

216 11/16/2016 Email to OC again for corp repo depo dates $750 00 0 1 Michael Remy Esq $75 00 

Email chain and phone call with OC re finally setting up corp rep 
217 11/21/2016 $750 00 0 3 Michael Remy Esq $225 00 

depo 

218 11/21/2016 Drafting, editing, review, and filing of NOTD Corp rep depo $750 00 0 3 Michael Remy Esq $225 00 

Drafting, editing, review, and filing of amended NOTD Corp rep 
219 11/23/2016 $750 00 0 1 Michael Remy Esq $75 00 

depo 

220 12/13/2016 File audit: finally set corp rep depo, still need more depos $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

221 1/4/2017 Receipt and review of email from oc office to schedule msj $550 00 0 1 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $55 00 
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File review to determine reading to set MSJ and if OC dates in 

222 1/5/2017 March work (did not work as corp rep depo set in April) and $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

instruction to staff to how to respond 

223 1/9/2017 Phone call and email with OC paralegal re setting of MSJ $125 00 0 2 Gina Lugo-staff $25 00 

File review re update for client and instruction to staff on how to 
224 1/27/2017 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

update client 

Status Call Completed 

Spoke with Doris and advised that we are pending the taking of 
225 1/27/2017 $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

the CR DEPO in April in hopes that they make an offer of 

settlement to resolve the case 

226 2/7/2017 Receipt and review of OC emails and letter re scheduling of MSJ $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

227 2/17/2017 file review as to setting of msj and readiness for trial $550 00 1 4 GS $770 00 

228 2/7/2017 Coordination of MSJ hearing date $125 00 0 2 Gina Lugo-staff $25 00 

229 2/27/2017 Receipt and review of NOH for MSJ to occur 6/21/2017 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

230 2/27/2017 Receipt and review of court email re msj hearing date $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Met with Doris who came in to request a copy of her POA that 

she thought we had I reviewed our records and could not find it 

She advised that her and Eduardo are going thru a separation 
231 3/16/2017 $125 00 0 5 Joann Paniagua - staff $62 50 

and she wants to be protected if/when they receive money for 

this claim She contacted another attorney who she feels may 

have a copy and asked them to fax same to us if found 

Discussion with paralegal re Doris request for POA and possible 
232 3/16/2017 $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

divorce separation 

Receipt and review of OC Notice of designation (7 pages) and 
233 4/5/2017 $550 00 1 8 GS $990 00 

follow up file review and research 

Receipt and review of objections to taking corp rep depo 20 
234 4/5/2017 $550 00 1 3 GS $715 00 

pages 

Preparation for taking of corp repo depo: file review all docs and 

235 4/5/2017 pleadings, research into sinkhole policy language and statute and $450 00 2 6 Hunter Patterson, Esq $1,170 00 

discussions with Greg Saldamando, Esq 

Receipt and review of confirmation email from Veritext re corp 
236 4/6/2017 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

repo depo 

237 4/6/2017 Taking of corp repo depo and post depo memo $450 00 3 Hunter Patterson, Esq $1,350 00 

Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Plaintiffs First Motion in 
238 4/7/2017 $550 00 0 5 Scot Strems, Esq $275 00 

Limine 

239 4/7/2017 Drafting, prep, editing and filing of Notice for Trial $550 00 0 1 Scot Strems, Esq $55 00 

Receipt and review of OC objection to NFT and file review to 
240 4/10/2017 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

verify allegations made 

Spoke with Doris and she is going through it After 20 years 

Eduardo and her are getting separated for various reasons She 
241 4/25/2017 $125 00 0 4 Dulce Garcia-staff $50 00 

has an AOB but to the other claim AOB was drafted as to the 

instant claim so that she can have him sign it 

File review: to determine possible trial dates, and instruction to 
242 4/28/2017 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

paralegal to provide trial dates 

243 4/28/2017 Email to OC with trial dates $125 00 0 2 Joann Paniagua - staff $25 00 

244 4/30/2017 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

245 5/9/2017 Saved Doris AOB in file $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

Initial prep for response to MSJ: File review , review oc motion, 
246 5/27/2017 $550 00 2 4 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $1,320 00 

compiling exhibits to use in opposition, initial draft notes 

247 6/11/2017 Initial drafting of written response to MSJ $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

Final drafting of MSJ response, attaching of exhibits, and final 
248 6/13/2017 $550 00 1 7 GS $935 00 

editing, and filing of same 

Research into msj rules of procedure and case law re to strike oc 
249 6/13/2017 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

affidavit 

250 6/13/2017 Drafting, editing, and filing of Mtn to strike affidavit $550 00 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $1,100 00 
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Hand delivery of MSJ Response and mtn to strike affidavit to 
251 6/14/2017 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

judge chambers 

252 6/20/2017 Receipt and review of OC response to mtn to strike affidavit $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

253 6/20/2017 Prep for MSJ hearing and file review and research of same $550 00 2 GS $1,100 00 

254 6/20/2017 Email chain w/ oc confirming MSJ hearing $125 00 0 2 Joann Paniagua - staff $25 00 

255 6/21/2017 Attendance of MSJ hearing $550 00 2 5 GS $1,375 00 

instruction to staff to issue trial order per court instructon for 
256 6/21/2017 $550 00 0 1 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

February 2018 trial period 

257 7/1/2017 Receipt and review of court order denying MSJ $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

File audit to give client update and instruction to staff to update 
258 7/17/2017 $550 00 0 3 Greg Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

client 

259 7/17/2017 Email chain with client re status of case $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

Status Call Completed 

Spoke with Doris and advised that the MSJ was won, Pending 

the TO so that Mediation can be set Stated that the garage is 
260 7/20/2017 $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia - staff $37 50 

sinking and will take pictures to show the change States that he 

mom made a claim and it was denied, told her to have her call 

me 

261 7/20/2017 Receipt and review oc letter requesting depos $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

262 7/21/2017 Receipt and review of Sonny Gulai invoice $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

263 7/20/2017 file review re oc requested depos $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Spoke with Madeline in OC's office and coordinated pltfs depo 
264 8/2/2017 $125 00 0 2 Alex Reyes - staff $25 00 

for Nov 27th 

265 8/2/2017 Receipt and review of OC NOTD Plaintiffs for 12/6 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

266 8/2/2017 Receipt and review of OC NOTD Sonny Gulati for 11/30 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

267 8/2/2017 Spoke with Madeline who preferred December 6th for pltf depo $125 00 0 2 Alex Reyes - staff $25 00 

268 8/3/2017 Initial communications with co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

269 8/10/2017 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

File review for client status update and intial notes and prep for 
270 8/23/2017 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

plaintiffs depos and instruction to paralegal as to update 
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Status Call Completed 

271 8/24/2017 Spoke with Doris and advised that we continue to litigate $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

Depos need to be taken as well as the TO to set mediation 

272 8/30/2017 Case update with PA $125 00 0 2 Dulce Garcia - staff $25 00 

273 8/31/2017 Receipt and review of court email re setting trial date $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

274 9/2/2017 Receipt and review of Trial Order $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

275 9/2/2017 File review re compliance with trial order $550 00 1 3 GS $715 00 

276 9/4/2017 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

277 9/27/2017 Email chain with co co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Compliance with trial order re selection of mediators and setting 
278 9/28/2017 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

of mediation and instruction to paralegal 

279 9/28/2017 Email to OC re setting of mediation $125 00 0 2 Susan Gonzalez-staff $25 00 

280 10/11/2017 Follow up email to oc re setting of mediation $125 00 0 1 Susan Gonzalez-staff $12 50 

281 10/16/2017 File review for status update with client $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

282 10/16/2017 Email and phone call with client Doris re case update $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia - staff $37 50 

283 11/8/2017 Email chain with oc office re scheduling of mediation $125 00 0 2 Susan Gonzalez-staff $25 00 

284 11/9/2017 Drafting, prep, editing and filing of Change of Address $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

285 11/10/2017 Called client left detailed message regarding Dec 11 mediation $125 00 0 2 Susan Gonzalez-staff $25 00 

286 11/14/2017 Receipt and revie of mediation notice $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

287 11/15/2017 Receipt and review of oc email re settlement $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Drafting, prep, and editing and sending out of depo letter to 
288 11/17/2017 $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

client 

289 11/21/2017 Email chain re OC settlement $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

290 11/25/2017 Email chain with oc settlement $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

File review for settlement valuation and status update to client re 
291 11/27/2017 $550 00 0 5 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

depo and mediation and instruction to staff to update client 

Status Call Completed 

Spoke with Doris and advised that they need to appear for 
292 11/27/2017 $125 00 0 3 Dulce Garcia-staff $37 50 

depo Its part of the litigatin and hopefully the case will settle at 

the mediation the following week 

293 11/27/2017 Emails with oc re settlement $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

294 11/28/2017 Email from oc re settlement $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

295 11/28/2017 Receipt and review of OC expert witness list $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 
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File review as to what each defense expert did, and review of 
296 11/29/2017 $550 00 1 1 GS $605 00 

their reports, and westlaw/internet search on each expert, 

297 11/29/2017 Drafting, prep, editing and serving and filing of Expert RFP $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

298 11/29/2017 Drafting, prep, editing and serving of Expert Rogs $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Drafting, prep, editing and filing o Notice of serving of Expert 
299 11/29/2017 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Rogs 

Communication with Sonny Gulati, sinkhole engineer, regarding 
300 11/30/2017 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

case and defense experts 

Research into propiety of listing multiple areas to same area of 
301 11/30/2017 $550 00 0 7 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $385 00 

expertise (review of TO and case law on westlaw) 

302 11/30/2017 Receipt and review of OC NOC of Gulati depo $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

303 12/1/2017 Receipt and review of OC NOTD of Plaintiffs for 1/5/18 $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

