
 

   

   

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

       

  

 

         

            

   

  

  

     

    

  

    

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

THE FLORIDA BAR, Supreme Court Case 
No. SC-

Complainant, 
The Florida Bar File 

v. No. 2021-30,510(19B) 

DEREK MICHAEL ARONOFF, 

Respondent. 

___________________________/ 

COMPLAINT 

The Florida Bar, complainant, files this Complaint against Derek 

Michael Aronoff, respondent, pursuant to the Rules Regulating The Florida 

Bar and alleges: 

1. Respondent is and was at all times mentioned herein a member 

of The Florida Bar admitted on October 1, 2001 and is subject to the 

jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of Florida. 

2. Respondent resided and practiced law in St. Lucie County, 

Florida, at all times material. 

3. The Nineteenth Judicial Circuit Grievance Committee “B” found 

probable cause to file this complaint pursuant to Rule 3-7.4, of the Rules 

Regulating The Florida Bar, and this complaint was approved by the 

presiding member of that committee. 
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4. Jennifer Holloran (formerly known as Jennifer Sonnengberg) 

hired respondent on or about June 5, 2017 to represent her in a post-

dissolution of marriage case. 

5. Holloran hired respondent to seek an income deduction order 

after her former husband became delinquent in making his required 

alimony and child support payments. 

6. Holloran paid respondent a total of $6,091.00 for his legal fee. 

7. Respondent advised Holloran she had a meritorious case 

despite the fact that she was involved in a financially supportive 

relationship with her live-in boyfriend. Respondent assured Holloran that 

this relationship would not adversely affect her case. 

8. Respondent failed to pursue Holloran’s claims for delinquent 

alimony and child support. 

9. On June 13, 2017, Holloran’s former husband filed a petition 

seeking abatement of his alimony payments and a downward modification 

of his child support payments, claiming a reduction in his income. 

10. Thereafter, respondent’s sole focus on Holloran’s case was 

defending against the former husband’s petition to modify his alimony and 

child support obligations rather than seeking payment of the past due 

alimony and child support payments. 

http:6,091.00


    

     

       

     

   

      

   

    

   

    

  

          

  

          

 

       

  

     

    

    

11. Respondent overstated Holloran’s income in discovery as being 

significantly higher than her actual income. 

12. Respondent failed to pursue additional discovery regarding the 

former husband’s claim that he had experienced a reduction in his income 

despite having received, through discovery, bank statements indicating 

repeated withdrawals that appeared to exceed his disclosed income and 

could conceal additional income. 

13. Respondent filed affirmative defenses that the former husband 

moved to dismiss because they were not legally valid defenses. 

14. Respondent assured Holloran she had a valid claim and took 

no steps to amend the affirmative defenses until after the former husband 

moved on May 31, 2018 to seek the imposition of sanctions against 

respondent and Halloran pursuant to Fla. Stat. §57.105. 

15. Respondent failed to advise Holloran of the motion for 

sanctions. 

16. Respondent withdrew Holloran’s affirmative defenses without 

her knowledge or consent. 

17. Respondent entered into an agreed disposition with the former 

husband, without Holloran’s knowledge or consent, where the former 

husband agreed not to pursue sanctions against respondent and Holloran 



      

    

    

             

    

     

      

       

   

 

   

   

    

        

    

  

      

  

in exchange for Holloran agreeing not to pursue collection of the past due 

alimony and child support payments. 

18. On June 6, 2018, the court entered its agreed order modifying 

the final judgment of dissolution of marriage to the extent that the former 

husband was relieved from making any further alimony payments. 

19. The order noted that Holloran agreed that no past due alimony 

was owed and that she agreed to waive any the “…right to file any relief 

requesting the payment of any form of retroactive alimony from the Former 

Husband or any and all other forms of alimony, either past, present and/or 

future.” 

20. The agreed order reduced the amount of child support paid by 

the former husband. 

21. The order required respondent to pay $7,500.00 toward the 

former husband’s attorney’s legal fees and costs with a payment plan that 

required respondent pay $100.00 per month, commencing on June 15, 

2018, and continuing until paid in full. 

