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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 
 
BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 
TRI-MED CORPORATION and MILES E. 
BLOUNT, RICHARD BURNHAM, 
DEBORAH BURNHAM, KAREN A 
DEICH, ROBERT McCLELLAN, MARIA 
PAZIENZA, NICHOLAS SANDS, as 
TRUSTEE OF THE LUCY G. SANDS 
TRUST, JAMES WATERS, and ANTHONY 
WILTEN, 

 

 
 Plaintiffs, 

 
 

 
v. 

Case No. 8:16-cv-01133-CEH-JSS 

 
STOEL RIVES LLP, JODI JOHNSON, 
CHARLES CORCES, P.A., and CHARLES 
CORCES, 
 

 

 Defendants. 
      / 

 

RECEIVER’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND INVESTORS’ FIRST AMENDED CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

Burton W. Wiand (the “Receiver”), as Receiver for Tri-Med Corporation1 (“Tri-

Med”), and Miles E. Blount, Richard Burnham, Deborah Burnham, Karen A. Deich, Robert 

McClellan, Maria Pazienza, Nicholas Sands, as Trustee of the Lucy G. Sands Trust, James 

Waters, and Anthony Witlin (collectively, the “Named Investors”), on behalf of themselves 

                                                 
1  By orders dated March 5, 2014, May 13, 2014, September 30, 2015, and December 11, 
2015, Mr. Wiand also was appointed Receiver for Tri-Med Associates Inc. (“TMA”), TMFL 
Holdings, LLC (“TMFL”), Interventional Pain Center, PLLC (“IPC”), and Rejuva Medical 
and Wellness Center, L.L.C., and Rejuva Medical Center, L.L.C. (collectively, “Rejuva”) (Tri-
Med, TMA, TMFL, IPC, and Rejuva are collectively referred to as the “Receivership 
Entities”), but he sues only on behalf of Tri-Med. 
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and all others similarly situated, hereby file suit against Stoel Rives LLP (“Stoel Rives”), Jodi 

Johnson, Esq. (“Johnson”), Charles Corces, P.A. (the “Corces Firm”), and Charles Corces 

(“Corces”) (collectively, “Defendants”). 

INTRODUCTION 

 Tri-Med was formed in October 2011 by non-parties Jeremy Anderson 

(“Anderson”) and Anthony Nicholas, Jr. (“Nicholas Jr.”), and his son, Anthony Nicholas, III 

(“Nicholas III), ostensibly to raise money from investors to purchase medical accounts 

receivables at discounted rates from medical facilities that focused on treating accident victims. 

The goal was to generate returns by collecting an amount from the purchased receivables that 

was greater than the amount paid for them. 

 The medical accounts receivables targeted for purchase on behalf of Tri-Med 

were accompanied by letters of protection (“LOPs”).  LOPs, broadly speaking, are letters 

signed by a patient and/or the patient’s attorney in which the signatory promises to pay the 

medical services provider for some or all of the amount billed for medical services provided to 

the relevant patient from any recovery obtained through a settlement or judgment in a personal 

injury matter.2 

 From Tri-Med’s inception through March 2014, Anderson, Nicholas Jr., and 

Nicholas III, and others raised approximately $17.6 million from over 300 investors in Florida 

on behalf of Tri-Med purportedly to purchase LOPs through the sale of securities on behalf of 

Tri-Med.  This was commonly referred to as Tri-Med’s “investment program.” 

                                                 
2  For simplicity, in this complaint LOP refers to both the letter of protection and the 
medical accounts receivable related to it. 
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 Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and others, however, engaged in criminal 

conduct and violated numerous laws in connection with their operation of and sale of securities 

on behalf of Tri-Med and perpetrated a type of fraudulent investment scheme that is known as 

a Ponzi scheme.  Indeed, following an October 22, 2014, evidentiary hearing, the court that 

appointed the Receiver found that “[t]he whole series of introduction of evidence and 

testimony in this case is highly suggestive of numerous criminal offenses that [the persons 

involved with Tri-Med] might be fearful of from tax evasion to securities violations to 

fraud and theft, et cetera, et cetera.”  The court further found that “the evidence is clear 

and convincing and reaches a very high level that this was a fraudulent scheme to steal 

people’s money.” 

 More recently, two individuals that were part of the fraudulent scheme 

perpetrated through Tri-Med, Irwin C. Ager and Eric L. Ager (collectively, the “Agers”), pled 

guilty in the Orlando Division of this Court to perpetrating that scheme.  See United States v. 

I. Ager, Case No. 6:16-cv-176-ORL-18DAB; United States v. E. Ager, Case No: 6:16-cv-178-

ORL-37TBS.  The Agers are awaiting sentencing. 

 Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, the Agers, and others could not have 

perpetrated and concealed such a large fraud without the complicity of professionals like 

Defendants.  These professionals not only provided a façade of legitimacy to the scheme, 

which was prominently used to give investors a false sense of safety, but they also knowingly 

participated, aided, and/or abetted Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and others with their 

unlawful conduct.  Defendants also breached their duties owed to Tri-Med and its investors in 

connection with the services they provided or failed to provide to Tri-Med and others. 
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 Anderson, on behalf of Tri-Med, retained law firm Stoel Rives and one of its 

partners, attorney Johnson, in October 2012 initially to provide legal advice “regarding the 

application of federal and state securities laws to the operations of Tri-Med Corporation, a 

Florida Corporation….”  Although they knew Tri-Med was located in Florida, the “investment 

program” was overwhelmingly, if not entirely, confined to Florida, the returns to investors 

were supposed to be generated through LOP purchases in Florida, Stoel Rives did not have an 

office in Florida and Johnson was not admitted to practice law there, they nevertheless accepted 

the representation and received hundreds of thousands of dollars in fees for their services from 

Tri-Med’s bank accounts, which were all located in Florida. 

 After analyzing Tri-Med’s business, including the “investment program,” how 

investors were being solicited, and related documentation, Stoel Rives concluded on or about 

December 7, 2012, that Tri-Med and its principals had violated and were violating the 

registration provisions of Florida and federal securities laws. 

 Stoel Rives’ advice to Tri-Med, however, was inadequate and incomplete.  For 

example, glaringly absent from Stoel Rives’ advice was the application of the anti-fraud 

provisions of the Florida and federal securities laws to the operations of Tri-Med even though 

Stoel Rives knew that the principals of Tri-Med and others were making material 

misrepresentations and omissions in connection with the sales of securities to investors, 

including falsely stating that the investments were backed by insurance companies. 

 After learning of their unlawful conduct no later than December 7, 2012, Stoel 

Rives and Johnson elected to continue to represent, assist, and provide advice to Tri-Med and 

its principals, including to repackage the fraudulent scheme so that Tri-Med’s principals could 
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avoid repayment of millions of dollars they already had collected from investors in violation 

of the law.  Indeed, on December 14, 2012, Stoel Rives began preparing a Private Placement 

Memorandum (“PPM”), which would purportedly describe Tri-Med’s operations and business 

model, including all risks associated with Tri-Med’s business and investing in the “investment 

program,” in an effort to comply with Florida and federal securities laws going forward. 

 The PPM that was prepared by Stoel Rives, however, would have prospective 

investors purchase “Notes” from a new entity called Tri-Med Funding, LLC (the “Fund”) – 

not from Tri-Med.  Although the nature of the investments underlying Tri-Med and the Fund 

were identical and involved the same exact individuals, the PPM for the Fund did not make 

any mention of Tri-Med, the past violations of laws, including fraud, by persons associated 

with Tri-Med, or the outstanding liability Tri-Med and its principals faced towards prior 

investors and regulators.  The PPM also omitted to disclose that Anderson was a fugitive with 

an outstanding arrest warrant in Florida for felony larceny charges or that Nicholas Jr. had filed 

for bankruptcy twice, including in March 2013.  In short, Stoel Rives and Johnson 

recommended and created a structure to allow Tri-Med’s principals and others to keep the prior 

violations of law hidden from investors, the public, and regulators and permit them to continue 

to operate and to keep the millions of dollars previously raised on behalf of Tri-Med through 

fraud and other unlawful conduct.  The PPM was used by sales agents to solicit investors, and 

Stoel Rives knew or was reckless in not knowing that the PPM would be used, and was indeed 

being used, by sales agents to solicit investors into the “investment program.” 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that the principals of Tri-Med and others were 

continuing to unlawfully sell securities and fraudulently raise money from investors on behalf 
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of Tri-Med.  In fact, Stoel Rives and Johnson learned from Anderson in mid-2013 that millions 

of dollars of securities were continuing to be sold to investors on behalf of Tri-Med and 

investors were electing to reinvest in Tri-Med upon receiving returns in connection with their 

initial investment.  They also received calls from prospective investors inquiring about Tri-

Med’s “investment program.” 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also knew that Tri-Med’s income was derived solely 

from the “investment program.”  They also knew Anderson was misappropriating Tri-Med’s 

money obtained from defrauded investors, including to fund other entities controlled by 

Anderson.  Not only did Stoel Rives and Johnson also represent Anderson and these other 

entities, which was a clear conflict of interest with their representation of Tri-Med, but they 

also knew that these other entities should not be receiving money from Tri-Med.  These 

transactions were nothing more than vehicles for Anderson and others to divert, 

misappropriate, and convert investor funds for their personal use, and Stoel Rives and Johnson 

willingly assisted with the creation of entities and structuring of transactions to allow Anderson 

and others to accomplish the purpose of their fraud and further their fraudulent scheme. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly assisted the principals of Tri-Med to use 

the unlawfully obtained money for various improper, undisclosed, and unauthorized activities.  