304 12/1/2017 Receipt and review of OC NOTD of Gulati depo for 1/11/18 $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

305 12/1/2017 Draft, prep editing and filing of NOU $550 00 0 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

Review of trial order expert disclosure requirements and drafting, 
306 12/1/2017 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

prep editing and filing of expert witness list 

Call client (spoke with Doris) and advise about new deposition 
307 12/1/2017 $125 00 0 2 Yaima Martinez - staff $25 00 

date She confirmed 

308 12/1/2017 Email chain resetting of depos $125 00 0 2 Yaima Martinez - staff $25 00 

309 12/5/2017 Receipt and review of OC NPNP Gulati $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

310 12/5/2017 Receipt and review of OC NPNP Gulati $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Spoke with Doris She confirmed for deposition on January 05 
311 12/5/2017 $125 00 0 2 Yaima Martinez - staff $25 00 

Also she confirmed for Mediation on December 11 

312 12/5/2017 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

313 12/6/2017 Research into whether can object to NPNP and file review $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Page 13 of 27 



DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

314 12/6/2017 Draft, prep, editing and filing of Request for Copies $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

315 12/7/2017 Receipt and review of OC Certificate of Authority $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

316 12/8/2017 Spoke with Doris, She confirmed for Monday Mediation $125 00 0 1 Yaima Martinez - staff $12 50 

Prep for mediation: file review, pleadings review, meeting with 
317 12/10/2017 $400 00 1 5 Christopher Narchet, Esq $600 00 

Greg Saldamando and Scot Strems 

318 12/10/2017 Mediation prep meeting with CN and SS $550 00 1 5 GS $825 00 

319 12/10/2017 Mediation prep meeting with CN and GS $550 00 1 5 Scot Strems, Esq $825 00 

Attendance at mediation, including pre and post mediaiton client 
320 12/11/2017 $400 00 3 Christopher Narchet, Esq $1,200 00 

communications` 

321 12/13/2017 Receipt and review of mediation report $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of OC Notice of invocation of neutral 
322 12/21/2017 $550 00 0 8 GS $440 00 

evaluation 

Email chain with Aaron Kling, Esq re neutral evaluation and case 
323 12/22/2017 $550 00 0 6 Greg Saldamando, Esq $330 00 

law and authorities he provides and review of same 

File review oc owes us expert disco responses and instruction to 
324 1/2/2018 $550 00 0 3 Greg Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

staff to send g/f email 

325 1/2/2018 Email to oc providing deadline to provide expert disco responses $125 00 0 2 Alex Reyes - staff $25 00 

Receipt and review of OC Email re AO on neutral evaluaiton and 
326 1/2/2018 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

file review as to same and email to oc agreeing to same 

327 1/2/2018 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of court email ratifying AO on neutral 
328 1/3/2018 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

evaluation 

329 1/3/2018 Receipt and review of OC NOC of depo $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

330 1/3/2018 Receipt and review Of OC NOC of depo $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

331 1/4/2018 Case analysis re neutral evaluation $550 00 0 8 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $440 00 
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332 1/4/2018 Prep, drafting, and filing of Notice of Filing of Jurat page $500 00 0 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $100 00 

SPOKE TO CLIENT ABOUT NEUTRAL EVALUATION AND OF 
333 1/4/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

AUTOMATIC STAY OF CASE ; THEY AUTHORIZED $90,000 CLEAN 

334 1/4/2018 Meeting with Scot Strems, Esq re settlement of case $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

335 1/4/2018 Meeting with GS re settlement of case $550 00 0 3 Scot Strems, Esq $165 00 

336 1/22/2018 Receipt and review of AO signed by judge granting NE $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

337 2/22/18 - 2/26/18 Emails and phone calls to schedule neutral evaluation $125 00 1 Aileen Perez-staff $125 00 

Receipt and review of OC email to DFS re NE with attached letter 
338 3/8/2018 $550 00 1 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $660 00 

and case docs 

339 3/20/2018 Receipt and review of OC email attaching Bruce's email $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Email chain w Bruce Nocite re his request for Gulati report, and 
340 3/21/2018 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

itme spent locating report and sending him same 

341 3/22/2018 Receipt and review of OC email confirming NE inspection $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

342 3/23/2018 Client, Doris Herrera confirmed neutral evaluation set for 3/26 $125 00 0 1 Aileen Perez-staff $12 50 

343 3/23/2018 Emails to PA re NE inspection $125 00 0 2 Aileen Perez-staff $25 00 

Receipt and review of email from Bruce Nocite along with review 
344 3/29/2018 $550 00 0 5 Greg Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

of attached questionnaire for clients to fill out 

Receipt and review of affidavit from defense re substitution of 
345 4/4/2018 $550 00 0 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

counsel 

346 4/12/2018 Receip and review of oc joint substiution of counsel $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

347 4/12/2018 Receipt and review of order re substitution of counsel $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

348 5/4/2018 Receipt and review of NE report $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

File review to give status update to client and instruction to staff 
349 5/4/2018 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

on status update to client 
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350 5/18/2018 Receipt and review of Def's NOF NE report $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

351 5/22/2018 Receipt and review of oc NOA and email designation $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

352 5/22/2018 Receipt and review of OC email to schedule plaintiffs depo $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

353 5/30/2018 Providing dates to oc re plaintiff depo dates $125 00 0 3 Aileen Perez-staff $37 50 

Spoke to client and advised we were in the middle of scheduling 

pltfs depositions and I had two proposed dates, client chose Sep 
354 6/4/2018 $125 00 0 2 Aileen Perez-staff $25 00 

25 I advised once I received the document with all the info I'll be 

calling her and sending her a letter with same 

355 6/4/2018 Email chain to OC re plaintiff depo dates $125 00 0 2 Aileen Perez-staff $25 00 

356 6/5/2018 Receipt and review of OC NOTD plaintiffs depo with SDT $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of OC amended NOTD plaintiffs depo with 
357 6/7/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

SDT 

358 6/7/2018 Receipt of OC paralegal email with Wayne Webb depo invoice $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Receipt and review of OC 2nd amended NOTD for plaintiffs depo 
359 6/12/2018 $550 00 1 GS $550 00 

with SDT 

Spoke to Doris, advised on deposition, date, time Client 
360 6/13/2018 $125 00 0 2 Aileen Perez-staff $25 00 

confirmed address on file Client is confirmed 

361 7/30/2018 Receipt and review of OC substitution of counsel $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Receipt and review of affidavit from defense re substitution of 
362 7/30/2018 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

counsel 

Receipt and review of affidavit from defense re substitution of 
363 7/30/2018 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

counsel 

364 7/30/2018 Receipt and review of OC joint stipulation $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Receipt and revew of OC letter with substitution of counsel 
365 7/31/2018 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

attached and orders 

366 8/3/2018 Receipt and review of court email OC filed somehting incorrectly $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

367 8/6/2018 Email to OC with new plaintiff depo dates $125 00 0 2 Yunirka Oliva-staff $25 00 
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368 8/6/2018 Spoke to Doris and Confirmed 10/9 works for their depositions $125 00 0 2 Yunirka Oliva-staff $25 00 

Receipt and review of email from oc paralegal agreeing to new 
369 8/6/2018 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

plaintiff depo dates 

Review of file to determine whether should agree to reset 
370 8/6/2018 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

plaintiff depos yet again 

Receipt and review of OC 3rd NOTD of plaintiffs depos with SDT 
371 8/8/2018 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

and file review for reqeusted docs 

372 8/14/2018 Receipt and review of court email re abandonded queu filing $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Receipt and review of Corrected 3rd Notice of taking plaintiffs 
373 8/28/2018 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

depo with SDT 

374 9/18/2018 Drafting, prep, editing and mailnig out of depo letter to client $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

375 9/18/2018 Spoke to Doris reminding her about depo $125 00 0 2 Yunirka Oliva-staff $25 00 

File review: need trial date, file review for upcoming depo, review 
376 9/24/2018 $550 00 2 GS $1,100 00 

of all relevant docs 

377 9/25/2018 Email to OC with trial dates $125 00 0 2 Alex Reyes - staff $25 00 

378 10/2/2018 Email to OC following up with trial dates $125 00 0 1 Alex Reyes - staff $12 50 

Receipt and review of OC 4th NOTD plaintiffs depos with SDT for 
379 10/3/2018 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

November 

Called doris to reminder her about 11/15 deposition and if she 
380 10/4/2018 $125 00 0 2 Yunirka Oliva-staff $25 00 

needed a translator 

Receipt and review corrected OC 4th NOTD plaintiffs depos with 
381 10/5/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

SDT 

382 10/12/2018 Email chain with OC re setting of trial $125 00 0 3 Alex Reyes - staff $37 50 

Spoke with JA re the trial period she advised she could set it for 
383 10/23/2018 $125 00 0 2 Alex Reyes - staff $25 00 

us for the 5/17 calendar call 

Receipt and review of trial order rolling over trial period to June 
384 10/23/2018 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

2019 

385 10/24/2018 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 
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386 10/24/2018 Draft, prep, editing and mailing out of depo letter to client $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

387 10/25/2018 File review to determine compliance with trial orders $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

388 10/26/2018 Email from co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

389 10/28/2018 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

File review: need to determine if PA will cooperate in testifying in 
390 10/30/2018 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

regards to his estimate and emial to PA office 

391 10/31/2018 Email reply from PA office $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

392 10/31/2018 File review: compliance with expert deadline re trial order $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

CLIENT CALLED TO ADVISE HUSBAND WILL NOT BE ABLE TO 
393 11/6/2018 $125 00 0 1 Josabet Ortega-staff $12 50 

