IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, NINTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR
ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

eFiled in the Office of Clerk of Court, Orange County Florida 2012 Dec 21 12:23 PM Lydia Gardner

CASE NO.
CMR ASSOCIATES, INC., a Florida corporation,
d/b/a ASSOCIATED INVESTIGATIVE
SERVICES, INC.,
Plaintiff,
v.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

MARK O’MARA, d/b/a
O’MARA LAW GROUP,
GEORGE ZIMMERMAN, and
SHELLIE ZIMMERMAN,
Defendants
___________________________________________/
COMPLAINT
Plaintiff, CMR Associates, Inc. d/b/a Associated Investigative Services, Inc.
sues Defendants, Mark O’Mara d/b/a O’Mara Law Group, George Zimmerman,
and Shellie Zimmerman, and alleges:
1.

This is an action for the recovery of monetary damages arising out of

the refusal of Defendants to pay a licensed private investigation company for
agreed security services.

I.

PARTIES AND VENUE
2.

CMR Associates, Inc. d/b/a Associated Investigative Services, Inc., a

Florida corporation (“Associated”), is, and at all times material to this action has
been engaged in providing private investigation services in the State of Florida.
3.

Associated holds a Florida agency license for investigative services in

the State of Florida and its vice president, Christopher Rumbaugh, holds an
individual Florida investigator license.
4.

Associated maintains its offices in Orange County, Florida, and does

business under the name Associated Investigative Services.
5.

Defendant Mark O’Mara is an attorney who practices law in Orange

County, Florida, and who maintains an office for the practice of law at 1416 East
Concord Street, Orlando, Florida 32803. Defendant O’Mara does business under
the name O’Mara Law Group.
6.

Defendant George Zimmerman is, on information and belief, a

resident of Seminole County, Florida.
7.

Defendant Shellie Zimmerman is, on information and belief, a

resident of Seminole County, Florida.
8.

At all times material to this action Defendant O’Mara represented, and

currently represents, Defendants George Zimmerman and Shellie Zimmerman in
his capacity as an attorney.
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9.

The causes of action asserted herein accrued and the contract which is

the subject of this action arose in Orange County, Florida.
10.

The investigative services which are the subject of this action were to

be paid for at Plaintiff’s place of business in Orange County, Florida, and a
substantial portion of the investigative services which are the subject of this action
were performed in or from Orange County, Florida.
11.

Defendant O’Mara was, at all times material to this action, and

continues to be the agent for his clients, George Zimmerman and Shellie
Zimmerman.
12.

Venue of this action properly lies in this Circuit in Orange County,

Florida.
13.

The amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00, exclusive of interest

and costs.
II.

BACKGROUND ALLEGATIONS
14.

Prior to June 26, 2012, Defendant O’Mara undertook the

representation of George Zimmerman and, from time to time, his wife, Shellie
Zimmerman.
15.

George Zimmerman was, at the time of Mr. O’Mara’s engagement as

a lawyer for the Zimmermans, incarcerated as a result of numerous felonies
criminal charges arising out of the death of Trayvon Martin.
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16.

In late June 2012, Defendant O’Mara called Christopher Rumbaugh, a

Florida licensed investigator and an officer in Plaintiff Associated. Mr. O’Mara
informed Mr. Rumbaugh that he was interested in engaging Associated to provide
security services and security detail for the Zimmerman family in anticipation of
Mr. Zimmerman’s release from incarceration while he was awaiting trial on felony
criminal charges.
17.

On or about June 26, 2012, O’Mara, in his capacity as the attorney for

the Zimmerman family, orally engaged Associated to perform investigative
services, promising both to sign a retainer agreement with Associated and to
provide Associated with a requested retainer.
18.

Defendant O’Mara hired Associated over the telephone on or about

June 26, 2012, while Mr. Rumbaugh, its vice president, was in New York.
Defendant O’Mara initially represented to Mr. Rumbaugh that he would sign a
written engagement agreement with Associated and provide an agreed retainer
deposit once Mr. Rumbaugh returned to Florida.
19.

Mr. O’Mara further represented during the June 26, 2012 phone call

that he needed to move urgently in hiring an investigative security team with a full
protection detail to provide protection for George Zimmerman and possibly his
wife, Shellie Zimmerman, and that he needed a security detail almost immediately.
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20.