For example, as further alleged below, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly assisted Anderson, 

Nicholas Jr., and Nicholas III to divert, misappropriate, and convert Tri-Med’s and defrauded 

investors’ money, including by counseling, advising, and assisting principals of Tri-Med with 

the following matters that were not disclosed to investors:  (1) an undisclosed joint venture to 

purchase real estate with Tri-Med investor funds; (2) the preparation of security agreements, 
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promissory notes, and UCC filings for undisclosed loans made with Tri-Med investor funds to 

third party companies; and (3) Anderson’s undisclosed personal investment in a restaurant 

using Tri-Med investor funds, for which Stoel Rives’ fees also were paid with Tri-Med investor 

funds although Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that Tri-Med investors were not informed their 

money would be used to pay those fees. 

 Despite their knowledge of past and continuing violations of the law, including 

criminal conduct, by the principals of Tri-Med and others acting on its behalf, Stoel Rives and 

Johnson did not disassociate themselves from the unlawful activities, Tri-Med, or any person 

or other entity associated with those activities.  They did not disclose the ongoing criminal 

conduct to anyone, including investors, regulators, and/or law enforcement.  To the contrary, 

Stoel Rives and Johnson continued to actively assist Tri-Med’s principals and other related 

entities with various unlawful conduct, which furthered the scheme. 

 Defendants Corces and the Corces Firm also actively assisted and participated 

in the fraudulent scheme by assisting with various unlawful conduct which furthered the 

scheme.  They were retained on behalf of Tri-Med in April 2013 to serve as an escrow agent.  

In serving as escrow agent, Corces and the Corces Firm learned that Tri-Med’s money was 

derived solely from the “investment program,” and they knew they were hired to give comfort 

to investors that professionals were taking custody of their funds to ensure they were properly 

used to buy LOPs on behalf of Tri-Med and repaid to investors as represented.  In that capacity, 

Corces and the Corces Firm were obligated to distribute escrowed funds solely to a particular 

investor or for funding a particular medical procedure in accordance with written instructions 

to be received from Tri-Med.  As alleged below, however, Corces and the Corces Firm elected 
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to make improper payments from the escrow account to himself and to other unauthorized 

recipients.  Corces and the Corces Firm also prepared documentation for Tri-Med to loan 

money to third-parties although Corces and Corces Firm knew that the purpose of Tri-Med 

was to buy LOPs and not to lend money. 

 This action is filed to recover damages for Tri-Med and its investors from 

Defendants.  The Receiver and/or the Named Investors assert the following claims against one 

or more Defendants: (1) recovery of fraudulent transfers under Florida Statues § 726 et al.; 

(2) unjust enrichment; (3) professional negligence/malpractice; (4) aiding, abetting, or 

participating in fraud; (5) aiding, abetting, or participating in breaches of fiduciary duties; 

(6) aiding, abetting, or participating in conversion; (7) civil conspiracy; (8) breach of contract; 

and (9) negligence.  The Named Investors assert claims on behalf of themselves and of a class 

of similarly situated investors, excluding the principals of Tri-Med and Tri-Med Associates, 

Inc., sales agents, and their related family members (the “Class”). 

PARTIES 

 Plaintiff Receiver is a citizen of Florida and resides in Pinellas County, Florida. 

 The Receiver was appointed by the Circuit Court for the Sixth Judicial Circuit 

in Pinellas County to serve as Receiver for Tri-Med by an Order dated March 5, 2014 (the 

“Order Appointing Receiver”).  The Court entered the Order Appointing Receiver in an 

enforcement action brought by Florida’s Office of Financial Regulation (“OFR”) styled, State 

of Florida, Office of Financial Regulation v. Tri-Med Corp., et al., Case No. 14-001695-CI 

(the “OFR Proceeding”).  The Receiver was appointed pursuant to Florida Statutes Section 
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517.191(2) and the state court’s inherent equity powers, including the powers to carry out the 

purposes of the OFR Proceeding. 

 Under the Order Appointing Receiver and subsequent orders expanding the 

Receivership, to carry out OFR’s mandates, the purposes of the OFR Proceeding, and the 

obligations and duties imposed on receivers by law, the court directed the Receiver, among 

other things, to hold and manage the assets and properties of the receivership entities, to 

marshal and safeguard all such assets and properties, and to seek the imposition of constructive 

trusts as appropriate.  The court also conferred on the Receiver the power and authority to 

assert and prosecute claims, actions, suits, and proceedings that may have been or that may be 

asserted or prosecuted by receivership entities. 

 Anderson and Nicholas III formed Tri-Med, a Florida Corporation, in October 

2011.  By separate agreement, Nicholas III’s father, Nicholas Jr., participated in the 

management and operations of Tri-Med.  Although the public records listed Nicholas III as an 

officer and director of Tri-Med, at the time Stoel Rives and Johnson began representing Tri-

Med, Nicholas III was only 24 years old, and he was listed as a director and officer of Tri-Med 

to hide his father’s association with Tri-Med as he had a history of financial problems.  At the 

time of the events alleged in this complaint, Tri-Med’s principal and only place of business 

was located at 34931 US Highway 19, Suite 104, Palm Harbor, Florida 34684.  As such, Tri-

Med was located in and conducted its operations from Pinellas County, Florida.  In November 

2011, one month after Tri-Med was organized, according to public records Anderson resigned 

as an officer and director of Tri-Med. 
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 Plaintiff Miles E. Blount is a Florida citizen and a resident of Hillsborough 

County, Florida.  Mr. Blount invested $250,000 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $247,867. 

 Plaintiffs Richard Burnham and Deborah Burnham are husband and wife, 

Florida citizens, and residents of DeSoto County, Florida.  Mr. and Mrs. Burnham jointly 

invested $240,000 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $231,503. 

 Plaintiff Karen A. Deich is a Florida citizen and resident of Palm Beach County, 

Florida.  Ms. Deich and her recently deceased husband, Paul Deich, invested $631,000 in Tri-

Med and lost approximately $550,130. 

 Plaintiff Robert McClellan is a Florida citizen and a resident of Marion County, 

Florida.  Mr. McClellan invested $505,000 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $465,936. 

 Plaintiff Maria Pazienza holds a power of attorney for Teodora Pazienza.  Maria 

Pazienza is a Florida citizen and resident of Hernando County, Florida.  Teodora Pazienza 

invested $135,000 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $128,202. 

 Plaintiff Nicholas Sands is the Trustee of the Lucy G. Sands Trust.  Mr. Sands 

is a Florida citizen and resident of Orange County, Florida.  The Lucy G. Sands Trust invested 

$848,300 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $731,174. 

 Plaintiff James Waters is a Florida citizen and resident of Sumter County, 

Florida.  Mr. Waters invested $10,000 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $9,772. 

 Plaintiff Anthony Witlin is a Florida citizen and resident of Pinellas County, 

Florida.  Mr. Witlin is the President of LBC, LLC.  Mr. Witlin, individually and through LBC, 

LLC, invested $418,261 in Tri-Med and lost approximately $403,754.   
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 All of Tri-Med’s investors resided in Florida at the time they invested in Tri-

Med.  Approximately 89% of class members were still Florida citizens at the time of the filing 

of the original complaint in this case. 

 Defendant Stoel Rives is a limited liability partnership organized under the laws 

of Oregon.  It does not have an office in Florida but does business in the state. 

 Defendant Johnson is an individual who resides in Minnesota.  She is a partner 

at Stoel Rives and the primary agent through which Stoel Rives facilitated and aided and 

abetted the violations of laws perpetrated by Tri-Med’s principals and others.  She is not 

admitted to practice law in Florida but nonetheless actively represented and counseled a 

company in Florida for 18 months while it perpetrated a fraudulent scheme throughout the 

state. 

 Defendant Corces Firm is a professional association organized under the laws 

of Florida.  It was retained by Tri-Med in April 2013 to serve as an escrow agent and hold 

funds earmarked for investors or for funding medical procedures but strayed from its fiduciary 

obligations by disbursing funds for other purposes. 

 Defendant Corces is an individual who resides in Florida.  He is currently a 

principal at the Corces Firm and primarily responsible for the engagement with Tri-Med.  

Corces is a disbarred lawyer and convicted felon who was sentenced to 10 years’ imprisonment 

on charges of conspiracy, extortion, and bribery (see M.D. Fla. Case No. 8:92-cr-00028-EAK-

2) and independently “found guilty of intentionally misappropriating client trust funds” in an 

attorney disciplinary proceeding (see Fla. Sup. Ct. Case No. 78,969). 
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 Non-parties Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, Eric Ager, Irwin Ager, and 

Teresa Simmons Bordinat, a/k/a Teresa Simmons (collectively, the “Insiders”) used Tri-Med 

and other receivership entities to defraud over 300 investors, including the Named Investors, 

from at least October 2011 forward by making material misrepresentations and omissions to 

lure investors into their fraudulent investment scheme.  In addition to orchestrating the scheme 

alleged below, Anderson fled Florida for Minnesota, where he still resides, because there was 

an outstanding warrant for his arrest in Florida on charges of felony larceny. 