MAKE DEPO ON NOV 15TH 

client called to schedule Depo she was very upset do to that she 

394 11/8/2018 called last week and no one has called her to schedule her $125 00 0 2 Yenisey Pazos-staff $25 00 

husband depo, sent email to Yuni 

Doris called again reg the deposition date for 11/15 Her 

395 11/9/2018 husband is deployed so she is concerened if she should attend by $125 00 0 2 Laura Hernandez-staff $25 00 

herself or if they are going to reschedule 

OC's assistant, Faye (813-990-0099) called to confirm the 

deposition for Thursday Nov 15, however, eduardo is deployed 
396 11/13/2018 $125 00 0 2 Alex Lovo-staff $25 00 

overseas I confirmed with OC I will find out the date Eduardo 

returns to reschdule 

397 11/13/2018 Received deployment letter from client with CBP $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt and review of OC letter re needing to re-schedule depos 
398 11/13/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

due to deployment 

399 11/13/2018 Emails scheduling Plaintiff depo $125 00 0 3 Yunirka Oliva-staff $37 50 

400 11/13/2018 spoke to client re resetting of depo $125 00 0 1 Yunirka Oliva-staff $12 50 

401 11/13/2018 Emailed client copy of new depo notice $125 00 0 1 Yunirka Oliva-staff $12 50 

402 11/13/2018 Draft, prep, editing, and maiing of depo letter to client $550 00 0 3 Greg Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

Receiipt and review of OC corrected 4th NOTD of plaintiffs depo 
403 11/13/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

w/ SDT 
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404 11/14/2018 SPOKE TO DORRIS TO CONFIRM THE DEPO HAS RESCHEDULED $125 00 0 2 Alex Lovo-staff $25 00 

I just spoke to Doris and she said that her and her husband will 
405 12/18/2018 $125 00 0 1 Luz Feliciano-staff $12 50 

be at the depo on JAn 18th 

Receipt and review of OC amended 5th NOTD for plaintiffs depo 
406 12/20/2018 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

and SDT 

407 1/11/2019 Draft, prep, editing, and filing of change of address $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

File review: readiness for trial, need damages expert, and email to 
408 1/14/2019 $550 00 1 4 GS $770 00 

PA inquiring if he can be damages expert 

409 1/14/2019 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

410 1/15/2019 Reply email from co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

Email reply from PA office re identity of who prepared PA 
411 1/15/2019 $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

estimate and their contact info 

412 1/17/2019 CALL THE CLIENTS AND THEY CONFIRMED DEPO FOR 1/18 $125 00 0 1 Luz Feliciano-staff $12 50 

413 1/17/2019 file review for prep of plaintiffs deposition $550 00 2 GS $1,100 00 

conference with Natalie Fernandez, Esq re coverge of plaintiffs 
414 1/17/2019 $550 00 0 6 Greg Saldamando, Esq $330 00 

depo 

conference with Greg Saldamando, Esq re coverage of Plaintiffs 
415 1/17/2019 $350 00 0 6 Natalie Fernandez, Esq $210 00 

depo 

416 1/18/2019 Prep of clients for depo and depo attendance both clients $350 00 4 Natalie Fernandez, Esq $1,400 00 

Emails with co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq re who will be taking 
417 1/18/2019-1/19/2019 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

defending depos 

Instruction to staff to email co counsel Aaron Kling the email of 
418 1/25/2019 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

clients 

419 1/25/2019 Email to co counsel Aaron Kling, Esq with clients email address $125 00 0 1 Alex Lovo-staff $12 50 

420 1/28/2019 Email to client with clients email address $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

Received contract from co-cousnel Aaron Kling, Esq and review 
421 1/29/2019 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

of same 
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phone call with Doris explaining role of co-counsel Aaron Kling, 

422 1/30/2019 Esq and need for clients to sign his retainer , she agreed (date of $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

call is approximate) 

The  wife  said that  her  husband  doesn’t check  emails  a  lot, that  

423 2/15/2019 she will check with him to see if he received it (date of call is $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

approximate) 

424 2/21/2019 email from co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq office $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

425 2/27/2019 Email to co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

426 3/5/2019 Receipt and review of 3/5/2019 letter from oc requesting depos $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

File review based on 3/5/2019 oc letter requesting depos, need 
427 3/5/2019 $550 00 0 5 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

to serve expert disco 

428 3/6/2019 Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Expert RFP to Def $550 00 0 5 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

429 3/6/2019 Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Boecher RFP to Def $550 00 0 5 Greg Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Notice of Filing Boecher rogs 
430 3/6/2019 $550 00 0 5 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

to Def 

Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Notice of Filing Expert rogs 
431 3/6/2019 $550 00 0 5 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $275 00 

to Def 

432 3/6/2019 Receipt and review of OC disclosure of expert witness list $550 00 0 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

Phone call Email to and subsequent phone call with PA estimator 
433 3/6/2019 $550 00 1 4 GS $770 00 

Luis Gomez (ultimately decided not be damages expert) 

Phone call with GC Edgard de Olazabal re damages expert for 
434 3/6/2019 $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

trial 

phone call with Doris re Edgard needing to inspect (date of call is 
435 3/6/2019 $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

approximate) 

436 3/7/2019 File review and westlaw and online research into defense experts $550 00 0 8 Greg Saldamando, Esq $440 00 

437 3/7/2019 retention email to GC Edgard de Olazabal $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

Drafting, prep, editing, and filing of Amended expert witness list ( 
438 3/7/2019 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

added Edgard) 

439 3/8/2019 Email reply from Edgard's office $550 00 0 1 Greg Saldamando, Esq $55 00 
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Review of co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq retainer and signature of 
440 3/8/2019 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

same 

441 3/11/2019 called the client to confirm inspection $125 00 0 1 Luz Feliciano-staff $12 50 

442 3/13/2019 Email to OC re dates for requested depos $125 00 0 2 Luz Feliciano-staff $25 00 

443 3/13/2019 Receipt of email from co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq office $550 00 0 1 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

444 3/14/2019 Email from co-counsel Aaron Kling, Esq office $550 00 0 1 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

445 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of OC Expert Rogs $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

446 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of OC Boecher rogs $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

447 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of OC Boecher RFP $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

448 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of depo notice Sonny Gulati for 4/19/2019 $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

449 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of OC SDT to Sonny Gulati $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of George Maria PE depo notice for 
450 3/14/2019 $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

4/30/2019 

451 3/14/2019 Receipt and review of SDT depo for George Maria $500 00 0 1 GS $50 00 

Review of Brizulea depo transcript in preparation for Daubert 
452 3/14/2019 $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

hearing 

453 3/15/2019 Receipt and review NOTD SDT of Reginald Amidee $550 00 0 3 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

454 3/15/2019 Receipt and review of NOTD Reginald Amidee $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

455 3/15/2019 Email re scheduling of depos $125 00 0 1 Luz Feliciano-staff $12 50 

456 3/18/2019 Receipt and review of NOTD SDT Sonny Gulati $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

457 3/18/2019 Receipt and review of amended NOTD SDT Gulatia $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 
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458 3/18/2019 Receipt and review of NOTD SDT Edgard de Olazabal $550 00 0 3 Greg Saldamando, Esq $165 00 

459 3/18/2019 Receipt and review of NOTD Edgard de Olazabal $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

460 3/18/2019 Need to reset Gulati depo due to Good Friday $550 00 0 1 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $55 00 

461 3/18/2019 Email to OC to reset Gulati depo re Good Friday $125 00 0 1 Luz Feliciano-staff $12 50 

462 3/18/2019 Review of mediator list for mediation $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

463 3/18/2019 Email to OC re setting of mediation $550 00 0 3 Alex Lovo-staff $165 00 

Preparation of file in drop box link to send to co counsel Aaron 
464 3/22/2019 $125 00 0 6 Ale $75 00 

Kling, Esq 

465 3/28/2019 File review audit: need to follow up on Edgards' repair estimate $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

466 3/28/2019 Email to Edgard re status of repair estimate $125 00 0 1 Alex Lovo-staff $12 50 

467 3/28/2019 Receipt of OC email with attached report re settlement $550 00 0 7 Greg Saldamando, Esq $385 00 

468 3/29/2019 Receipt and review of NOTD SDT Reginald Amedee $550 00 0 2 Greg Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

469 3/29/2019 Subpoena DT of George Maria $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

470 3/29/2019 Reginald Amidee SDT $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

471 3/29/2019 Georga Maria subpoena by attorney $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

472 3/29/2019 SDT George Maria $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

473 3/29/2019 SDT issued by attorney $550 00 0 2 Gregory Saldamando, Esq $110 00 

474 3/29/2019 Sonny Gulati depo notice $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

475 3/29/2019 Subpoena DT $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Page 22 of 27 



DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

476 3/29/2019 Edgard depo notice $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

Receipt of 3/28 email from oc re settlement and review of 
477 3/29/2019 $550 00 0 6 GS $330 00 

attached 

Receipt and review of email with expert estimate and docs from 
478 4/1/2019 $550 00 0 5 GS $275 00 

Edgard 

479 4/1/2019 Emailed Edgard estimate to Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

480 4/2/2019 Email from oc re settlement $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

481 4/4/2019 Email chain with oc $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

Receipt and review of OC email re settlement of $50,000 with 
482 4/5/2019 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

attached report 

483 4/5/2019 Email from oc re settlement $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

484 4/5/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

485 4/8/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

486 4/10/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

487 4/11/2019 Email from oc re settlement $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

488 4/12/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

Client called in regards to the status of the case I explained client 

489 4/15/2019 that there are many DEPOS being coordinated Client $125 00 0 1 Elianny Beato $12 50 

understood 

490 4/15/2019 File review: need to send OC repair estimate , and email to oc $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

491 4/15/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

492 4/16/2019 Subpoena NTD $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

493 4/16/2019 Subpoena $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 
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494 4/17/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

495 4/18/2019 Call with OC re settlement $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