Following the aforesaid telephone call between O’Mara and Mr.

Rumbaugh, on June 28, 2012, Associated sent O’Mara an email confirming the
details of the June 26 call and stating that the email “should serve as our initial
agreement for Associated . . . to provide protection services . . . .” An authentic
copy of the email is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.
21.

The email also attached an operational plan that Associated prepared

and proposed to O’Mara.
22.

O’Mara agreed to the details of the email and the operational plan.

23.

Shortly after the aforesaid telephone call between Mr. Rumbaugh and

Mr. O’Mara, Glen Promise, a licensed private investigator in Florida, agreed to
assist Mr. Rumbaugh’s company, Associated, in providing the needed security
detail for the Zimmerman family. Acting as an agent for Associated, Mr. Promise
accordingly traveled to the Seminole County jail and met with Mr. O’Mara for
purposes of assisting Mr. O’Mara in reference to Mr. Zimmerman, on June 28,
2012. Mr. O’Mara identified Mr. Promise as his agent to the jail administration,
and eventually Mr. Promise was granted access to the jail, whereupon he met with
Mr. O’Mara and Mr. Zimmerman.
24.

During the ensuing meeting with Mr. Zimmerman, Mr. O’Mara

represented to Mr. Zimmerman that he had hired Mr. Promise, who was working
for Christopher Rumbaugh the owner of the company Associated, to provide
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security detail for the Zimmerman family, but that the investigators were being
hired by him (O’Mara) in order to preserve the attorney-client privilege.
25.

By the time Mr. Promise met with Mr. Zimmerman at the Seminole

County jail with Mr. O’Mara, O’Mara had received the operational plan from
Associated. Defendant O’Mara confirmed in the presence of his client Mr.
Zimmerman that Mr. O’Mara had approved the security detail plan.
26.

Mr. Zimmerman later confirmed the security plan himself.

27.

After the meeting with Mr. Zimmerman at the Seminole County jail,

Mr. O’Mara reaffirmed to Mr. Promise, on June 28, 2012, that he had hired
Associated, that the contract and necessary retainer would be delivered to Mr.
Rumbaugh upon his return from New York, and that he had hired Associated to
preserve the attorney-client privilege for his client, Mr. Zimmerman.
28.

Following the aforesaid discussions, on June 29, 2012, Mr. Promise

performed the role of security detail leader for Associated at the Seminole County
courthouse for a court hearing then taking place to determine the release of Mr.
Zimmerman.

During that hearing, and before and thereafter, Mr. O’Mara

instructed Mr. Promise on the details of the security arrangements for the
Zimmerman family, and Mr. Promise, as an agent for Associated, performed as
requested by Mr. O’Mara.
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29.

On or about June 29, 2012, Mr. O’Mara informed Mr. Promise,

knowing that he was an agent for Associated, that a larger security team than
originally contemplated would be needed to perform security not only for the Mr.
and Mrs. Zimmerman, but potentially for the parents of Mr. Zimmerman. Mr.
O’Mara instructed Mr. Promise that he would amend the agreed contract as needed
to enlarge the scope of the security detail.
30.

Thereafter, on or near June 29, 2012, Mr. O’Mara further instructed

Associated that he wanted to enlarge the detail to provide a two man team for the
protection of both Mr. George Zimmerman and his wife.
31.

Thereafter, Mr. O’Mara instructed Associated that he wanted “around

the clock” security for Shellie Zimmerman, and that he wanted a two man detail
providing that security. Mr. O’Mara was informed at that time, on or about
June 29, 2012, that a two man detail was excessive coverage for Mrs. Shellie
Zimmerman. Further, Mr. Promise told Mr. O’Mara that a two man detail, as
requested by Mr. O’Mara, was excessive and too costly for the long term.
Nevertheless, Mr. O’Mara instructed Associated, including Mr. Promise and Mr.
Rumbaugh, that his client wanted the two man detail and that Associated should
make an operational plan to perform such security as requested.
32.

Thereafter, between June 29, 2012 and July 19, 2012, various

investigators associated or engaged by Associated performed nearly constant
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security detail for George Zimmerman, Shellie Zimmerman, or other members of
the Zimmerman family when they were visiting George and Shellie Zimmerman in
Seminole County, Florida and elsewhere, all of which services were directed by
Mr. O’Mara.
33.