 As already noted, non-parties Eric Ager and Irwin Ager recently pled guilty to 

conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud in connection with their respective roles in the offer 

and sale of the Tri-Med “investment program.”  The Insiders have refused to answer 

substantive questions under oath and invoked their Fifth Amendment right against self-

incrimination in the OFR Proceeding. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

 Pursuant to this Court’s December 27, 2016, Order, this Court has jurisdiction 

pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act (“CAFA”), 28 U.S.C § 1332(d).3 

 This Court has personal jurisdiction over non-resident Defendants Stoel Rives 

and Johnson under the Florida Long Arm Statute, Fla. Stats. § 48.193, because, among other 

things and as alleged below, Stoel Rives and Johnson conducted continuous and systematic 

business in Florida for approximately 18 months and committed torts in Florida.  Specifically, 

from October 2012 to no earlier than March 2014, Stoel Rives and Johnson provided legal 

                                                 
3  Plaintiffs reserve their right to contest and appeal the Court’s determination of 
jurisdiction pursuant to CAFA. 
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services to Tri-Med, a Florida corporation with its principal and only office in Florida, 

including in connection with its offering of securities in Florida, and committed torts in Florida 

through their actions and omissions in providing those services. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also counseled, advised, and assisted principals of Tri-

Med with the “investment program” and other matters in Florida, including: (1) drafting a PPM 

and related documents for Tri-Med, its principals, and sales agents to use to continue to solicit 

investors in Florida for the “investment program”; (2) forming a joint venture to purchase real 

estate with Tri-Med investor funds in Florida; (3) preparing security agreements, promissory 

notes, and UCC filings for loans made with Tri-Med investor funds to third-party companies 

located in Florida; (3) drafting employment agreements for employees of Tri-Med located in 

Florida; (5) drafting and revising residential leases in Florida for Nicholas Jr.; (6) 

communicating with investor(s) in Florida concerning Tri-Med and the “investment program”; 

and (7) responding to subpoenas on behalf of Tri-Med from Florida regulators. 

 While providing these legal services to Tri-Med, Stoel Rives and Johnson 

engaged in extensive contacts with Tri-Med and its personnel in Pinellas County, Florida, 

including Nicholas Jr. and Nicholas III.  These contacts assisted and perpetuated violations of 

law described herein and give rise to Plaintiffs’ causes of action.  Based upon their general and 

specific contacts with Florida, Stoel Rives and Johnson purposely availed themselves of the 

privilege of conducting activities within Florida and have established minimum contacts with 

Florida. 

 Although Stoel Rives and Johnson provided extensive legal services in Florida 

and relating to Florida law, Johnson was not licensed to practice law in Florida and Stoel Rives 
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had no office in Florida or Florida-licensed attorney working on any of the pertinent matters, 

and therefore they both engaged in the unauthorized practice of law in Florida. 

 Defendant Corces Firm is a professional association organized under the laws 

of Florida.  Its principal place of business is located in Hillsborough County, Florida. 

 Defendant Corces is an individual who resides in and is a citizen of Florida.  

Upon information and belief, he resides in Hillsborough County. 

 Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391.  Venue is also 

proper as this action is related to the OFR Proceeding and the Receiver was appointed in this 

district. 

OVERVIEW OF THE FRAUDULENT SCHEME 

Tri-Med’s Business 

 Tri-Med was created to purchase LOPs.  The Insiders claimed to purchase LOPs 

on behalf of Tri-Med at discounts to their face values directly from providers of medical care 

to accident injury victims.  The hope was that Tri-Med would recover a greater amount from 

the settlement of the LOP by the patient and/or the patient’s attorney in pre- or actual litigation 

than it paid for the LOP.  This also allowed the medical services providers to be paid some 

amount of money without waiting for the resolution of their patients’ insurance claims or 

litigation, which in turn, allowed the medical provider to continue to operate and generate 

additional receivables. 

 To fund the purchase of LOPs, the Insiders relied exclusively on money raised 

from investors.  To raise the money, the Insiders caused Tri-Med to issue securities as part of 

what was commonly referred to as Tri-Med’s “investment program.”  Tri-Med Associates, Inc. 
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(“TMA”), was created to be the so-called “marketing arm” of Tri-Med, and it focused on 

soliciting investors for Tri-Med’s “investment program.”  TMA’s principals were Insiders 

Irwin Ager, Eric Ager, and Teresa Simmons Bordinat (“Bordinat”). 

 In return for an investment in Tri-Med, each investor was promised (a) an 

assignment of at least one, or a portion of one LOP, depending on the amount of the investment; 

(b) payment to the investor of annual “interest” ranging from 5.75% to 8%; and (c) the return 

of the investor’s principal investment once Tri-Med received payment on the LOP purportedly 

assigned to that investor or at the expiration of two years, whichever occurred first. 

 The principals of Tri-Med and its marketing arm devised a structured and 

uniform marketing plan to be used by their sales agents to solicit investors for the Tri-Med 

“investment program.” The marketing plan included Tri-Med prepared and paid-for 

advertisements that were published by Tri-Med sales agents in newspapers and journals 

throughout Florida; the only difference being the name and telephone number of the sales agent 

in the advertisement.  Tri-Med prepared standard investment contracts for their sales agents 

and investors to execute known as “Monthly Income Agreements.”  In connection with their 

investments, investors were provided other Tri-Med form documents, including “Assignment 

Of Interest Certificates.” 

The Tri-Med “Investment Program” Was Uniformly Misrepresented To Investors 

 Insiders made numerous misrepresentations to prospective and actual investors.  

To underscore the purported safety of the “investment program,” the advertisements uniformly 

falsely stated, “Where Investments Are Backed & Paid By A Major Insurance Company” or 

“Every Investment Backed By A Major Insurance Company.”  The Monthly Income 
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Agreements similarly misrepresented: “TRI-MED, WHERE INVESTMENTS ARE 

BACKED & PAID BY A MAJOR INSURANCE COMPANY.”  In reality, the LOPs were not 

secured, guaranteed, or backed by anything.  They were merely agreements between medical 

services providers, patients, and their attorneys that gave the medical services providers some 

right to receive payment for all or part of their services from any money patients might receive 

in connection with settlements or judgments.  As such, these representations to investors were 

false. 

 Tri-Med purportedly assigned LOPs to investors through a document referred 

to as an “Assignment Of Interest” certificate (“Assignment Of Interest Certificate”).  Every 

Tri-Med investor received at least one of these official-looking certificates, which were 

prepared and signed by Insiders.  Each Assignment Of Interest Certificate identified (a) the 

LOP the investor’s funds purportedly were used to purchase, which was identified by an 

alphanumeric code; (b) the purported value of the LOP or interest therein; and (c) the name of 

the insurance company that purportedly guaranteed the underlying medical accounts 

receivable.  It also stated that each LOP “ACTS AS AN INDISPUTABLE LIEN UPON 

THE INDIVIDUAL CASE IT REPRESENTS” (original emphasis). 

 The representation in every Assignment Of Interest Certificate that each LOP 

“ACTS AS AN INDISPUTABLE LIEN UPON THE INDIVIDUAL CASE IT 

REPRESENTS” (original emphasis) was false, as the LOPs were mere contracts and did not 

create any lien or other security interest in anything.  Indeed, as a matter of law, the Assignment 

Of Interest Certificates did not constitute a valid assignment of any LOP because, among other 

reasons, the investors never took ownership of the underlying LOP. 
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 The reference to the insurance company on the Assignment Of Interest 

Certificate also was false and misleading.  This gave the impression to each investor that the 

investment was secured or otherwise “backed” by insurance when, in fact, it was not. 

 Further, investors’ money was pooled and the vast majority of it was unlawfully 

diverted, misappropriated, and converted by the Insiders to enrich themselves and others, 

purchase real estate, and fund unrelated and undisclosed business ventures.  Although the 

Insiders bought some LOPs, only a small portion of pooled investors’ money was used to do 

so.  To try to hide this, Insiders fabricated dozens of LOPs.  Even when Tri-Med actually 

purchased LOPs, many of them prohibited the relevant medical services provider from 

transferring or assigning them to Tri-Med or Tri-Med’s investors.  Investors were not informed 

of this fact.  Nevertheless, the Assignment Of Interest Certificates purported to assign these 

restricted LOPs to investors. 

 Insiders also misrepresented to prospective investors in Monthly Income 

Agreements, as well as on Tri-Med’s website and in advertisements and promotional flyers, 

that each Tri-Med security is “registered with and operates as an exempt security, as reviewed 

by the [OFR]” or similar false language.  Tri-Med securities were never registered with OFR, 

and OFR has never opined that they were exempt from registration. 

 Insiders also included a “legal opinion letter” purportedly authored by an 

attorney from the Florida law firm Broad & Cassel in the materials they used to solicit 

investors.  This letter purports to provide a legal opinion that the Tri-Med securities were 

exempt from registration with Florida and federal securities regulators.  This letter, however, 
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is a forgery and nonsensical, and neither Tri-Med nor any Insider was ever a client of Broad & 

Cassel. 