PER PC WITH CLIENT: EUGENE KOSMINSKI FORMER TENANT 

WHEN SINKHOLE HAPPENED WHO WAS DEPOSED BY CARRIER 
496 4/18/2019 $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

I NEED TO REVIEW HIS TESTIMONY ! OC CLAIMS EUGENE 

HELPING THEIR PRE EXISTING DEFENSE 

497 4/18/2019 File review: need to do NPNP on clients prior claims $550 00 0 3 GS $165 00 

498 4/19/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 2 GS $110 00 

499 4/19/2019 NOF PFS $550 00 0 1 GS $55 00 

500 4/19/2019 Receipt and review of PFS $550 00 0 3 GS $200 00 

501 4/19/2019 Review of PFS Release $550 00 0 5 GS $250 00 

502 4/19/2019 Research into propiety of joint PFS $550 00 0 7 GS $350 00 

503 4/22/2019 Spoke to Aaron Kling, Esq re issues of case $550 00 0 4 GS $220 00 

504 4/24/2019 Drafting of PFS letter to client and sending of same $550 00 0 5 GS $225 00 

505 4/24/2019 Email PFS letter and PFS to client $125 00 0 2 Sam Metus-staff $25 00 

506 4/24/2019 Def's NOF ROS $550 00 0 2 GS $375 00 

507 4/24/2019 Text messages with OC $550 0 20 GS $110 00 

508 4/24/2019 phone call with Doris re settlement authority $550 0 20 GS $110 00 

509 4/24/2019 email from oc re MEXT expert disco $550 0 10 GS $55 00 

Doris called to follow up on previous conversation she had 
510 4/25/2019 $125 0 10 Laura Hernandez 

with Greg 

511 4/26/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 30 GS $165 00 
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512 4/29/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 30 GS $165 00 

513 4/29/2019 Review of subpoena notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

514 4/29/2019 Review of subpoena notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

515 4/29/2019 Review of subpoena notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

516 4/29/2019 Review of subpoena notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

517 4/29/2019 NOA of Aaron Kling, Esq $550 00 0 10 GS $55 00 

Client called following her conversation with Greg to see if 

518 4/29/2019 he received a response from the other attorney Followed $125 00 0 10 Jesica Jaime-staff $12 50 

up with Alejandro and 

519 4/30/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 30 GS $165 00 

SPOKE TO CLIENT: WILL TAKE $65K CLEAN (15% OF THIS 
520 4/30/2019 $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

TO GO TO PA) 

521 5/1/2019 Text messages with OC $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

522 5/1/2019 Subpoena DT amended review $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

523 5/1/2019 Prep and attendance of George Maria PA depo $350 00 2 50 Ramie Altwail, Esq $875 00 

524 5/2/2019 Subpoena review depo notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

EMAILED STAFF REGARDING A UNI SET DEPO THAT WAS 
525 5/3/2019 $125 00 0 10 Alex Lovo-staff $12 50 

NOT COORDINATED WITH OUR OFFICE 

526 5/7/2019 Sonny Gulati depo notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

527 5/7/2019 Sonny Gulati depo notice $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

528 5/8/2019 Email to client confirming prior authority convo $550 00 0 10 GS $55 00 

529 5/8/2019 Receipt and review of NOC of depo $550 00 0 10 GS $55 00 
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530 5/14/2019 Receipt and review of notice of settlement $550 00 0 20 GS $110 00 

TOTALS 216.1 $108,125.00 

COSTS 

Filing Fee Summary 

#D� escriptionAm� ount 

7/7/2014 Fi� ling Fee$� 401 00 

2C� omplaint Complain $� 0 00 

total Filing Fees $�401 00 

Statutory Convenience Fee $�12 03 

Total $�413 03 

E-ISSUANCE SUMMONS 

Filing Fee Summary 

#D� escriptionAm� ount 

Fi� ling Fee$� 0 00 

2Su�mmons (M) 20 Day Corporate Service Summons (Sub) 

To Be Issued By Clerk$�10 00 

Total Filing Fees $�10 00 

Statutory Convenience Fee $�0 30 

Total $�10 30 

DFS: $15 00 

PAID FLORIDA TESTING & ENVIRONMENTAL FOR EXPERT 

INVOICE # 24295 FOR $5508 95 FROM AMEX 5003 

(BUNDLE OF INVOICES TOGETHER) 

TOTAL FTE (GULLATI) INVOICE FOR REPORT $12,690 $5500 

ALREADY PAID 

PENDING FTE (GULLATI) INVOICE FOR AFFIDAVIT $450 

PAID FLORIDA TESTING & ENVIRONMENTAL FOR EXPERT 

INVOICE # 24305 FOR $450 FROM AMEX 5003 (BUNDLE 

OF $20,662 50) 

PAID:PAID: 

VERITEXT: INV 2933974 CR DEPO 4/6/17: $122 50 ON 

AMEX 5003 (BUNDLE OF $3778 77) 

PAID: 

VERITEXT: INV 3011331 CR DEPO 6/21/17: $90 00 ON 

AMEX 5003 (BUNDLE OF $3620 70) 

TOLL: $5 21 FOR MEDIATION 12/11/17 TO BE 

REIMBURSED TO CHRISTOPHER A NARCHET 
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DATE DESCRIPTION RATE PER HOUR HOURS FLAT FEE EMPLOYEE TOTAL 

PAID FLORIDA MEDIATION GROUP: INV 200691 

MEDIATION 12/11/2017:EDUARDO ALVAREZ: $438 75 ON 

AMEX 5003 

Paid expert DDA Repair Estimate Inv 1299 $2,000 Amex 

9005 
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BEFORE FLORIDA BAR GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 11 C 

COMPLAINT OF EDUARDO ALVAREZ & 
DORIS HERRERA 

FLORIDA BAR FILE NUMBER: 
2019-70,685(1 lC) 

vs. 

GREGORY SALDAMANDO, 

RESPONDENT 
I --------------

Investigating Member's Report 

This case was assigned to me as the Investigating member of Florida Bar Grievance 
Committee 11 C. The investigation was initiated as result of a complaint submitted to the Bar by 
Eduardo Alvarez and Doris Herrera (husband-and-wife) against their attorney Gregory 
Saldamando. 

Mr. Saldamando is an associate of the Strems Law Firm located Coral Gables. The Firm 
has twenty lawyers, with five offices throughout Florida. The Firm advertises as handling 
property insurance claims, personal injury, and worker's compensation cases. Mr. Alvarez and 
Ms. Herrera retained the Strems Law Firm on March 20, 2014 to represent them in their claim 
against American Integrity Insurance Company due to property damages to their home in 
Broward County resulting from a sinkhole. 

I interviewed the Complainants by phone on February 10, 2020. Mr. Alvarez is a customs 
officer employed by D.H.S., and Ms. Herrera is a licensed real estate saleswoman. Both have 
college degrees, and impressed me as pleasant, articulate, and credible. They said they have never 
previously filed a complaint against any other professional. They told me they suffered 
substantial property damages to their home from a sinkhole of approximately $180,000. The 
Strems Law Firm used GM & Associates Group to provide an estimate of the damages. The 
estimate showed damages, less the deductible, of $145,874. There may also be additional 
estimates. 
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Gregory Saldamando was the attorney at the Strems Law Firm primarily responsible for 
representing these clients during the course of the litigation. I interviewed him about this 
complaint at his office on February 27, 2020. He was accompanied by his attorney, Mark 
Kamilar. Mr. Saldamando was fully cooperative with my interview and answered all my 
questions. Mr. Saldamando was admitted to the Florida bar in 2007. He began his career as an 
assistant state attorney, and then moved to another firm handling first party property insurance 
claims prior to joining the Strems Law Firm in 2013. He is an associate receiving a salary plus 
an annual bonus, and says he is not directly compensated based upon the recovery in any 
particular case. Mr. Saldamando states that almost 100% of his practice at the Strems Law Firm 
is representing insureds in cases against their property insurance companies. 

Pursuant to Florida Statutes Section 627.428, an insured is entitled to an award of 
attorneys' fees when an insured is found to be entitled to coverage under an insurance policy. 
The applicability of this statute is an important factor in all litigation by insureds against insurance 
companies. This attorneys' fee statute is well-known to plaintiffs' attorneys bringing these cases, 
as well as the defense attorneys and insurance companies defending the cases. The specific 
provisions of this statute will be discussed later. 

The case of Mr. Alvarez and Ms. Herrera against their insurance company was pending 
for over four years in Broward County. During the case, the defense attorney presented an 
expert's report that said the damages to the home were not caused by a sinkhole and were not 
compensable. Nevertheless, in the weeks preceding the scheduled trial, the defense attorney 
expressed an interest in settling the case. On April 5, 2019, it is documented the insurance 
company's attorney offered $50,000 as a "global settlement" to settle for one lump sum all the 
Plaintiffs' claims for property damage, including the settlement of the Plaintiffs' claims for 
attorneys' fees and litigation expenses against the insurance company. This settlement offer was 
communicated to the Clients. 

Subsequently, another offer for a "global settlement" of all claims including claims for 
attorneys' fees was obtained for $100,000. This settlement proposal was communicated to the 
clients on April 30, 2019. According to the plaintiffs' written complaint, "after some back-and
forth in that conversation, Doris[Herrera] explained to her attorney that the necessary repairs to 
her home were projected to be over $90,000, but based on Mr. Saldamando's feedback regarding 
his necessary fees, plus the possibility of losing the case if it went to trial, Doris agreed to accept 
$65,000 out of the $100,000 [offered]." During my telephone interview, Ms. Herrera told me 
that that when Mr. Saldamando had advised her there was a $100,000 total offer, she initially told 
him the minimum the plaintiffs needed to settle was $80,000. Nevertheless, she said she later 
agreed during the same phone call that she and her husband would accept $65,000 net, after the 
payment of attorneys' fees and costs, if$100,000 was the maximum the insurance company was 
willing to pay as a total settlement. 