Throughout the period of the aforesaid engagement, Mr. O’Mara

repeatedly affirmed that he was the one hiring Associated and that this was
necessary to protect the attorney-client privilege.
34.

Throughout the period of the security detail by Associated, neither the

Zimmermans nor Mr. O’Mara or any of his legal associates on the defense team for
Mr. Zimmerman ever complained about the quality of the services rendered by
Associated or the amount charged for such services.
35.

Throughout the course of the security detail, Mr. O’Mara directed,

approved and requested all services rendered by Associated, to include those
additional services requested by George and Shellie Zimmerman.
36.

During the aforementioned period, Associated was required to provide

services at various locations, all as demanded, directed and approved by Mr.
O’Mara.

This included securing hotel rooms under Associated’’ s name or

affiliates’ names, and to supervise the move from one room to another at one hotel
or another. Associated incurred costs for these hotel rooms, and for meals and
other related matters.
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37.

The scope of services included such things as escorting Mr.

Zimmerman’s father to the Sanford airport, personally guarding members of the
Zimmerman family, and incurring various charges to credit cards and the like for
meals, hotel rooms, and other necessary expenses in connection with the security
detail.
38.

On or about June 27, 2012, Associated prepared a standard

investigative services contract with the O’Mara Law Group, and forwarded the
same to Mr. O’Mara. A true and authentic copy of the aforesaid agreement is
attached herewith as Exhibit “B”.
39.

Throughout the representation following June 27, 2012 until its

termination, Mr. O’Mara repeatedly promised that he would sign the written
retainer agreement.
40.

Mr. O’Mara also provided retainers to Associated to encourage

Associated to continue working the account notwithstanding the non-execution of
the agreement. The first such retainer was on July 9th, 2012 for $15,000 payable
with trust check #2022. True and correct copies of the invoice for the retainer and
records showing its payment are attached hereto as composite Exhibit “C”.
41.

Thereafter, Defendant O’Mara informed Associated that a trustee had

been appointed to handle a defense fund for the Zimmerman family and that future
checks would be paid by a trustee of the defense fund. However, O’Mara
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continued to be in control of the funds and reaffirmed that he would insure that
Associated was paid. For example, on July 20, 2012, Mr. O’Mara informed
Associated that “I will make sure a check gets to your office on Monday,” as stated
in the electronic text message from Defendant attached herewith as Exhibit “D”
hereto.
42.

Defendant O’Mara repeatedly promised therefore that payments

would be forthcoming and that he, O’Mara, would provide such payments if
Associated continued providing security detail services as requested.
43.

During the engagement Associated regularly issued invoices to

Defendant O’Mara that itemized the services Associated was billing for. These
invoices were typically hand-delivered to Mr. O’Mara’s office and typically signed
by “Kelly,” Mr. O’Mara’s long-time paralegal.
44.

Invoice Number 1418, dated July 11, 2012, itemized costs and

services for the period June 28, 2012, when the work began, through July 1, 2012.
(Plus a hotel bill). A true and authentic copy of this invoice, billed to the O’Mara
law firm, is attached hereto as Exhibit “E.”
45.

Invoice Number 1419, dated July 11, 2012, itemized costs and

services for the period July 2 to July 8, 2012. A true and authentic copy of this
invoice, billed to the O’Mara law firm, is attached hereto Exhibit “F.”
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46.

Invoice Number 1422, dated July 18, 2012, itemized costs and

services for the period July 9 to July 18, 2012. A true and authentic copy of this
invoice, billed to the O’Mara law firm, is attached hereto as Exhibit “G.”
47.

Each of the invoices 1418, 1419, 1422 was signed by Mr. O’Mara’s

paralegal assistant, as his authorized agent, under the contract legend that said the
following:
In Consideration of Associated Investigative Services, Inc., its subsidiaries
or affiliates, extending credit, I/we jointly and severally do personally
guarantee unconditionally, at all times to Associated. . . the payment of
indebtedness or balance of indebtedness of the within named firm. Past due
invoices are subject to a monthly 18% interest per annum penalty (F.S.S.:
687.02) and a monthly $30.00 processing fee.
The services as pre-described was completed in full as agreed and received
by this authorized agent.
Authorized agent
48.