 Similarly, Insiders provided a document entitled “Legal Principals of Trimed 

Corporation” to prospective investors, in which they claimed “John A. Schifino” served as Tri-

Med’s “Securities Attorney.”  Not only does Attorney Schifino not practice securities law, but 

he has never represented Tri-Med or any of the Insiders in any capacity. 

 Prospective investors also were informed in the Monthly Income Agreements 

that non-party Stephen Marlowe and his law firm, Marlowe McNabb Machnik, P.A. (f/k/a 

Marlowe McNabb, P.A.) (collectively, “Marlowe”), would hold investors’ money in trust 

pending the purchase of LOPs.  And shortly after investing with Tri-Med, each investor was 

sent a form letter which misrepresented on behalf of Tri-Med that, “Your funds have been 

placed in an FDIC Insured Trust Account under the control and direction of one of Florida’s 

most respected law firms, Marlowe McNabb P.A.”  During the entirety of the scheme, 

however, only approximately $2.8 million of the more than $17.6 million raised from investors 

was deposited in trust with Marlowe. 

 The Insiders further informed investors that, “[a]s further protection, when the 

insurance company pays off a medical claim to the victim’s attorney, those funds will then go 

to the firm of Charles Corces, CPA and, they in turn will disburse those funds to the investor 

which repays the investors principal.” 

 Investors, including the Named Investors, relied upon these misrepresentations 

in deciding to purchase Tri-Med securities and participate in Tri-Med’s “investment program.” 
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Plaintiff Nicholas Sands, as Trustee of the Lucy G. Sands Trust 

 Plaintiff Nicholas Sands, as Trustee of the Lucy G. Sands Trust, invested with 

Tri-Med and executed at least one Monthly Income Agreement which misrepresented that the 

trust’s investment money would be held in trust by Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use 

of that money to purchase LOPs.  Instead of being held in trust, at least part of the money was 

used to make cash payments to Insiders, to fund a loan to an unrelated company for the 

purported development of medical software, and to purchase real estate. 

 Plaintiff Sands then received at least twenty Assignment Of Interest Certificates 

on or about November 2, 2012, January 17, 2013, February 8, 2013, May 9, 2013, September 

3, 2013, and October 7, 2013, which falsely represented, among other things, that LOPs were 

assigned to him and that those LOPs were “backed” by insurance companies, including Allstate 

Insurance, General Casualty, Comm. Liab. Ins., Dollar General, Direct General Ins., AETNA, 

Safeco Insurance, Gainsco Insurance, Mercury Insurance Co., Hartford Ins. Co., MetLife Auto 

& Home, Peak Casualty, Unitrin Direct Insurance, 21st Century Insurance, USAA Insurance, 

and Progressive Insurance. 

Plaintiff Karen A. Deich 

 Plaintiff Karen A. Deich invested with Tri-Med and executed at least one 

Monthly Income Agreement which misrepresented that her investment money would be held 

in trust by Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use of that money to purchase LOPs.  Instead 

of being held in trust, at least part of the money was used to make cash payments to Insiders, 

to fund a loan to an unrelated company, to purchase real estate, and to keep property owned by 

Insider Nicholas Jr. from being foreclosed. 
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 Plaintiff Karen Deich then received at least six Assignment Of Interest 

Certificates on or about December 19, 2012, April 23, 2013, December 3, 2013, and November 

6, 2013, which falsely represented, among other things, that LOPs were assigned to her and 

that those LOPs were “backed” by Florida Ins. Guarantee Assoc., Mercury Insurance Co., 21st 

Century Insurance Acceptance Insurance, Infinity Ins. Co., and Direct General Ins. 

Plaintiffs Richard and Deborah Burnham 

 Plaintiffs Richard and Deborah Burnham invested with Tri-Med and executed 

at least one Monthly Income Agreement which misrepresented that their investment money 

would be held in trust by Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use of that money to purchase 

LOPs.  Instead of being held in trust, at least part of the money was used to make cash payments 

to Insiders and to fund a loan to an unrelated company. 

 Plaintiffs Richard and Deborah Burnham received at least two Assignment Of 

Interest Certificates on or about February 18, 2013, and April 23, 2013, which falsely 

represented, among other things, that LOPs were assigned to them and that those LOPs were 

“backed” by Hartford Ins. Co and Gainsco Insurance. 

Plaintiff Anthony Witlin 

 Plaintiff Anthony Witlin invested with Tri-Med and executed at least one 

Monthly Income Agreement which misrepresented that his investment money would be held 

in trust by Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use of that money to purchase LOPs.  Instead 

of being held in trust, at least part of the money was used to purchase real estate. 

 Plaintiff Anthony Witlin then received at least four Assignment Of Interest 

Certificates on or about October 7, 2013, which falsely represented, among other things, that 
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LOPs were assigned to him and that those LOPs were “backed” by 21st Century Insurance, 

Auto Owners Ins., Gainsco Insurance, and Farmers Insurance. 

Plaintiff Robert McClellan 

 Plaintiff Robert McClellan invested with Tri-Med and executed at least one 

Monthly Income Agreement which misrepresented that his investment money would be held 

in trust by Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use of that money to purchase LOPs.  Instead 

of being held in trust, at least part of the money was used to make cash payments to Insiders 

and to fund a loan to an unrelated company. 

 Plaintiff Robert McClellan received at least four Assignment Of Interest 

Certificates on or about April 23, 2013, May 9, 2013, and November 6, 2013, which falsely 

represented, among other things, that LOPs were assigned to him and that those LOPs were 

“backed” by Peak Casualty, Geico Ins., Unitrin Direct Insurance, and MetLife Auto & Home. 

Plaintiff Miles Blount 

 Plaintiff Miles Blount invested with Tri-Med and executed at least one Monthly 

Income Agreement which misrepresented that his investment money would be held in trust by 

Marlowe McNabb pending Tri-Med’s use of that money to purchase LOPs.  Instead of being 

held in trust, at least part of the money was used to purchase real estate. 

 Plaintiff Miles Blount received at least one Assignment Of Interest Certificate 

on or about November 6, 2013, which falsely represented, among other things, that an LOP 

was assigned to him and that the LOP was “backed” by 21st Century Insurance. 
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Tri-Med Was Operated As A Fraud 

 Instead of using the investors’ money to buy LOPs, the Insiders used the 

majority of the money they raised through Tri-Med for improper purposes, including 

converting the money for the Insiders’ and others’ personal use; funding businesses owned 

and/or controlled by Anderson, Nicholas Jr., and/or Nicholas III; paying illegal commissions; 

purchasing real estate; and providing “loans” to third parties, including family members. 

 The Insiders operated Tri-Med for approximately ten months before they were 

able to generate any revenue from the actual purchase of LOPs.  As such, virtually all expenses, 

transfers of money to principals, and transfers to investors that the Insiders caused Tri-Med to 

make during that time period were paid from investors’ principal.  The Insiders and sales agents 

raised over $3.5 million on behalf of Tri-Med from investors during those initial ten months, 

but they only deposited $826,000 in Marlowe McNabb’s trust account, and they used only 

$627,000 of that amount to buy LOPs.  The Insiders diverted, misappropriated, and converted 

the rest of the money. 

 For example, Tri-Med received $90,000 from its first investor on November 16, 

2011.  During the 21-day period following this investment, the Insiders did not deposit any 

money with Marlowe McNabb or purchase any LOPs.  Instead, approximately $51,000 of the 

initial investment was misappropriated, diverted, and converted as follows: (a) $22,650 to 

Anderson directly; (b) $7,200 to pay the monthly rent on Anderson’s luxury residence; (c) 

ATM withdrawals totaling $830, primarily in Anderson’s residential building; (d) $1,269.91 

to Fields BMW in Lakeland, Florida, to pay for Anderson’s luxury automobile; (e) $332.75 to 

StubHub, an online marketplace for tickets to sporting and entertainment events; (f) $13,500 
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to TMA for unlawful commission payments to the Agers and Bordinat; and (g) $6,000 to 

Nicholas III. 

 Even though the Insiders had not caused Tri-Med to purchase any LOPs, and 

thus had generated no returns with investors’ money, the Insiders still caused Tri-Med to pay 

“interest” in the amount of $600 to the first investor on November 30, 2011.  This payment 

was made from the investor’s own funds.  During the time period of October 2011 to July 

2012, the Insiders caused Tri-Med to transfer over $80,000 to investors as “interest” payments.  

Using investors’ money to pay purported investment returns is the essence of a Ponzi scheme. 

 The Insiders’ conduct was so irregular and suspicious it caused Bank of 

America, the bank they used to operate the purported “investment program” in 2011 and 2012, 

to unilaterally freeze Tri-Med’s and other related accounts in the Fall of 2012.  The bank 

notified Insiders that “[b]ased on a careful review of the account[s], we have made the decision 

that the funds will not be remitted to you.”  Although the bank later relented and returned the 

money to Insiders, it barred them from continuing to do business at the bank. 

 Insiders later distributed a “2012 Investors Newsletter” to Tri-Med investors 

which falsely informed investors that Tri-Med had voluntarily elected to change its banking 

relationship from Bank of America to Wells Fargo because of the “government’s billion dollar 

fraud suits looming against them.”  The Insiders further misrepresented in their “2012 Investors 

Newsletter,” “we simply did not feel their business was continuing to be safe enough to be 

involved with our business.” 
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 As alleged in more detail below, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted the Insiders to divert, misappropriate, and convert investors’ money in 

furtherance of the fraudulent scheme. 