During my interview with Mr. Saldamando he acknowledged that the Plaintiffs' initial 
settlement authority was more than $65,000. However, he explained that the plaintiffs eventually 
agreed to accept $65,000 after he consulted with Ms. Herrera and told her the risks of going 
forward with a trial. There is no dispute that the $100,000 global offer for settlement was 
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communicated to the clients, and Ms. Herrera on behalf of herself and her husband gave him the 
authority to settle as long as the Plaintiffs received $65,000 of that settlement, after the payment 
of attorneys' fees and costs. According to Mr. Saldamando, Ms. Herrera clearly enunciated that 
she and her husband authorized the settlement of $65,000 "net" or "clean" to the Plaintiffs. He 
says his clients did not limit that authority by saying that it was conditioned on the insurance 
company paying only $100,000 as a total settlement or limiting the amount the Strems Firm could 
recover in attorneys' fees. He said he told Ms. Herrera that the Firm's attorneys' fees were in 
excess of $100,000, and his Firm would be taking too much of a discount on its fees if the 
settlement was for a total amount of$100,000 with the Plaintiffs receiving $65,000, and the Firm 
receiving $35,000. 

Mr. Saldamando's recollection of the settlement authority he was given is in direct 
conflict with the statements made by the Complainants in their written complaint to the Bar, and 
in their telephone interview with me. In their Complaint and during the interview, they 
emphatically state they agreed to lower their settlement authority to $65,000, based only upon 
the assumption $100,000 was the total amount of the money to be paid by the insurance company. 

In any event, seven days after the $100,000 settlement was offered, the insurance 
company increased its global settlement offer to $157,500 during subsequent negotiations 
between Mr. Saldamando and the defense attorney. This was confirmed in an email from the 
defense attorney on May 7, 2019 which stated as follows: 

Greg, 

Please allow this correspondence to confirm our agreement to resolve this 
matter globally for the sum of$157,500 payable at your clients' direction, 
contingent on the execution of a full release and indemnity agreement with 
confidentiality, and dismissal of the subject suit with prejudice. 

There is no dispute that Mr. Alvarez and Ms. Herrera were not informed of this $157,500 
settlement offer before it was accepted by Mr. Saldamando. Instead, Mr. Saldamando sent an 
email to Ms. Herrera on May 8, the day after he agreed to this lump sum global settlement stating: 

You and Eduardo agreed to accept $65,000 for you two, of which your PA 
[public adjuster] will take whatever percentage you agree to. Please confirm. 
Thank you. 

Although this email was sent the day after Mr. Saldamando had accepted a $157,500 
global settlement offer "to be disbursed pursuant to his clients' directions," this settlement 
amount was not mentioned by Mr. Saldamando in his email to the clients. Ms. Herrera never 
responded to the email. 

Mr. Alvarez and Ms. Herrera say they heard nothing further from their attorney regarding the 
$100,000 settlement offer he communicated to them on April 30th, until they saw their case had 
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been settled by looking at the Court's public docket. The Court's docket shows a Notice of 
Settlement had been filed by the defense attorney on May 14, 2019. After seeing the Notice of 
Settlement in the Court's docket, the Complainants went to the Strems Law Firm the next day 
seeking answers about the settlement. According to the Complainants, they asked to see Mr. 
Saldamando, but he was unavailable. Instead, they spoke with a legal assistant whom informed 
them the assistant could not provide them with the total amount of the settlement because only 
Mr. Saldamando had that information. However, the assistant confirmed they would receive 
$65,000 from the settlement. The Complainants continued to insist they speak with Mr. 
Saldamando regarding the settlement but were unsuccessful getting him on the phone for five 
days. At that time, May 20th, they first learned their case of been settled for $157,500. This was 
thirteen days after Mr. Saldamando had entered into the settlement with the insurance company. 

During my interview with Mr. Saldamando, it was his position that he could globally settle 
the indemnity claim for property damages and the attorneys' fee claim for any amount as long as 
he arranged to provide the Clients with the amount that they had authorized him to obtain for 
them-- $65,000. He conceded that if instead of negotiating a total recovery of $157,500, he had 
obtained a recovery of $165,000, he would have taken one hundred percent of the excess as an 
additional attorneys' fee. I asked what would have happened if the offer was $250,000 instead 
of $157,500. He said that since that amount would have been in in excess of his firm's and his 
co-counsel claimed attorneys' fees, he would assume his firm would give more money to the 
clients than the $65,000, but was not sure since a situation like that had never occurred before. 

The documentary evidence and my interviews show the settlement was negotiated as a 
"global settlement" of all claims. There is no indication that Mr. Saldamando, during the 
negotiations, first attempted to maximize his clients' recovery for the damage to their home, and 
then after that amount was agreed to, negotiated payment for the amount of attorneys' fees and 
costs. 

When the insurance company agreed to settle the case for the sum of $157,500, the 
insurance company stipulated the payment of the proceeds was to be "payable at the clients' 
direction, contingent on the execution of a full release ... " Mr. Saldamando and his law firm's 
interpretation of the settlement terms was that the Firm's obligation was to pay the Clients their 
bottom-line settlement authority of$65,000, and could take the balance of the total settlement as 
attorneys' fees and costs. Consequently, from the $157,500 negotiated final settlement, the clients 
were to get $65,000 (minus the fee to go to their Public Adjuster), and the attorneys were to get 
the balance totaling $92,500. 

Mr. Saldamando's attorney, Mark Kamilar, said during his client's interview that the 
standard operating procedure at the Strems Law Firm's for these types of cases is to determine 
what the client would authorize as the amount they would be satisfied to obtain in their pocket as 
a "clean" or net settlement. The Firm then negotiates a global settlement of all claims in the 
litigation sufficient for the Firm to obtain from the insurance company payment for its attorneys' 
fees and costs satisfactory to the Firm, while letting the clients receive their authorized settlement 
amount. 
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The Plaintiffs' objected to the settlement when they learned the settlement terms. They 
said they had never been advised before the settlement was consummated that the insurance 
company had offered to settle for any more than $100,000. They also said they had not agreed to 
a settlement where they would receive $65,000 and their attorneys would receive $92,500. 

The Clients later met in person with Mr. Saldamando on May 29th. They objected to their 
lawyer's allocation of the total settlement proceeds between the amount to be received by the 
Clients in settlement for the damages to their home, and the fees and costs to be taken from the 
settlement proceeds by their attorneys. However, after hearing the Clients concerns, Mr. 
Saldamando refused to provide the Clients with any more than $65,000 out of the total settlement. 
The Complainants' specifically stated in their Bar complaint, "We had no issue with a total 
settlement amount but only with the disbursement splits Mr. Saldamando had devised." The 
complainants also allege they requested to see an itemization of the Law Firm's billings, but a 
billing itemization was never provided to them. 

A letter to Mr. Saldamando from the insurance company's lawyer on June 11, 2019 
reiterated the terms of the settlement. The letter stated Mr. Saldamando's, clients Eduardo 
Alvarez and Doris Herrera, reached an agreement on May 7th to resolve the matter globally, 
inclusive of all indemnity claims and claims for fees and costs, to be payable at Mr. Saldamando' s 
clients' direction. The June 11th letter from the insurance company's attorney also shows the 
defense attorney had requested on nine occasions for Mr. Saldamando to provide a breakdown of 
the settlement proceeds between the amount due the plaintiffs for their damages and the amount 
due to the attorneys for their fees and costs, but these instructions were never forthcoming. 
Consequently, the defense firm stated, in light of the Plaintiffs' firm's failure to provide payment 
instructions, it would send one check for the total amount payable to both the Plaintiffs and their 
attorneys. This letter is additional substantiation there was not a separate negotiation of the 
indemnity portion of the claim, with a subsequent negotiation and agreement as to the amount of 
attorneys' fees and costs to be paid by the insurance company. 

Due to these disagreements, the Plaintiffs have steadfastly refused to authorize the Strems 
Firm's division of the total recovery as insisted upon by the Firm. Subsequently, Mr. Alvarez 
and Ms. Herrera submitted this written complaint to the Florida Bar on June 3, 2019. The Strems 
Firm then filed a Motion to Withdraw as counsel for the Plaintiffs; however, the Court delayed 
granting this motion until December 12, 2019. In the interim the attorney for the Defendant 
insurance company filed a motion to enforce the $157,500 global settlement. This motion was 
resolved by Court orders which ultimately resulted in an Order rendered on December 12, 2019 
providing that $80,000 in disputed fees claimed by the Strems Law Firm would be paid into the 
Registry of the Broward County Circuit Court. The Court also provided that it be advised of the 
further status of the case, if necessary, once the parties have determined whether they will agree 
to seek resolution of the fee dispute with the Florida Bar Fee Arbitration Program. 

Mr. Kamilar said he wants the Florida Bar and Grievance Committee to know Mr. 
Saldamando and the Strems Firm are willing to take remedial measures suggested by the Bar. 
Mr. Kamilar says he understands under some scenarios (but not this one), the Firm could be 
involved in a conflict of interest situation. He said they would appreciate receiving guidance from 
the Bar for such situations and would ensure remedial measures were taken. 
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Legal Analysis and Disciplinary Rules 

The A:ru>licable Attorneys' Fee Statute 

A review of the disciplinary issues implicated by this Bar complaint starts with a review of 
the applicable attorneys' fees statute and its application to the ethical legal issues germane to this 
Complaint. As mentioned, Florida law provides an insured is entitled to an award of attorneys' 
fees when prevailing in litigation against their insurance company. This right is based upon the 
provisions of Section 627.428, Florida Statutes, which state as follows: 

( 1) Upon the rendition of a judgment or decree by any of the courts of this state against 
an insurer and in favor of any named or omnibus insured or the named beneficiary under 
a policy or contract executed by the insurer, the trial court or, in the event of an appeal 
in which the insured or beneficiary prevails, the appellate court shall adjudge or decree 
against the insurer and in favor of the insured or beneficiary a reasonable sum as fees or 
compensation for the insured's or beneficiary's attorney prosecuting the suit in which 
the recovery is had. 