Invoice Number 1436, dated July 23, 2012, itemized costs and

services for the period July 19, 2012 through July 23, 2012, which included hotel
related charges. A true and authentic copy of this invoice, billed to the O’Mara law
firm, is attached hereto as Exhibit “H.”
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49.

Associated did not receive a copy of Invoice Number 1436, as signed

by Mr. O’Mara’s authorized agent, but it alleges on information and belief that the
invoice was in fact received by her via electronic communications to her unique
email address and signed by Mr. O’Mara or by her.
50.

Alternatively, Associated alleges that Defendants agreed to the terms

51.

By late July 2012 the engagement of Associated had effectively

ceased, with an outstanding balance.
52.

Mr. O’Mara forwarded a text message to Christopher Rumbaugh the

Vice-President of Associated, claiming that “I will make sure check gets to ur
office on Monday,” as stated in Exhibit “I.”
53.

Subsequently, on August 22, 2012, Defendant O’Mara represented to

Associated that “both George and the trustee are clamping down a lot on the
defense fund because it is very low and we have some very large necessary
expenses for the case coming up,” as stated in the electronic text mail attached
herewith as Exhibit “J”.
54.

Mr. O’Mara then claimed to Associated that he did not see any need

to have a trustee sign the contract presently without any further work being done or
anticipated. O’Mara thus never signed the agreement in spite of his many promises
that his signature would be forthcoming.
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55.

Associated was thereafter unable to obtain either a signed written

retainer agreement with Mr. O’Mara or the outstanding balance on the services
rendered.
56.

On or about August 31, 2012, frustrated over the non-payment of the

outstanding balance, Associated rendered its Finance Charge Invoice No. FC233
(effectively for prejudgment interest) and forwarded the same to Defendant
O’Mara. This finance charge was consistent with the agreement recorded on the
invoices described previously and agreed to by Mr. O’Mara’s paralegal, as his
authorized agent. A true and authentic copy of that Finance Charge Invoice and
Statement is attached herewith as Exhibit “K”.
57.

In response to the August 31, 2012 statement, Defendant O’Mara

stated, for the first time, on September 10, 2012, that the “proper party” was not
himself but “George Zimmerman” and O’Mara instructed Associated to identify
Mr. Zimmerman as the proper party on the statement. Mr. O’Mara further stated
that Associated should “feel free to still continue to send those invoices care of my
office, but I would ask that amendment be made presently,” as stated in the
attached Exhibit “L”.
58.

In Exhibit H Defendant O’Mara also state that “George does not have

any funds presently available to him to attend to any such debt, realizing the
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enormity of upcoming expenses of the defense and the diminished nature of the
defense fund.”
59.

Associated never agreed to work on any contingency arrangement,

however, and its prior warnings that the insisted-upon two man detail were
excessive in scope went unheeded by all Defendants. Thus any difficulties in
paying the expenses for the security detail were entirely the result of the decision
of the Defendants to incur the expenses in the first place.
60.

No further payments have been made by Defendants on the unpaid

balance due Associated since the August 31, 2012 statement.
61.

Associated’s most recent account statement and invoice is dated

December 14, 2012 and is attached hereto as Exhibit “M.”
62.

The unpaid principal balance due to Associated, less a credit from Fox

News for partial reimbursement for security, in the amount of $561.96, is the
amount of $27,027.08 (representing $66,465.12 in total earned and billed principal
less $40,000 in payments).
63.

All efforts by Associated to obtain payment of the unpaid balance

have been fruitless.
64.

Notwithstanding Mr. O’Mara’s September 10 letter (Exhibit “L”), Mr.

O’Mara is the individual who hired Associated to perform the security services
rendered. At all times from the beginning of the relationship until the end, Mr.
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O’Mara repeatedly affirmed that Associated had been hired by him and that he
would pay them.
65.

At all times material to this action, Mr. O’Mara acted as the agent for

the disclosed principal, George Zimmerman and his wife, Shellie Zimmerman.
66.

In hiring Associated, Defendant O’Mara acted for and on behalf of his

disclosed principals, the Zimmermans, and was authorized to and did hire them in
the scope and course of his engagement as their attorney.
67.

Each of the Defendants is jointly and severally liable for the

investigative services sued on herein.
68.

All conditions precedent to the filing of this action have occurred or

have been waived or excused by law.
COUNT I: BREACH OF CONTRACT
69.