DEFENDANTS HAD ACTUAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE 
INSIDERS’ VIOLATIONS OF LAW AND CRIMINAL CONDUCT 

Stoel Rives’ And Johnson’s Knowledge Of Past And Current Unlawful Conduct 

 Anderson caused Tri-Med to retain Stoel Rives on or about October 25, 2012.  

As noted above, Stoel Rives did not have an office in Florida and Johnson was not admitted to 

practice law in Florida. 

 Although the engagement agreement called for a $2,500 retainer, Stoel Rives 

received $5,000 from Tri-Med on or about November 7, 2012.  Stoel Rives immediately 

transferred $2,500 of this payment from Tri-Med to a separate trust account for Anderson’s 

“other client/matter,” another entity he owned and controlled called Tri-Med Management, 

Inc. (“Tri-Med Management”).  Although Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that Anderson 

owned and controlled Tri-Med Management, they also knew Tri-Med Management did not 

have a legitimate relationship with Tri-Med.  Thus, there was no proper reason why Tri-Med 

investor funds should be used to pay legal services provided to Tri-Med Management.  As 

discussed below, Anderson used Tri-Med Management as part of the fraudulent scheme to 

convert Tri-Med’s assets for his and others’ benefit. 

 Shortly after its engagement, Stoel Rives began reviewing documents relating 

to Tri-Med’s “investment program,” including sample “Monthly Income Agreements,” 

assignments of medical receivables, and LOPs.  The Monthly Income Agreements, which 

contained grammatical mistakes, failed to disclose material information, including the fees to 
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be paid to Tri-Med, Insiders, or anyone else in connection with the “investment program.”  

Indeed, no such fees were disclosed anywhere else.  Further, each page of the “Monthly Income 

Agreement” contained the slogan or representation, “TRI-MED, WHERE INVESTMENTS 

ARE BACKED & PAID BY A MAJOR INSURANCE COMPANY.”  Stoel Rives also 

conferred with Anderson about Tri-Med and its “investment program” and conducted research 

into Tri-Med’s compliance with Florida and federal securities laws. 

 On or about December 7, 2012, Stoel Rives provided to Anderson a 

memorandum analyzing the application of certain provisions of Florida and federal securities 

laws to Tri-Med’s “investment program” (the “Stoel Rives Memo”).  The Stoel Rives Memo 

began with a summary of Tri-Med’s purpose.  It acknowledged that Tri-Med “engaged in the 

business of purchasing letters of protection from surgical centers or other providers of medical 

care … in Florida.”  The Stoel Rives Memo made no reference to any other business activities 

conducted by Tri-Med.  Rather, it was clear to Stoel Rives that “Tri-Med engaged in the 

business of buying, owning, and managing LOPs.” 

 At the outset of the Stoel Rives Memo, it confirmed issues and uncertainty 

involving LOPs.  Stoel Rives noted that “[a]lthough LOPs often refer to liens against a personal 

injury case or the expected recovery, there is rarely any statutory or judicial basis for the use 

of such term, and there is almost always a lack of any information as to how such claim liens 

can be perfected or enforced except through litigation.”  The Stoel Rives Memo further stated 

that, “[i]f there is no recovery by the patient, the patient generally remains liable to the 

Healthcare Provider for the cost of the services provided.”  It also noted that “[i]f there is no 
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recovery … Tri-Med typically does not seek to obtain payment from the patient and suffers a 

loss equal to the purchase price paid for the applicable LOP.” 

 Stoel Rives then summarized its understanding of the source of funding for Tri-

Med.  The Stoel Rives Memo stated that Tri-Med’s individual shareholders (i.e., Anderson and 

Nicholas III) contributed approximately $500,000 of capital to Tri-Med, which was to be used 

as “insurance” to repay an investor in the event a lawsuit related to an LOP purportedly 

assigned to that investor “drags on longer than 24 months, or a lawsuit is settled for less than 

the amount of the investment, or a lawsuit is dropped.”  In reality, Anderson and Nicholas III 

did not contribute any money to capitalize Tri-Med.  Although an account at Wells Fargo in 

Tri-Med’s name was opened in October 2012 and held $500,000, this money – like all other 

money raised by Tri-Med – was comprised solely of investor funds.  In other words, instead 

of sending that money to Marlowe to buy LOPs as represented to investors, Tri-Med’s 

principals left it in a Tri-Med bank account to provide so-called “insurance.” 

 The Stoel Rives Memo also stated that “Tri-Med has obtained additional 

financing through the sale of Monthly Income Agreements with individual investors….”  As 

of December 2012, the Stoel Rives Memo noted that Tri-Med had offered and sold Monthly 

Income Agreements to over 100 investors, raising a total of $7 million.  According to Johnson’s 

handwritten notes, the total number of investors that had invested in Tri-Med at that time was 

120.  Considering the purported $500,000 in capital supposedly contributed by Anderson and 

Nicholas III was to sit in an account untouched and be used as “insurance,” Stoel Rives and 

Johnson knew that all of the money used by Tri-Med to buy LOPs, pay Stoel Rives’ fees, and 

do anything else came from investors. 
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 The Stoel Rives Memo further noted that Tri-Med (a) “pays a fixed amount of 

interest to investors each month for twenty-four months”; (b) “[e]ach Monthly Income 

Agreement purports to be linked to one or more LOPs pursuant to an assignment;” and (c) “if 

any underlying lawsuit related to the LOPs linked to the Investor’s investment is not settled or 

resolved within 24 months, the Investor can demand payment in full of the remaining 

investment, or elect to continue to receive monthly interest payments until the applicable 

lawsuit(s) are settled.” 

 Except for the Monthly Income Agreement and Assignment Of Interest 

Certificates related to specific LOPs, Stoel Rives knew that Tri-Med did not give investors any 

other necessary documents relating to the “investment program.”  Stoel Rives noted that “Tri-

Med has not obtained investor questionnaires or other representations from investors regarding 

their status as ‘accredited investors’ under the securities laws, nor has it obtained 

representations regarding investment intent, access to information or disclosures.”  Stoel Rives 

further noted that (a) Tri-Med has not used a Private Placement Memorandum; (b) has not 

provided investors with a summary of the risks relating to investing in the Monthly Income 

Agreements; and (c) has not provided investors with “specific details about the parties, their 

attorneys, the underlying claims or the merits of the lawsuits.” 

 Stoel Rives specifically noted that “[t]he documentation contains several 

statements that might be inaccurate or misleading.  For example, the Monthly Income 

Agreements states that the investment is backed by an insurance company.” 

 Stoel Rives concluded that the offer and sale of Monthly Income Agreements 

to investors constituted a security under Florida and federal securities laws.  It then proceeded 
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to analyze whether the Monthly Income Agreements must either be registered under applicable 

securities laws or were exempt from registration.  Based upon its review and analysis of Tri-

Med and its sales to investors, Stoel Rives concluded that Tri-Med could not rely on any 

exemptions from registration for a variety of reasons, including (a) “it [was] not clear that Tri-

Med provided Investors with access to all material information or otherwise provided full and 

fair disclosure to Investors”; (b) “it [was] not clear whether all of the CPAs and financial 

planners who receive a commission from Tri-Med are licensed dealers under the Florida 

Securities Act”; and (c) Tri-Med used public advertising and general solicitations of investors.  

In light of the registration violations, Stoel Rives advised that “Tri-Med and its principals have 

potential exposure to liability for claims by purchasers, as well as exposure for sanctions by 

Florida securities regulators.” 

 Stoel Rives also then purported to analyze the dealer registration requirements 

under Florida and federal law.  With respect to Florida law, Stoel Rives provided the definition 

of a dealer and noted that an issuer (like Tri-Med) would be exempt from registering as a dealer 

if it complied with the Florida Private Placement Exemption.  Stoel Rives, however, had 

already advised that Tri-Med could not rely on this exemption.  Stoel Rives further noted that 

reliance on federal securities Rule 506 would not exempt an issuer from the dealer registration 

requirements under Florida law.  Thus, Stoel Rives knew that Tri-Med needed to be registered 

as a dealer under Florida law, but had not done so. 

 Stoel Rives did not provide any advice or analysis as to whether Tri-Med had 

already violated the dealer registration requirements based upon its past and then-current 
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operations and therefore needed to register.  It also did not provide any advice as to the 

penalties it could incur for failing to register as a dealer under Florida law. 

 Stoel Rives also purported to analyze whether Tri-Med would need to register 

as an Investment Company and/or an investment advisor under Florida and federal law.  Stoel 

Rives conditioned its opinion because it believed it was “unclear whether LOPs are securities.”  

Stoel Rives, however, did not conduct any legal analysis for Tri-Med to determine whether 

LOPs were securities.  Instead, Stoel Rives noted that it was possible Tri-Med would need to 

register under those acts or find an exemption.  Stoel Rives suggested that Tri-Med use a single 

entity and limit the amount of investors to 99 to comply with the Investment Company Act 

exemption. 

 However, Stoel Rives knew that 120 investors had already invested in Tri-Med 

and thus the exemption amount had already been exceeded.  And even if Tri-Med had used 

multiple companies and limited each company to 35 investors, which it did not do, Stoel Rives 

knew those companies would be integrated for purposes of the securities laws and thus exceed 

the exemption threshold. 