22. Respondent failed to comply with the payment terms as set 

forth in the court’s agreed order. 

http:7,500.00


     

        

  

           

  

     

   

   

 

     

   

 

      

         

     

         

     

          

   

  

23. Holloran did not knowingly agree to waive any right to file future 

relief requesting payment of retroactive alimony from her former husband 

and did not agree to the reduction in child support. 

24. Respondent failed to advise Holloran of the terms of the agreed 

order prior to its entry. 

25. When Holloran learned of the entry of the agreed order 

reducing her child support payments and eliminating her alimony, 

respondent agreed to pay Holloran $7,500.00 at a rate of $100.00 per 

month. 

26. Respondent also agreed to refund Holloran’s legal fee. 

27. The agreement between Holloran and respondent was 

mediated by another attorney. 

28. Respondent failed to comply with the payment terms arising 

from Holloran’s reduction in child support payments, loss of alimony, and 

the refund of legal fees. 

29. By reason of the foregoing, respondent violated the following 

Rules Regulating The Florida Bar: 

(a) 3-4.3 (1993) The standards of professional conduct to be 

observed by members of the bar are not limited to the observance of rules 

and avoidance of prohibit deed acts, and the enumeration herein of certain 
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categories of misconduct as constituting grounds for discipline shall not be 

deemed to be all-inclusive nor shall the failure to specify any particular act 

of misconduct be construed as tolerance thereof. The commission by a 

lawyer of any act that is unlawful or contrary to honesty and justice, 

whether the act is committed in the course of the attorney's relations as an 

attorney or otherwise, whether committed within or outside the state of 

Florida, and whether or not the act is a felony or misdemeanor, may 

constitute a cause for discipline; 

(b) 3-4.3 (2018) The standards of professional conduct 

required of members of the bar are not limited to the observance of rules 

and avoidance of prohibited acts, and the enumeration of certain categories 

of misconduct as constituting grounds for discipline are not all-inclusive nor 

is the failure to specify any particular act of misconduct be construed as 

tolerance of the act of misconduct. The commission by a lawyer of any act 

that is unlawful or contrary to honesty and justice may constitute a cause 

for discipline whether the act is committed in the course of the lawyer’s 

relations as a lawyer or otherwise, whether committed within Florida or 

outside the state of Florida, and whether the act is a felony or a 

misdemeanor; 



        

   

      

  

   

   

       

  

     

  

                

           

    

    

      

         

         

   

       

   

(c) 4-1.1 (2006) A lawyer shall provide competent 

representation to a client. Competent representation requires the legal 

knowledge, skill, thoroughness, and preparation reasonably necessary for 

the representation; 

(d) 4-1.1 (2017) A lawyer must provide competent 

representation to a client. Competent representation requires the legal 

knowledge, skill, thoroughness, and preparation reasonably necessary for 

the representation; 

(e) 4-1.2(a) (2006) A lawyer shall abide by a client’s 

decisions concerning the objectives of representation and shall reasonably 

consult with the client as to the means by which they are to be pursued. A 

lawyer shall abide by a client’s decision whether to make or accept an offer 

of settlement of a matter. In a criminal case, the lawyer shall abide by the 

client’s decision, after consultation with the lawyer, as to a plea to be 

entered, whether to waive jury trial, and whether the client will testify; 

(f) 4-1.2(a) (2017) 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 such action on behalf of the client as is impliedly authorized to 



     

             

    

      

    

       

        

        

      

     

 

          

     

      

      

     

   

   

    

carry out the representation. A lawyer must abide by a client's decision 

whether to settle a matter. In a criminal case, the lawyer must abide by the 

client's decision, after consultation with the lawyer, as to a plea to be 

entered, whether to waive jury trial, and whether the client will testify; 

(g) 4-1.2(c) (2006) If not prohibited by law or rule, a lawyer 

and client may agree to limit the objectives or scope of the representation if 

the limitation is reasonable under the circumstances and the client 

consents in writing after consultation. If the attorney and client agree to 

limit the scope of the representation, the lawyer shall advise the client 

regarding applicability of the rule prohibiting communication with a 

represented person; 