(2) 

(3) When so awarded, compensation or fees of the attorney shall be included in the 
judgment or decree rendered in the case. [emphasis supplied] 

The specific terms of the statute raise two relevant legal issues. Whether the claim for 
attorneys' fees can be settled by negotiations between the parties, and whether the claim for 
attorneys' fees belongs to the client or to the attorney. Another important issue is whether an 
attorney is subject to a conflict of interest when negotiating a "global settlement" maximizing 
attorneys' fees to the attorney in the absence of evidence the attorney attempted to maximize the 
recovery to the client, and when done without the informed consent of the client. 

The provisions of the statute provide for an award of attorneys' fees "upon the rendition of a 
judgment or decree by any of the courts of this state." Here there was a global total settlement by 
the insurance company of the Clients' claim for property damages including any claims for 
attorneys' fees. The case did not proceed to an attorneys' fees hearing where the amount of the 
fees would have been adjudicated by a Court. In this regard, the settlement of claims for 
attorneys' fees and costs, in addition to the settlement of the indemnity portion of claims, occur 
frequently in conjunction with the litigation of first party lawsuits against insurance companies. 

This issue was addressed by the Florida Supreme Court in Wollard v. Lloyd's and Companies 
of Lloyd's, 439 So. 2d 217, 218 (Fla. 1983). The Court recognized that settlements are encouraged 
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and said requiring a court adjudication of all attorneys' fees claims under Section 627.428, 
Florida Statues, would put an unnecessary burden on the judicial system. The Court held that: 

When the insurance company has agreed to settle a disputed case, it has, in 
effect, declined to defend its position in the pending suit. Thus, the payment 
of the claim is, indeed, the functional equivalent of a confession of judgment 
or verdict in favor of the insured. 

439 So. 2d at 218; see also, Fitzgerald & Company, Inc. v. Roberts Electrical Contractors, Inc., 
533 So.2d 789 (Fla. 1st DCA 1988). 

Notably, the case law interpreting the provisions of Section 627.428, Florida Statutes, 
hold that claims for attorney fees from an insured's insurance company belong to the insured, 
and not their attorney. This was unambiguously explained in Forthuber v. First Liberty Insurance 
Corporation, 229 So. 3d 896 (Fla. 5th DCA 2018): 

We begin our analysis with a discussion of the applicable statute. Section 
627.428 provides that a trial court "shall adjudge or decree against the insurer 
and in favor of the insured [who prevails] ... a reasonable sum as fees or 
compensation for the insured's ... attorney." § 627.428, Fla. Stat. (2010) 
( emphasis added). "[T]he statute is a one-way street offering the potential for 
attorneys' fees only to the insured." Danis Indus. Corp. v. Ground 
Improvement Techniques, Inc. 645 So. 2d 420, 421 (Fla. 1994). As the plain 
language of section 627.428 clearly establishes, the fees owed under the statute 
belong to ''the insured not the insured's attorney." Fortune Ins. Co. v. Gollie, 
576 So. 2d 796, 797 (Fla. 5th DCA 1991). [emphasis in the original]1 

Mr. Saldamando's attorney cites to the case of Patterson v. Goldstein, 980 So.2d 1234 
(Fla. 4th DCA) and Rule 4-5.4 (a) of the Rules of Professional Responsibility contending the 
Complainants in this case are impermissibly seeking to share in the attorneys' fee claimed by the 
Strems Law Firm. The Patterson case involved a paralegal seeking to recover a bonus of 10% 
promised to her by an attorney for whom she worked. The bonus implicated the provisions Rule 
4-5.4 (a) which prohibit an attorney from sharing an attorneys' fee with a non-lawyer. That case 
and Rule 4-5.4 is not applicable to this situation; in part, because, the express statutory terms of 
Section 627.428, and case law interpreting the statute, show the right to these statutory attorneys' 
fee belongs to the Client not to the attorney. While the Clients may have a contractual obligation 
to pay the Strems's Law Firm for attorneys' fees, the law is clear that the statutory attorneys' fees 
emanate from the Clients' right to an award of fees, which can be paid to their lawyer pursuant 

1 The United States Supreme Court in Evans v. Jeff D. 475 U.S. 717, 106 S. Ct. 1531 (1986) recognized that 
according to the majority of the federal courts of appeals, the statutory right of a prevailing Plaintiff to obtain and 
settle attorneys' fees belongs to the client, and not the attorney, pursuant to The Civil Rights Attorneys Fees 
Awards Act, 42 U.S.C. 1988,. 475 U.S. at fit 19. These federal cases are consistent with the cited Florida court 
authorities determining the statutory right to fees pursuant to Fla. Stat. 627.428, belongs to the client, and not the 
attorney. 
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to contract. See, Forthuber v. First Liberty Insurance Corporation, 229 So. 3d 896 (Fla 5th DCA 
2018). 

Aimlicable Disciplinary Rules 

With this statute in mind, here is an analysis of the Rules of Professional Conduct which 
appear applicable to this Complaint. These rules are as follows: 

RULE 4-1.2 OBJECTIVES AND SCOPE OF REPRESENTATION 

(a) Lawyer to Abide by Client's Decisions. Subject to subdivisions (c) and (d), a lawyer 
must abide by a client's decisions concerning the objectives of representation, and, as required 
by rule 4-1 .4, must reasonably consult with the client as to the means by which they are to be 
pursued. A lawyer may take action on behalf of the client that is impliedly authorized to carry 
out the representation. A lawyer must abide by a client's decision whether to settle a matter. 

RULE 4-1.4 COMMUNICATION 

(a) Informing Client of Status of Representation. A lawyer shall: 

(1) promptly inform the client of any decision or circumstance with respect to which 
the client's informed consent, as defined in terminology, is required by these rules; 

(2) reasonably consult with the client about the means by which the client's objectives 
are to be accomplished; 

(3) keep the client reasonably informed about the status of the matter; 

(4) promptly comply with reasonable requests for information; ... 

(b) Duty to Explain Matters to Client. A lawyer shall explain a matter to the extent 
reasonably necessary to permit the client to make informed decisions regarding the 
representation. 

Mr. Saldamando accepted a global total settlement in the sum of $157,500 of his clients' case 
without first communicating to his clients that he had obtained this offer. Prior to accepting the 
offer, he also did not communicate with his clients that his firm planned to take $92,500 of the 
settlement for their attorneys' fees and costs leaving the clients with $65,000. Mr. Saldamando 
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contends there was nothing wrong with this because the Clients had given him the authority to 
receive $65,000 into their pocket for a settlement and had expressed their agreement with 
receiving that amount. To the contrary, Ms. Herrera says she told Mr. Saldamando, during a 
telephone conversation, that she and her husband would be willing to take as little as $65,000 for 
a net settlement based solely upon an earlier total settlement offer of $100,000 that had been 
communicated to them. The Complainants' emphatically state that they would not have agreed 
to take only $65,000 as their share of the settlement if the total settlement amount of $157,500 
had been communicated to them. No matter whose memory of that conversation is more accurate, 
it is undisputed that Mr. Saldamando did not inform his clients prior to the settlement that he was 
accepting a $157, 500 settlement offer with his firm and co-counsel receiving $92,500 of the 
settlement proceeds. 

After the settlement was entered into with the defense attorney, Mr. Saldamando delayed 
for a period of thirteen days before informing his clients of the amount of the settlement. He sent 
his clients an email the day after the settlement confirming they had granted him authority to 
settle their case with a net to them of $65,000, but inexplicitly omitted to inform them he had 
received, and accepted, an offer the previous day for the total sum of $157,500. This failure of 
communication was compounded when the Clients made numerous attempts to contact Mr. 
Saldamando, including going to his office, but were not informed by their attorney of the 
settlement amount until thirteen days after he had entered into the settlement with the defense 
attorney. 

Additionally, as explained earlier, the attorneys' fees statute provides an insured's claim for 
attorneys' fees belongs to the clients, and yet Mr. Saldamando and his Firm unilaterally decided 
to settle the attorneys' fee claim as part of global settlement without communicating with, or 
obtaining the consent of, the clients as to the amount. While the clients may have had a contractual 
obligation to pay their attorney for attorneys' fees recovered from their insurance company, the 
clients' legal obligation to pay fees should have had no bearing on the methodology applied here 
in which Mr. Saldamando settled his clients attorneys' fees claim without communicating or 
consulting with his clients. See, Forthuber v. First Liberty Insurance Corporation, 229 So. 3d 
896 (Fla 5th DCA 2018) 

RULE 4-1.5 FEES AND COSTS FOR LEGAL SERVICES 

(a) Illegal, Prohibited, or Clearly Excessive Fees and Costs. A lawyer must not enter into 
an agreement for, charge, or collect an illegal, prohibited, or clearly excessive fee or cost, or a 
fee generated by employment that was obtained through advertising or solicitation not in 
compliance with the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar. A fee or cost is clearly excessive 
when: 

( 1) after a review of the facts, a lawyer of ordinary prudence would be left 
with a definite and firm conviction that the fee or the cost exceeds a 
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reasonable fee or cost for services provided to such a degree as to constitute 
clear overreaching or an unconscionable demand by the attorney 

(b) Enforceability of Fee Contracts. Contracts or agreements for attorney's fees between 
attorney and client will ordinarily be enforceable according to the terms of such contracts or 
agreements, unless found to be illegal, obtained through advertising or solicitation not in 
compliance with the Rules Regulating The Florida Bar, prohibited by this rule, or clearly 
excessive as defined by this mle. [emphasis supplied] 