 Thus, Stoel Rives also knew of violations of the Investment Company Act of 

1940 and/or Investment Advisors Act of 1940, and yet it did not provide any analysis as to 

whether Tri-Med had already violated the Investment Company Act of 1940 and/or Investment 

Advisors Act of 1940 or any penalties it could incur for potential violations of these acts. 

 Stoel Rives also knew that Tri-Med paid CPAs and Certified Financial Planners 

a “5% commission for introducing investors who purchase Monthly Income Agreements.”  

Stoel Rives knew the CPAs and Certified Financial Planners were, by definition, not registered 
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to sell securities with the State of Florida or as broker/dealers under federal securities laws.  

Stoel Rives knew that they could not sell the Tri-Med securities and receive transaction-based 

compensation, such as the 5% commission.  Stoel Rives knew that each of their sales of a Tri-

Med security constituted a criminal felony under Florida law and also violated federal 

securities laws.  Nevertheless, Stoel Rives provided insufficient analysis of this issue and failed 

to offer adequate advice. 

 Stoel Rives also knew the Insiders and sales agents made material 

misrepresentations or omissions in connection with the sale of securities to investors.  For 

example, Stoel Rives knew how LOPs operated in Florida, including the difficulties in 

perfecting any lien, enforcing payment, and the fact that no insurance company “backed” the 

investment.  Indeed, Stoel Rives knew that an LOP was simply a promise to pay a medical 

services provider by the patient and/or his attorney and if there was no recovery in connection 

with litigation, Tri-Med “suffer[ed] a loss equal to the purchase price paid for the applicable 

LOP.” 

 Despite knowing that material misrepresentations and omissions were being 

made in connection with the offer and sale of securities as part of the “investment program,” 

Stoel Rives did not provide any advice to Tri-Med regarding the application of the anti-fraud 

provisions of the Florida and federal securities laws to the operations of Tri-Med as it had been 

retained to do. 

Stoel Rives’ And Johnson’s Knowledge Of Ongoing Unlawful Conduct 

 Despite their knowledge of fraud and concluding that Anderson and other 

Insiders had engaged in numerous violations of state and federal laws on behalf of Tri-Med, 
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and also their knowledge that Insiders were not going to return the money that had been 

unlawfully raised on behalf of Tri-Med, Stoel Rives and Johnson continued their representation 

of Tri-Med, Anderson, and other entities related to Anderson.  They continued to take 

instructions from Anderson and took affirmative steps to ensure that Anderson and the other 

Insiders could continue operating the “investment program” and that Tri-Med investors never 

learned of the Insiders’ fraud and other violations of law. 

 They also continued to accept fee payments from Tri-Med for matters they 

handled for Tri-Med, Insiders, and other entities related to Anderson, which they knew were 

made with money that originated from investors in Tri-Med whose money was obtained 

through fraud and other violations of securities and other laws. 

 The Insiders’ fraud and other misconduct continued unabated after the Stoel 

Rives Memo was issued, and Stoel Rives and Johnson knew it was ongoing.  For example, as 

discussed in more detail below, in January 2013, Stoel Rives agreed to represent Anderson in 

connection with a personal investment he was making in a restaurant.  In connection with this 

work on a personal venture for Anderson, Stoel Rives’ received – and accepted – payment of 

its fees directly from Tri-Med even though Stoel Rives knew (a) that Tri-Med’s money was 

obtained through fraud and other violations of Florida and federal securities laws and (b) Tri-

Med investors were never informed their money would be used to pay for legal fees incurred 

on a personal venture by Anderson.  Anderson ultimately used his investment in the restaurant 

to divert, misappropriate, and convert $300,000 from Tri-Med. 

 The above is just one of numerous examples establishing Stoel Rives’ and 

Johnson’s knowledge of ongoing fraud and other civil and criminal misconduct, and as alleged 
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in more detail below, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly assisted Anderson to divert, 

misappropriate, and convert Tri-Med’s and investors’ funds to other undisclosed ventures.  

Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that, as disclosed to investors, Tri-Med was in the business of 

buying LOPs, and that it was never disclosed that investors’ money would be used to engage 

in any other activities, such as funding other companies or buying real estate. 

 In May 2013, Stoel Rives and Johnson performed extensive research on risks 

surrounding LOPs under Florida law, including (a) difficulties securing payment of LOPs; (b) 

questions concerning the enforceability of LOPs; (c) obligations of attorneys with regard to 

LOPs; (d) whether constructive trusts apply to LOPs; (e) the ability (or lack thereof) to assign 

rights to personal injury settlements; and (f) whether a non-medical professional can obtain an 

ownership interest in a medical professional association.  Johnson considered strategy and 

collection options regarding LOPs and spoke with a Florida attorney in June 2013 regarding 

issues with the ability to collect and assign LOPs. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson recognized problems and risks under Florida law 

concerning Tri-Med’s ability to enforce and assign any LOPs it purchased.  Stoel Rives and 

Johnson knew that the Assignment Of Interest Certificates received by Tri-Med investors were 

not valid assignments because, among other reasons, the investors never took ownership of 

any underlying LOP.  As a result, Stoel Rives  and Johnson knew that material representations 

made to Tri-Med investors regarding the liens and assignments of LOPs to them were false.  

Yet, Stoel Rives failed to provide to Tri-Med any advice concerning the application of Florida 

and federal securities laws to these issues, including fraud, and did not advise Tri-Med to 

disclose or otherwise correct these misrepresentations to investors or regulators. 
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 Anderson also advised Stoel Rives that he used Tri-Med funds to operate his 

other entities, including Tri-Med Management.  Stoel Rives, however, did not take any action 

to protect Tri-Med from these unlawful transfers. 

 In addition, in August 2013, Stoel Rives and Johnson learned that Anderson 

was committing fraud upon Tri-Med Management, including misappropriating its assets.  As 

noted above, Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that at least a portion of Tri-Med Management’s 

assets originated from Tri-Med.  Nevertheless, and despite their knowledge of ongoing 

violations and criminal conduct, Stoel Rives and Johnson continued to represent Tri-Med, Tri-

Med Management, and Anderson. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that the principals of Tri-Med were continuing 

to illegally sell securities and raise money from investors.  Anderson advised Stoel Rives and 

Johnson in mid-2013 that Tri-Med was continuing to receive millions of dollars from investors 

in connection with the sale of securities.  Stoel Rives and Johnson also knew that investors 

were electing to re-invest in Tri-Med upon receiving or becoming eligible to receive a return 

of “principal.” 

 They also knew that sales agents were continuing to use Stoel Rives’ name and 

the names of its lawyers to confirm the purported legitimacy of Tri-Med’s “investment 

program.”  In fact, at least three investors contacted Stoel Rives beginning in June 2013 to 

discuss their potential investments in Tri-Med.  Despite the Stoel Rives Memo it authored in 

December 2012, which advised that Tri-Med securities should no longer be sold, Stoel Rives 

and Johnson knew the Insiders disregarded their advice and were continuing to sell Tri-Med 

securities in violation of Florida and federal laws.  Stoel Rives and Johnson took no action to 
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stop that practice, nor did they cease the representation or disclose the ongoing criminal 

conduct. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson received a call from Mr. Jonathan Winson in or about 

June 2013.  According to Johnson’s handwritten notes, he had certain questions about Tri-

Med, including the interest rate on the investment and that the money will be held in trust by 

a law firm.  After contacting Stoel Rives, Mr. Winson invested $10,000 with Tri-Med in July 

2013 and lost it all, except for $342 which was returned to him as “interest” payments.  Johnson 

did not seek any information from Mr. Winson about his interest in Tri-Med, including any 

representations or documentation that may have been provided to him. 

 Johnson received another call from another potential investor, Frank Yanacek, 

on September 9, 2013, wherein the investor said he was “considering investing” and requested 

she “provide him more information about Tri Med and the investment….”  Johnson did not 

speak with this investor; rather, she referred the investor to Anderson – a man with an 

outstanding felony arrest warrant whom Johnson and Stoel Rives knew had raised money from 

Tri-Med investors through fraud and other violations of laws and was continuing to violate the 

law by both unlawfully selling securities and diverting investors’ money for unauthorized 

purposes, including personal investments.  Johnson did not seek any information from Mr. 

Yanacek about his interest in Tri-Med, including any representations or documentation that 

may have been provided to him. 

 On September 12, 2013, just three days later, Johnson spoke with another 

prospective investor, Plaintiff Waters, who was referred to her by a Tri-Med sales agent, about 

an investment in Tri-Med.  According to Johnson, Plaintiff Waters “wanted to know what 
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advice I was providing to Tri Med to protect the investors….”  Johnson, however, failed to 

disclose to Plaintiff Waters any of the securities violations, including fraud, outlined in the 

Stoel Rives Memo, or even to simply inform him that Tri-Med should not be offering or selling 

securities because it was doing so illegally.  Johnson also did not seek any information from 

Plaintiff Waters about his interest in Tri-Med, including any representations or documentation 

that may have been provided to him. 

 Instead, Johnson told Plaintiff Waters that she would speak with the principals 

of Tri-Med, whom she knew had defrauded investors like Plaintiff Waters and were continuing 

to unlawfully solicit and sell securities to investors, so that they could contact him directly.  