(h) 4-1.2(c) (2017) A lawyer must not counsel a client to 

engage, or assist a client, in conduct that the lawyer knows or reasonably 

should know is criminal or fraudulent. However, a lawyer may discuss the 

legal consequences of any proposed course of conduct with a client and 

may counsel or assist a client to make a good faith effort to determine the 

validity, scope, meaning, or application of the law; 

(i) 4-1.3 A lawyer shall act with reasonable diligence and 

promptness in representing a client; and 



    

    

  

           

   

   

          

   

    

  

   

  

  

 
   

   
 

 
   

 
   

 
 

(j) 4-1.4(a) 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; and (5) consult with the client about any relevant 

limitation on the lawyer's conduct when the lawyer knows or reasonably 

should know that the client expects assistance not permitted by the Rules 

of Professional Conduct or other law. 

WHEREFORE, The Florida Bar prays respondent will be 

appropriately disciplined in accordance with the provisions of the Rules 

Regulating The Florida Bar as amended. 

Kenneth H. P. Bryk, Bar Counsel 
The Florida Bar 
Orlando Branch Office 
1000 Legion Place, Suite 1625 
Orlando, Florida 32801-1050 
407-425-5424 
Florida Bar No. 164186 
kbryk@floridabar.org 
orlandooffice@floridabar.org 

mailto:orlandooffice@floridabar.org
mailto:kbryk@floridabar.org


 
   

   
  

   
 

   
 

  

     
        

    
   

          
      

     
      

      

 
 

 

Patricia Ann Toro Savitz, Staff Counsel 
The Florida Bar 
651 E. Jefferson Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2300 
(850) 561-5839 
Florida Bar No. 559547 
psavitz@floridabar.org 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that this document w e-filed with The Honorable John A. 
Tomasino, Clerk of the Supreme Court of Florida; with a copy provided via 
email to Derek Michael Aronoff, at aronofflaw@gmail.com, 
lawofficesdma@gmail.com; and a copy was furnished by United States 
Mail via certified mail No. 7020 0090 0000 6804 8477, return receipt 
requested, to Derek Michael Aronoff, whose record bar address is 4538 
S.W. Darlington Street, Port Saint Lucie, Florida 34953-7611; and via email 
to Kenneth H. P. Bryk, Bar Counsel, kbryk@floridabar.org, 
orlandooffice@floridabar.org, on this 21st day of February 2022. 

Patricia Ann Toro Savitz 
Staff Counsel 

mailto:aronofflaw@gmail.com
mailto:kbryk@floridabar.org
mailto:orlandooffice@floridabar.org
mailto:lawofficesdma@gmail.com
mailto:psavitz@floridabar.org


    
 

  
     

      
    

     
    

  
      
    

NOTICE OF TRIAL COUNSEL AND DESIGNATION OF PRIMARY EMAIL 
ADDRESS 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the trial counsel in this matter is 
Kenneth H. P. Bryk, Bar Counsel, whose address, telephone number and 
primary email address are The Florida Bar, Orlando Branch Office, The 
Gateway Center, 1000 Legion Place, Suite 1625, Orlando, Florida 32801-
1050, 407-425-5424, and at kbryk@floridabar.org, 
orlandooffice@floridabar.org. Respondent need not address pleadings, 
correspondence, etc. in this matter to anyone other than trial counsel and 
to Staff Counsel, The Florida Bar, 651 East Jefferson Street, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32399-2300, at psavitz@floridabar.org. 

mailto:kbryk@floridabar.org
mailto:psavitz@floridabar.org
mailto:orlandooffice@floridabar.org


 

      
     

MANDATORY ANSWER NOTICE 

RULE 3-7.6(h)(2), RULES REGULATING THE FLORIDA BAR, 
PROVIDES THAT A RESPONDENT SHALL ANSWER A COMPLAINT. 
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