This is an action for the recovery of monetary damages for breach of

contract in an amount greater than $15,000 against all defendants.
70.

Plaintiff Associated realleges and incorporates the allegations of

Paragraphs 1 through 68 above.
71.

On or about June 28 or June 29, 2012, Defendant O’Mara retained the

services of Associated to provide security detail as requested for the Zimmerman
family.
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72.

Defendant O’Mara acted within the course and scope of his agency

and employment as the attorney for the Zimmerman family in engaging
Associated.
73.

O’Mara personally hired Associated and personally promised to pay

Associated, claiming that this was necessary to protect the attorney client privilege.
74.

The Zimmermans authorized O’Mara to hire Associated and agreed to

pay for such services. O’Mara thus had actual authority to hire Associated and to
bind the Zimmermans to the contract with Associated.
75.

The agreement between the parties was that Associated would be paid

$60.00 per hour for each hour of personal protection services rendered by its
investigators and $0.70 per mile for mileage involved in providing personal
protection services, plus expenses or incidental costs incurred in relation to the
project. The agreement also provided that the scope of the requested security
would be determined by Mr. O’Mara, in consultation with his client, George
Zimmerman, and that Associated would expand or retract the level of security as
requested.
76.

Plaintiff Associated performed all of the agreed services at the agreed

upon hourly rate of $60.00 per hour.
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77.

Associated rendered regular invoices to Defendant O’Mara for its

services.

These statements were rendered to Mr. O ‘Mara at Mr. O’Mara’s

instruction.
78.

Defendant O’Mara approved the invoices, as is reflected in Exhibits

E, F, G. and H and M, as described above.
79.

Each of the invoices was either signed in writing by Mr. O’Mara’s

authorized agent or approved by him.
80.

Defendants did not object to any of the services or any of the invoices.

81.

Defendants paid the total sum of $40,000.00 for the services rendered

by Associated.
82.

There is an unpaid balance for services set forth in the invoices in the

principal sum of $27,027.08. The unpaid services

reflected in the invoices

comprise the following specific items, all of which items were fully in accord with
the agreement Associated had with the Defendants:
a. Personal Protection bill at the agreed rate of $60.00 an hour.
b. Travel mileage bill at the agreed rate of $0.70 per mile
c. And agreed compensation for any expenses and incidental at the cost
incurred.
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83.

Under the terms of the invoices, to which Mr. O’Mara or his

authorized agent agreed in writing, each of the past due invoices are subject to an
18% per annum charge plus an agreed administrative fee.
84.

All of the Defendants are jointly and severally liable for the full

amount of the unpaid balance.
85.

The engagement of Associated by Defendants prevented Associated

from taking on other investigative and security work for which Associated would
have been compensated at its usual contract rate of $150 per hour for investigations
and not less than $60.00 per hour for security work. These engagements were lost
only because of the engagement. Because Defendants breached their obligation to
pay for Associated’s services, Associated is entitled to recover as additional
damages the net profits from those engagements which it would have performed
during the time of its performance for Defendants.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Associated hereby prays for the entry of judgment
against Defendants for damages plus interest thereon at the aforesaid contract rate,
plus costs of this action and such other relief as the Court deems just and proper:
COUNT II: ACCOUNT STATED
86.

This is an action for damages for account stated in an amount that

exceeds $15,000 against all Defendants.
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87.

Plaintiff Associated realleges and adopts the allegations set forth in

Paragraphs 1 through 68, above.
88.

At the request of Defendants, Plaintiff Associated performed ongoing

investigative services at an agreed upon hourly rate. These services were rendered
for the benefit of Defendants, who accepted the benefits of such services.
89.

Plaintiff rendered regular statements to Defendants. Copies of the

regularly rendered statements are attached hereto, and were previously identified as
Exhibits E, F, G and H and M.
90.

Defendants did not object to any of statements.

91.

The business transactions between the parties resulted in an unpaid

balance of $27.027.08 in unpaid principal plus the agreed interest at 18% per
annum and administrative fees.
92.

Defendants now owe Plaintiff the aforesaid sum that is due with

lawful interest thereon since July 8th, 2012 on the account.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Associated prays for the entry of judgment against
Defendants in the principal amount of $27,027.08 plus lawful interest thereon at
18% per annum, and awarding costs of this action and such further relief as the
Court deems just and proper.
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COUNT III: OPEN ACCOUNT
93.