Plaintiff Waters ultimately invested with Tri-Med the following month.  He lost approximately 

97% of his initial investment. 

 In January 2014, Anderson contacted Stoel Rives and Johnson about creating a 

“rollover” contract because investors were approaching their respective 2-year anniversary of 

their original investments.  Anderson advised Johnson that many of the investors would like to 

keep investing in Tri-Med and “rollover” their investments for another 2 years.  Thus, Stoel 

Rives and Johnson knew that Anderson was continuing to communicate with investors about 

investing in Tri-Med again.  They also knew that although those investors were solicited 

unlawfully and through material misrepresentations and omissions, and that Anderson had 

done nothing to rectify those problems and was still in control of their fraudulently- and 

otherwise unlawfully-obtained money. 
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 In response, Johnson informed Anderson that he should complete the PPM, 

which Stoel Rives began drafting approximately 13 months earlier, and follow the advice in 

the Stoel Rives Memo to run the investments as a fund. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knew Tri-Med was continuing to sell securities in 

violation of laws and despite the recommendations in the Stoel Rives Memo.  Despite this 

knowledge, Stoel Rives and Johnson did not take any action in the best interests of Tri-Med, 

including but not limited to, withdrawing from or declining representation; disclosing the 

ongoing fraud to the highest authority in the company and/or innocent officers of the company, 

including its Chief Information Officer, Ravi Patel; or disclosing the ongoing fraud to in 

investors, regulators, or law enforcement.  To the contrary, Stoel Rives continued to represent 

Tri-Med, to provide legal services to Insiders and entities associated with Anderson, and to be 

knowingly paid for such services with defrauded investors’ money until no sooner than the 

Receiver’s appointment in March 2014. 

 The Insiders touted their relationships with Defendants and other professionals 

to investors to assure the investors that Tri-Med’s “investment program” was safe and that their 

money was protected by prominent attorneys and accountants.  For example, in their “2012 

Investors Newsletter,” the Insiders wrote in reference to Stoel Rives, “We now retain a new 

nationwide law firm with over 400 attorneys across the country.  We have lots of lawyers in 

lots of states, that equals lots of safety checks from lots of folks, but that’s ok with us!” 

 Defendants knew that the Insiders and sales agents were using their names and 

professional reputations to foster their fraudulent scheme.  By lending their imprimaturs and 
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professional reputations to Tri-Med’s scheme, Defendants helped the Insiders steal millions of 

dollars from over 300 investors. 

Corces Firm’s And Corces’ Knowledge Of Unlawful Conduct 

 On or about April 5, 2013, Tri-Med retained Corces and the Corces Firm to 

serve as an escrow agent.  The parties executed an Escrow Agreement, which is attached hereto 

as Exhibit A. 

 The Escrow Agreement provides that Tri-Med “has received, and anticipates 

receiving in the future, funds from investors and/or lenders which the Company will use to 

finance certain medical procedures and surgeries,” and that Corces and the Corces Firm would 

take custody of money received from “investors and/or lenders.”4  It further provides that Tri-

Med “will receive payment from certain medical providers for the funding of medical 

procedures and surgeries,” and that Tri-Med “desires that the repayments received from 

medical providers not be comingled with other Company funds.”  Corces and the Corces Firm 

knew the money they would receive relating to Tri-Med was funds received from investors in 

the “investment program.” 

 Corces and the Corces Firm’s Escrow Agreement required Corces to obtain 

written evidence from Anderson or Nicholas III in connection with each disbursement that 

“will enable the Escrow Agent to attribute the disbursement to a particular investor and/or 

                                                 
4  The terms “investors” and “lenders” as used in the Escrow Agreement are 
interchangeable and refer to the same individuals – Tri-Med investors – since investments in 
the “investment program” were in the form of a loan. 
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lender, or the funding of a particular medical procedure.”  Corces and the Corces Firm did not 

have discretion to distribute funds held in the escrow account. 

 Despite only having the authority to distribute funds to investors or to fund 

medical procedures, at the direction of a Tri-Med principal, Corces issued five checks from the 

escrow account to Tim Patrick Enterprises between August 2013 and December 2013 for 

purported professional services Tim Patrick (“Patrick”) provided to Tri-Med.  Patrick, a 

suspended attorney during the relevant time, was employed by Tri-Med as a “risk management 

officer,” which required him to, among other things, purportedly evaluate and negotiate the 

proposed LOPs to be purchased on behalf of Tri-Med with investor funds, and he played an 

integral part in the scheme to defraud investors, including by approving and executing 

fraudulent Assignment Of Interest Certificates that were sent to investors.  Corces, however, 

knew that Tim Patrick Enterprises was not an investor or provider of medical services and that 

Tri-Med principals were willing to transfer money received from investors or generated from 

the sale of LOPs purchased with investors’ money to improper recipients.  In total, Corces and 

his firm paid Tim Patrick Enterprises $37,000 for its purported services. 

 In addition, Corces used the escrow account to improperly pay the Corces Firm 

for its purported role as Escrow Agent again at the direction of a Tri-Med principal.  On 

October 23, 2013, Corces issued a check from the escrow account to Charles Corces, P.A., for 

$4,737.50.  The Corces Firm was not paid from Tri-Med’s operating account, but rather from 

funds that Corces and the Corces Firm knew were earmarked for investors or to fund medical 

procedures.  As a result, once again Corces and the Corces Firm knew that principals of Tri-

Med were willing to transfer investors’ money to improper recipients. 
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 Corces and his firm did not receive any written evidence from Anderson or 

Nicholas III that would “enable the Escrow Agent to attribute the disbursement to a particular 

investor and/or lender, or the funding of a particular medical procedure” in connection with 

the disbursements to Charles Corces, P.A., and Tim Patrick Enterprises, yet they nevertheless 

made those disbursements, which were part of and furthered the fraudulent scheme. 

 Corces and his firm knew it was improper to use the funds held in escrow to 

pay Charles Corces, P.A., and Tim Patrick Enterprises and that Tri-Med principals were willing 

to engage in such misconduct. 

 Indeed, on November 25, 2013, Corces sent an email to Anderson, which stated: 

I must admit I am more than a little concerned with the activity and status of 
the Tri-Med Escrow Account over which I am operating pursuant to the 
provisions of an Escrow Agreement.  Some time ago you represented to me that 
I should pay certain of Tim Patrick’s invoices, as well as mine out of the escrow 
account, as opposed to being paid out of Tri-Med’s operating account.  It was 
represented to me that this was due to Anthony Nicholas being hospitalized and 
he not being able to manually issue the checks.  As I referenced, this was some 
time age (sic).  As of today, there has been no activity in the escrow account 
(save and except the checks to Tim and I) for some months.  There have been 
no presentation of checks for deposit, or checks to distribute….  Now, I am 
presented with a request to issue a check to Tim Patrick for $11,000, against 
out of the escrow account.  At this rate the escrow account will be depleted and 
presumably someone will be left to do much explaining to someone. 

 Almost a month later, on December 23, 2013, Anderson requested Corces 

improperly pay Patrick another $11,000 from the escrow account.  Instead of using Nicholas 

being hospitalized as an excuse, this time Anderson told Corces that Nicholas was now “in 

Spain and has been for a month.”  Corces and his firm elected to make this improper payment 

to Tim Patrick Enterprises from the escrow account on or about December 27, 2013, which 

was part of and furthered the fraudulent scheme, even though they knew this was improper. 
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 As noted above, Corces had serious concerns about the lack of activity in the 

escrow account and the disbursements he and his firm were being asked to make.  The money 

Corces and the Corces Firm obtained and held in escrow was supposed to originate from 

investors and should have been distributed exclusively either to investors to repay their 

principal investment or to medical services providers to buy LOPs.  Instead of receiving 

instructions and transferring the money to investors or medical services providers, however, 

Corces and the Corces Firm continued to hold approximately $200,000.  The escrow account 

maintained a balance of between $140,000 and $265,000 during the time Corces and the 

Corces Firm served as Escrow Agent.  The Insiders, with Corces and his firm’s assistance, 

used some of these funds for improper purposes as part of their fraudulent scheme. 

 Approximately $10 million was raised from investors on behalf of Tri-Med 

after Corces and his firm agreed to become its escrow agent.  Corces and his firm knew of 

Anderson’s improper and unlawful conduct as a result of the lack of activity in the escrow 

account and the instructions to improperly use money that was supposed to be held in escrow 

for investors. 

DEFENDANTS KNOWINGLY ASSISTED INSIDERS WITH 
VIOLATIONS OF THE LAW AND ONGOING CRIMINAL CONDUCT 

 Defendants knowingly assisted the Insiders with their fraud, breaches of 

fiduciary duty, conversion of Tri-Med’s assets, and other unlawful conduct in at least nine 

different ways, and that assistance furthered the fraudulent scheme.  In return for that 

assistance, Stoel Rives and Johnson accepted approximately $200,000 in legal fees, all of 

which they knew originated from investors that were defrauded and otherwise solicited and 

sold securities unlawfully.  Indeed, all of these legal fees were paid to Stoel Rives and Johnson 
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by Tri-Med even though some of them were incurred for services provided to Insiders and 

other entities controlled by Anderson that Stoel Rives and Johnson knew had nothing to do 

with Tri-Med’s business. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actions are particularly remarkable because they 

knew Anderson and other Insiders had already defrauded investors and otherwise solicited and 

sold them securities unlawfully and that they were continuing to do so even after the Stoel 

Rives Memo recommended that they stop, and Stoel Rives and Johnson aided and abetted their 

commission of additional unlawful acts. 