(t) Contingent Fees. As to contingent fees: 

( 1) A fee may be contingent on the outcome of the matter for which the service 
is rendered, except in a matter in which a contingent fee is prohibited by 
subdivision (f)(3) or by law. A contingent fee agreement must be in writing 
and must state the method by which the fee is to be determined, including 
the percentage or percentages that will accrue to the lawyer in the event 
of settlement, trial, or appeal; litigation and other expenses to be deducted 
from the recovery; and whether those expenses are to be deducted before or 
after the contingent fee is calculated. On conclusion of a contingent fee matter, 
the lawyer must provide the client with a written statement stating the outcome 
of the matter and, if there is a recovery, showing the remittance to the client 
and the method of its determination. [emphasis supplied] 

(4) A lawyer who enters into an arrangement for, charges, or collects 
any fee in an action or claim for personal injury or for property damages or 
for death or loss of services resulting from personal injuries based on tortious 
conduct of another, including products liability claims, in which the 
compensation is to be dependent or contingent in whole or in part on the 
successful prosecution or settlement must do so only under the following 
requirements: [emphasis supplied] 

(B) The contract for representation of a client in a matter set forth in 
subdivision (f)(4) may provide for a contingent fee arrangement as agreed on 
by the client and the lawyer, except as limited by the following provisions: 
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(i) Without prior court approval as specified below, any contingent 
fee that exceeds the following standards are presumed, unless rebutted, to 
be clearly excessive: [emphasis supplied] 

b. After the filing of an answer or the demand for appointment 
of arbitrators or, if no answer is filed or no demand for appointment of 
arbitrators is made, the expiration of the time period provided for such 
action, through the entry of judgment: 

1. 40% of any recovery up to $1 million 

The issues to be considered in conjunction with this Rule are whether charging the Clients 
$92,500, under the circumstances of this case, was a "prohibited" or "clearly excessive fee." 
Attorney's fees charged for legal services which involve a violation of the Rules of Professional 
Responsibility are "prohibited fees." See, e.g., The Florida Bar v. Adorno, 60 So. 3d 1016 (Fla. 
2011). Consequently, charging for legal services after entering into a settlement of the insureds' 
statutory claims for attorneys' fees without the authority or knowledge of the insureds would 
appear to be a "prohibited fee" if in violation of Disciplinary Rules 4-1.2 or 4-1.4. Likewise, 
attorneys' fee would appear to be prohibited if the fee was charged in conjunction with a violation 
of the Disciplinary Rules 4-1. 7 and 4-1.8 prohibiting a conflict of interest, or in violation of other 
Disciplinary Rules. 

In conjunction with this investigation, the Florida Bar requested a copy of all billing 
information concerning this case. The Strems Law Firm provided to the Bar a written itemization 
of its fees in the amount of $108,125. This itemization was in the form of an invoice billed to the 
defense lawyer, Benjamin Keener. However, during my interview with Mr. Saldamando, he 
acknowledged this itemization was never provided to the defense lawyer to substantiate the 
Strems' Firm's claimed fees and costs in conjunction with the negotiated settlement of the 
attorneys' fees in this case. The Complainants' complaint shows, and they said during their 
interview, that they repeatedly requested to be provided with an itemization of the attorneys' fees 
claimed by the Law Firm, but no itemization of fees was ever provided to the Clients. 

The Firm's itemization of attorneys' fees provided to the Bar shows Mr. Saldamando's firm 
calculated his legal services at the rate of $550 per hour. This is an hourly amount that had never 
been discussed, or agreed to, with the Clients. Mr. Saldamando said during his interview that no 
privately retained client had ever agreed to pay him $550 per hour for his work. I asked Mr. 
Saldamando if any court had ever determined he was entitled to $550 per hour. He said that on 
the couple of occasions when a court had considered the reasonable value of his services, he was 
awarded $400-$425 per hour. 

The pertinent language of the Strems Law Firm contingency fee contract with the 
Complainants is as follows: 
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a. Litigation/Breach of Contract Actions: Client hereby authorizes this Firm 
to file suit against Client's insurance carrier should said carrier deny, reject, 
or under-pay Client's claim. If the payment of reasonable attorneys' fees, 
to be paid by the Insurance Company is required to be determined by the 
Court or if settlement is achieved via negotiation with the Insurance 
Company, Attorney shall be entitled to receive all of such attorneys' 
fees, including any and all contingency risk factor multipliers awarded by 
the Court, or, if a settlement includes an amount for Attorneys' fees, 
Attorney shall be required to receive all of its expended and/or 
negotiated fees; further pursuant to 627.428, Florida Statutes, the 
Insurance Company is solely responsible to pay for the Client's attorneys' 
fees when and if, the Client prevails against the Insurance Company. NO 
RECOVERY, NO FEE. {emphasis supplied} 

This investigation has concluded Mr. Saldamando and his firm did not engage in a separate 
negotiation concerning the amount of the claimed attorneys' fees. For example, no substantiation 
of hours or the amount of the claimed fees was provided to the defense attorney in conjunction 
with a "negotiation" of fees. Instead, the documents provided to the Bar, and the interview of Mr. 
Saldamando, establish the insurance company initially offered a "global" settlement for all claims 
of $100,000, which was rejected. Several days later the insurance company offered an increased 
"global" aggregate settlement of$157,500 which was accepted. The "global settlement" included 
the indemnity payment to Clients for their property damages, attorneys' fees, and costs. There is 
no indication the Strems Law Firm "negotiated" the amount of its fees with the defense lawyer. 
Instead, it charged the Clients by deducting the sum of$92,500 as attorneys' fees and costs from 
the total settlement without "negotiating" the fees with the insurance company's attorney, or 
anyone else. As previously mentioned, Mr. Saldamando and the Strems Law Firm did not inform 
the Clients as to the amount of the fees before accepting the settlement, or how they had calculated 
their fees. 

Disciplinary Rule 4-1.5 (t), provides that contingency fee contracts must state ''the percentage 
or percentages that will accrue to the lawyer in the event of settlement." This statement of 
percentages is not included in this Strems Law Firm contract. 

The provisions of Disciplinary Rule 4-1.5 (4) (B) provide that that a contingency fee of 
greater than 40% is "presumed, unless rebutted, to be clearly excessive." This Rule provides for 
exceptions when a higher percentage is allowed by a Court. Also, circumstances occur through 
settlement negotiations, during which plaintiffs' attorneys are able to negotiate fees greater than 
40% of the recovery. Presumably a fee of greater than 40% of the recovery may be shown to be 
appropriate under this Rule in some first party insurance cases when obtained through appropriate 
arm's length negotiations regarding the fee with opposing counsel, and with full disclosure and 
informed consent of the clients. This may occur in some cases when considering the amount in 
dispute, in conjunction with the reasonable number of hours expended, the reasonable hourly 
rate, and an appropriate lodestar factor. When fees are established and settled in this manner, it 
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seems apparent an insurance company would need to be convinced that the amount it pays for 
attorneys' fees would be less, or equal, to the amount expected to be awarded as a reasonable 
sum for fees by the Court at a contested attorneys' fee hearing. However, these factors are not 
present in this case. 

In his written response to the Bar, Mr. Saldamando's attorney states that "at its heart, this is 
a dispute regarding fees and costs which is not the proper subject of a Bar Complaint." Mr. 
Kamilar is correct that the Bar grievance process does not involve itself with matters involving 
only a fee dispute, where there is not a prohibited, excessive, or illegal fee. In such cases, Rule 
4-1.5 (B) provides fee contracts will ordinarily be enforced by their terms. However, the Rules 
of Professional Responsibility are applicable when a matter involving disputed fees implicate 
violations of the Rules of Professional Responsibility. Also, The Florida Bar's Grievance 
Mediation and Fee Arbitration provisions recognize those arbitration procedures do not apply·to 
matters to be resolved within the disciplinary process. Rule 14-1.2 of the Rules Regulating the 
Florida Bar 

Based upon the foregoing, the Grievance Committee must decide, under the circumstances 
ofthis case, whether the charging of $92,500 for fees and costs out of $157,500 total recovery 
was a prohibited fee, or an excessive fee constituting clear overreaching or an unconscionable 
demand by an attorney. 

RULE 4-1.7 CONFLICT OF INTEREST; CURRENT CLIENTS 

(a)Representing Adverse Interests. Except as provided in subdivision (b), a lawyer must 
not represent a client if: 

(1) ......... , or 

(2) there is a substantial risk that the representation of 1 or more clients will be 
materially limited by the lawyer's responsibilities to another client, a former client or a 
third person or by a personal interest of the lawyer. [emphasis supplied] 

RULE 4-1.8 CONFLICT OF INTEREST; PROHIBITED AND OTHER 
TRANSACTIONS 
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(a) Business Transactions With or Acquiring Interest Adverse to Client. A lawyer is 
prohibited from entering into a business transaction with a client or knowingly acquiring 
an ownership, possessory, security, or other pecuniary interest adverse to a client, except 
a lien granted by law to secure a lawyer's fee or expenses, unless: 

(1) the transaction and terms on which the lawyer acquires the interest are fair and 
reasonable to the client and are fully disclosed and transmitted in writing to the 
client in a manner that can be reasonably understood by the client; 

(2) the client is advised in writing of the desirability of seeking and is given a 
reasonable opportunity to seek the advice of independent legal counsel on the 
transaction; and 

(3) the client gives informed consent, in a writing signed by the client, to the essential 
terms of the transaction and the lawyer's role in the transaction, including whether 
the lawyer is representing the client in the transaction. 