This is an action for damages against each of the Defendants on the

theory of open account.
94.

Plaintiff realleges and adopts herein the allegations set forth in

Paragraph 1 through 68 above.
95.

Defendants jointly and severally owe Plaintiff the sum of $27,027.08

in unpaid principal for services rendered on account, that is due with interest since
July 8th, 2012 according to the account set forth in Exhibits E, F. G and H and M.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for the entry of judgment against Defendants
in the principal sum of $27,027.08 plus lawful interest thereon at the rate of 18%
per annum, and awarding costs of this action and such other and further relief as
the Court deems just and proper and proper.
COUNT IV: QUANTUM MERUIT
96.

This is an action against each of the Defendants herein for damages

in excess of $15,000 on the theory of Quantum Meruit.
97.

Plaintiff realleges and adopts herein the allegations set forth in

Paragraphs 1 through 68 above.
98.

Plaintiff Associated has provided Defendants and each of them with

services reasonably worth not less than the unpaid balance of the invoices set forth
in Exhibits E, F, G, and H and M.
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99.

Plaintiff Associated performed these services reasonably relying upon

the representations and promises of payment outlined above.
100. The Defendants accepted the benefit of those services and continued
to promise and repeatedly reaffirmed their promises of payment, but Defendants
have failed and refused to pay the unpaid balance of such services.
101. Plaintiff Associated is entitled to prejudgment interest on the aforesaid
amount at not less than the agreed amount, or, alternatively, the statutory amount.
WHEREFORE Plaintiff Associated prays for the entry of judgment against
Defendants in the principal sum of $27,027.08 plus lawful interest thereon at 18%
per annum, and costs of this action, and such other and further relief as the court
deems just and proper.
COUNT V: UNJUST ENRICHMENT
102. This is a claim for recovery of monetary damages in excess of
$15,000 against all Defendants on the theory of unjust enrichment, which claim is
asserted in the alternative to those claims noted above.
103. Plaintiff incorporates and reallages the allegations of Paragraphs 1
through 68.
104. Defendant O’Mara induced and caused Associated to render
investigative services for O’Mara and for the benefit of the Zimmermans by
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promises of payment, acting within the course and scope of his agency as the
lawyer for the Zimmermans.
105. Plaintiff conferred a benefit on each of the Defendants by performing
the services as requested.
106. In spite of the promises by each of the Defendants that payment would
be made, there remains an outstanding balance for the services.
107. Each of the Defendants has knowledge of the benefit of the services
rendered by Plaintiff Associated.
108. Defendant O’Mara accepted and retained the benefit conferred from
the services performed by Associated.
109. The services were charged at below-market rates and were certainly
well within the range of customary and reasonable charges for security services.
110. The reasonable value of the unpaid portion of the benefit is reflected
in the unpaid invoices, in Exhibits E, F, G and H and M, which comprise the total
unpaid amount of $27,027.08 in unpaid principal, plus interest thereon at the rate
of 18% per annum, as agreed, or, alternative, the statutory amount for prejudgment
interest.
111. It would be inequitable for the Defendants to retain the benefit of
Plaintiff’s services without paying the fair value for them.
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112. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law and must therefore proceed in
equity.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Associated hereby prays for the entry of judgment
against Defendants in the amount of $27,027.08, or such other amount as the Court
finds equitable, plus lawful interest thereon, plus costs of this action and such other
relief as the Court deems just and proper:
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Plaintiffs hereby demand trial by jury on all issues so triable.
DATED this 21st day of December, 2012.

s/ Stephen D. Milbrath
Stephen D. Milbrath
Florida Bar No. 239194
smilbrath@addmg.com
Allen, Dyer, Doppelt, Milbrath
& Gilchrist, P.A.
255 S. Orange Avenue, Suite 1401
P.O. Box 3791
Orlando, FL 32802-3791
Telephone: 407-841-2330
Facsimile: 407-841-2343
And

Thomas Nicholl
Florida Bar No. 59386
tom@thomasnicholllawfirm.com
1927 S. Ferncreek Avenue
Orlando, FL 32806
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Telephone: 407-228-2131
Facsimile: 407-641-8630
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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