(t) Compensation by Third Party. A lawyer is prohibited from accepting compensation 
for representing a client from one other than the client unless: 

(I) the client gives informed consent; 

(2) there is no interference with the lawyer's independence of professional judgment 
or with the client-lawyer relationship; ... [emphasis supplied] 

This investigation shows that after Mr. Saldamando received settlement authority from his 
clients, he negotiated to receive a "global settlement" of all claims for damages and attorneys' 
from the insurance company. From this global settlement, Mr. Saldamando and his Firm 
unilaterally determined how much the Clients would receive and how much the Law Firm would 
receive by planning to distribute to the Clients the minimum the Clients had decided they needed 
as their "bottom line" settlement authority before knowing the insurance company had made a 
total offer of $157,500. There was one sum of money to divide up, and without consulting with 
the Clients or getting the Clients' informed consent, Mr. Saldamando and his Firm decided how 
to divide up the pie. It is hard to imagine how this was not a classic conflict of interest. 

The Clients total alleged damages appear to have been at least $145,000. According to the 
Complainants', Mr. Saldamando advised them to lower the settlement demand for their property 
damage claim to get the case settled, and the Clients ultimately agreed they would be willing to 
settle for $65,000 "clean" into their pockets. Mr. Saldamando did not dispute this during his 
interview. After obtaining $65,000 in settlement authority, Mr. Saldamando negotiated with the 
insurance company and entered into a global lump sum settlement of all claims with the plan to 
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give the client $65,000 from the total settlement and the Law Finn would take the rest of the 
settlement money for itself. 

Attorneys have a professional obligation to maximize their clients' recovery. In this instance, 
the Firm negotiated to obtain the largest lump sum settlement the Finn could obtain from the 
insurance company. However, it appears Mr. Saldamando negotiated this settlement to permit 
the Clients to get only their "bottom line" settlement authority, while unilaterally allocating the 
rest of the money for the Law Finn as fees and costs. There is no indication the Firm took steps 
to maximize the Clients' recovery by attempting to negotiate a settlement that would exceed their 
Clients' "bottom line" settlement authority. 

Mr. Saldamando and his lawyer contend the total amount of attorneys' fees and costs for four 
years of litigation far exceed the $92,500 that his Firm and co-counsel were to receive from the 
recovery. Even with this being true, the Firm negotiated their Clients' attorneys' fee claim, and 
did so without the informed consent of its Clients, to obtain as much as they could for attorneys' 
fees while their Clients had compromised their full claim by more than 50%. Moreover, for this 
conflict of interest analysis, the more the Finn took for attorneys' fees from the lump sum 
settlement, the less that remained for the Clients. 

As described earlier, the insurance company settled this case with the express written 
understanding of"the agreement to resolve this matter globally for the sum of$157,500 payable 
at your clients' direction, contingent on the execution of a full release" [ emphasis supplied]. 
However, instead of the client "directing', or even being informed before the settlement, of how 
the settlement funds were to be allocated, the Finn itself decided upon this allocation. Also, 
demonstrating a conflict of interest between the Firm and the Clients. 

The official comments to Rule 4-1. 7 regarding conflicts of interest provide that: 

Loyalty and independent judgment are essential elements in the lawyer's 
relationship to a client. Conflicts of interest can arise from the lawyer's 
responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third person, or from the 
lawyer's own interest. [emphasis supplied] 

The comments to this Rule also state that when a lawyer is paid from a source other than from 
the client, this is permitted only with the informed consent of the client, and if "the arrangement 
does not compromise the lawyer's duty of loyalty to the client." Additionally, the comments to 
Rule 4-1.8 state that under rule 4-l.7(a), "a conflict of interest exists if there is a significant risk 
that the lawyer's representation of the client will be materially limited by the lawyer' own interest 
in the fee arrangement." 

This situation is analogous to the scenario in The Florida Bar v Kane, 202 So.3d 11 
(2016). In that case the Florida Supreme Court found discipline was warranted for a conflict of 
interest against several attorneys in conjunction with the settlement of multi-party litigation 
involving PIP and bad faith claims against an insurance company. The insurer paid a lump sum 
global settlement to release all of their clients existing and potential claims, including attorneys' 
fees and costs. In finding a conflict of interest warranting discipline, the Court stated: 
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Thus, it was left entirely to the PIP lawyers to determine how much each client 
would receive and how much will be taken as attorneys' fees. This arrangement 
created significant conflicts between the PIP lawyers' interest and those of their 
clients ... The settlement pitted the lawyers' interest against the interests of their 
own clients. The less the clients received, the more the PIP attorneys received. 

RULE 4-1.1 COMPETENCE 

A lawyer must provide competent representation to a client. Competent 
representation requires the legal knowledge, skill, thoroughness, and 
preparation reasonably necessary for the representation. 

Issues implicating this Rule include the method by which Mr. Saldamando settled Mr. 
Alvarez' and Ms. Herrera's claim for attorneys' fees pursuant to Section 627.428; the failure to 
get his Client's informed consent to the settlement; and the manner in which Mr. Saldamando's 
communicated the settlement to his Clients. 

It is for the Grievance Committee to determine whether there is probable cause to believe 
Mr. Saldamando violated Rule 4-1.1, regarding competence, in conjunction with the manner in 
which he represented the Complainants. 

RULE 4-8.4 MISCONDUCT 

A lawyer shall not: 

(a) violate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly 
assist or induce another to do so, or do so through the acts of another; 

(c) engage m conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or 
misrepresentation .... 

The Grievance Committee may consider the applicability of Rule 4-8.4 (a) to this 
investigation if the Committee believes Mr. Saldamando has violated the Rules of Professional 
Conduct. The Supreme Court has stated this Rule is violated if an attorney is found to have 
violated other Rules of Professional Responsibility see, e.g. The Florida Bar v. Herman, 8 So. 3d 

16 



1100 (Fla. 2009) [finding a violation of 4-8.4(a) based upon finding a violation of the of the Rules 
of Professional Conduct regarding conflicts of interest]. 

The Committee may also consider whether there has been a violation of Rule 4-8.4 ( c ). 
This investigation shows the Clients were not told until thirteen days after the fact that a 
settlement offer of $157,500 had been made, and was accepted, to settle their case. Instead, Mr. 
Saldamando sent an email the day after the settlement confirming the Clients' bottom line 
settlement authority of$65,000 for them to receive while failing to say their case had been settled 
for a total of $157,500. When Mr. Saldamando had communicated the existence of an initial 
$100,000 settlement offer, and had obtained $65,000 in settlement authority net to the Clients 
based upon that offer, he omitted telling the Clients that his law firm was planning to charge the 
Clients as attorneys' fees and costs the full amount of the settlement it would be able to negotiate 
in excess of the Clients' bottom line authority. This payment arrangement was discovered by the 
Clients when it was due to their insistence that they speak with Mr. Saldamando to discuss the 
full details of the settlement, and then learned what had occurred almost two weeks earlier. 

Disciplinary actions have discussed the applicability of this Rule under analogous 
circumstances. See, e.g. The Florida Bar v. Adorno, 60 So. 3d 106 (Fla. 2011), [finding 4-8.4 (c) 
was violated when an attorney hid the terms of a class action settlement from putative class 
members]; The Florida Bar v. Marrero, 157 So. 3d 1030, [a violation of 4-8.4(c) occurs when 
there is a deliberate omission and knowing failure to report important facts to one to whom the 
attorney has a fiduciary duty to report]; The Florida Bar v. Joy, 679 So. 2d 1165 (Fla. 1996) [a 
violation of 4-8.4(c) occurred when an attorney omitted material facts in an effort to mislead]; 
The Florida Bar v. Herman, 8 So. 3d 1100 (Fla. 2009), [4-8.4(c) was violated for dishonest and 
deceitful conduct involving a failure to inform a client of a conflict, and obtain the client's 
consent]; The Florida Bar v. Watson, 76 So. 3d 915, [finding a violation of 4-8.4 (c) when an 
attorney deliberately or knowingly, and repeatedly failed to provide investors with whom he had 
a fiduciary duty with information regarding their funds]. 

Conclusion 

The United States Supreme Court had an occasion to consider ethical issues concerning 
settlement offers involving attorneys' fees for a prevailing party. The case was a class action suit 
involving a potential claim for attorneys' fees under the Civil Rights Attorneys Fee Award Act. 
Evans v. Jeff D. 475 U.S. 717, 106 S. Ct. 1531 (1986). The high Court determined an attorneys' 
ethical duty to serve his clients loyally and competently was paramount to any interest the 
attorney had in an award of attorneys' fee. 475 U.S. at 728. The Court said the following, which 
is universally applicable to all attorneys when settling any matter involving statutory attorney 
fees: 
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Generally speaking, a lawyer is under an ethical obligation to exercise 
independent professional judgment on behalf of his client; he must not allow 
his own interests, financial or otherwise, to influence his professional advice. 
ABA, Model Code of Professional Responsibility EC 5-1, 5-2 (as amended 
1980); ABA, Model Rules of Professional Conduct 1. 7(b ),2.1 (as amended 
1984). Accordingly, it is argued that an attorney is required to evaluate a 
settlement offer on the basis of his client's interest, without considering his own 
interest in obtaining a fee; upon recommending settlement, be must abide by 
the client's decision whether or not to accept the offer, see Model Code of 
Professional Responsibility EC 7-7 to EC 7-9; Model Rules of Professional 
Conduct 1.2( a). 

475 U.S. at fn 14. 

This case is submitted to the members of Florida Bar Grievance Committee 11 C for the 
Committee' s consideration as to whether probable cause exists to find one or more violations of 
the Florida Rules of Professional Responsibility. 

Submitted to Florida Bar Discipline Counsel this L day of~ 2020. 

Respectfully submitted by, 

Mark A. Dresnick, Chairman and Investigating Member 
of Florida Bar Grievance Committee, l lC 

FBN: 229008 
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