 As alleged herein, Corces and his firm made improper payments to themselves 

and to Tim Patrick Enterprises from money Corces was supposed to be holding in escrow for 

investors.  As such, he directly participated in the Insiders’ fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, and 

conversion.  Similarly, in return for their assistance, Corces and the Corces Firm received over 

$15,000 in fees. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders In 
Hiding Their Commission Of Fraud And Other Securities Laws Violations 

 After learning of their unlawful conduct no later than December 7, 2012, Stoel 

Rives and Johnson recommended that the principals of Tri-Med change the manner in which 

they raise money from investors.  Stoel Rives and Johnson recommended, among other things, 

that the principals adopt an investment fund model so that future purchasers of Monthly 

Income Agreements would invest by buying “Notes” from an investment fund with a fixed 

dollar amount, and the investors’ funds then would be used to purchase a portfolio of LOPs. 

 They also recommended that each prospective investor be provided with a 

detailed PPM describing Tri-Med’s operations and business model, including all risks 
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associated with that business and with investments through Monthly Income Agreements, and 

other information that needed to be disclosed to prospective investors to comply with securities 

laws. 

 On December 14, 2012, Stoel Rives began preparing a PPM which had 

prospective investors purchasing “Notes” through Tri-Med Funding, LLC – not through Tri-

Med.  Although the nature of the investments underlying Tri-Med and the Fund were identical 

and involved the same exact individuals, the PPM for the Fund did not make any mention of, 

among other things, the past violations of securities and other laws, including the anti-fraud 

provisions, by Insiders or the outstanding liability Tri-Med and its principals faced from prior 

investors and regulators.  The PPM also omitted to disclose other material information, 

including that Anderson was a fugitive with an outstanding arrest warrant in Florida for felony 

larceny charges, that Nicholas Jr. had filed two personal bankruptcies, and that Eric Ager had 

previously been associated with a fraudulent scheme. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson recommended and drafted the means by which they 

could continue with their crimes and fraud.  The new structure Stoel Rives and Johnson created 

allowed the Insiders to keep their prior unlawful conduct hidden from the public, investors, 

regulators, and law enforcement.  It enabled them to continue to operate and use the millions 

of dollars previously raised unlawfully on behalf of Tri-Med.  Stoel Rives decided to prepare 

the PPM for the Fund without simultaneously, or first, requiring Tri-Med to conduct a 

rescission offer to its prior investors or to disclose the violations to prior investors or regulators 

so that Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s client, Tri-Med, could come into compliance with the law 

and remedy the Insiders’ past unlawful conduct on behalf of Tri-Med. 
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 In fact, the omission of disclosure of prior securities laws violations, which 

would be indisputably material to a reasonable person’s investment decision, constitutes yet 

another layer of securities fraud in the “investment program” that was offered through Tri-

Med.  Stoel Rives and Johnson drafted the PPM specifically so that Insiders could continue 

their “investment program” and raise additional money from investors, and Stoel Rives and 

Johnson intentionally omitted from the PPM any disclosure of past violations of law of which 

they were aware.  The PPM was used by Insiders and other sales agents to solicit investors for 

the “investment program” as part of the structured and uniform marketing plan and it was 

shown to prospective investors who subsequently invested with Tri-Med.  Stoel Rives knew 

or was reckless in not knowing that the PPM would be used, and was indeed being used, by 

Insiders and sales agents to solicit investors into the “investment program.” 

 The PPM also did nothing to rectify any of the past violations of laws that Stoel 

Rives and Johnson knew had already been committed on behalf of Tri-Med and thus did 

nothing for any of the investors who Stoel Rives and Johnson knew already had been defrauded 

and otherwise solicited unlawfully. 

 Although Stoel Rives and Johnson (a) knew the Insiders had already committed 

fraud and other securities laws violations through Tri-Med and were continuing to solicit 

investors unlawfully despite the Stoel Rives Memo’s recommendation that solicitations should 

be stopped and (b) worked on a PPM over the course of more than one year, Stoel Rives and 

Johnson performed no or inadequate due diligence on the Insiders and their past and ongoing 

fraud and other unlawful conduct.  Had they performed adequate due diligence, they would 

have learned a wealth of additional material information that was not disclosed to prospective 
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investors before they invested, including Anderson’s status as a fugitive, that Insiders were 

hiding Nicholas Jr.’s association with Tri-Med from the public, that Nicholas Jr. had filed for 

personal bankruptcy protection in 2001 and again in March 2013, and that Eric Ager had 

previously been associated with another fraudulent scheme. 

 As such, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and substantially assisted Insiders 

with continuing to defraud investors and prospective investors through their advice and 

recommendations and preparation of a PPM which omitted material information and was used 

by Insiders and sales agents to solicit investors. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders To 
Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med Assets Through Balance Restaurant Group. 

 In January 2013, not long after Stoel Rives and Johnson learned of Anderson’s 

and other Insiders’ numerous securities violations, including fraud, in raising money through 

the “investment program,” Stoel Rives and Johnson nevertheless agreed to also represent 

Anderson in connection with a personal investment in a now-defunct restaurant in Alpharetta, 

Georgia, called Kickshaw Japanese Style Tavern through an entity named Balance Restaurant 

Group, LLC (the “Balance Group”).  While Stoel Rives identified its client as Balance 

Restaurant, LLC, on its records, Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actual client was Anderson. 

 On or about January 22, 2013, Anderson caused Tri-Med to send Stoel Rives a 

$10,000 check which explicitly allocated $2,500 as a retainer for “Balance Restaurant.”  

Indeed, Stoel Rives’ Client Trust Fund Form listed “Tri-Med Corporation/Jeremy Anderson” 

as the payor of the $2,500 retainer for the Balance Restaurant work.  Johnson accepted the 

representation and retainer on behalf of herself and Stoel Rives. 
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 Immediately following its retention by Anderson for the Balance Restaurant 

matter, Stoel Rives reviewed and revised the Balance Group’s operating agreement, which 

provided that Anderson would personally own 49% of the company.  Anderson ultimately 

received 4,900 membership interests in the Balance Group in exchange for a capital 

contribution of $980.  As alleged in more detail below, Anderson misappropriated that and 

other money from Tri-Med through Balance Group. 

 Between January and July 3, 2013, Stoel Rives prepared a senior secured 

promissory note for Anderson in connection with a purported $199,020 “loan” (at 8% annual 

interest) from Anderson to the Balance Group.  Stoel Rives also prepared a security agreement, 

which gave Anderson a security interest and lien in the Balance Group’s collateral, and it 

prepared and filed a UCC-1 financing statement to perfect that security interest.  Stoel Rives 

revised the operating agreement to reflect this loan and Anderson’s security interest.  Stoel 

Rives also prepared an inter-creditor agreement between Anderson and the Balance Group’s 

other owners. 

 On August 13, 2013, Anderson wired $250,000 from Tri-Med’s operating 

account (ending in 0065) at Wells Fargo Bank to the Balance Group’s account (ending in 1804) 

at Bank of America.  The next day, the Balance Group transferred $50,000 of that amount to 

Interventional Pain Center – another entity controlled by Anderson – leaving the Balance 

Group with a total of $200,000 from Tri-Med.  Of that amount, $199,020 funded the purported 

loan from Anderson, and the remaining $980 funded Anderson’s capital contribution to acquire 

his 4,900 membership interests. 
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 On February 19, 2014, Anderson transferred an additional $50,000 to the 

Balance Group through a check he wrote from a second Tri-Med account (ending in 0107) at 

Wells Fargo Bank. 

 In addition to the initial retainer of $2,500, on or about May 10, 2013, 

September 10, 2013, and December 2, 2013, Tri-Med paid $4,682.23, $3,412.50, and 

$8,603.11, respectively, to Stoel Rives for the legal services it and Johnson provided to 

Anderson in connection with the Balance Group.  Stoel Rives and Johnson accepted the 

representation, retainer, and fee payments even though they knew (a) the money came from 

Tri-Med and Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully from investors; (b) Tri-Med’s sole 

business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to invest in restaurants; (c) Tri-Med’s investors 

were never told their money would be used to fund a restaurant or to pay legal fees for 

Anderson or any other person or entity; and (d) Tri-Med stood to receive no benefit whatsoever 

from Anderson’s investment in the Balance Group.  Neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised 

Tri-Med to disclose these matters to investors or anyone else, and they also did not disclose 

these matters to investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone else. 

 As such, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and substantially assisted 

Anderson with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and its investors’ money through 

Balance Group and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson received in 

connection with Anderson’s personal dealings with Balance Group. 

Defendants Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders To Convert 
And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through The SIP Entities. 

 In April 2013, a $450,000 loan was made from Tri-Med to Spine Injury 

Physicians, LLC (“SIP”), and related entities, including Wellness Worx Center, PLLC 
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(“Wellness Worx”), and Visum Management, LLC (“Visum”) (collectively, the “SIP 

Entities”).  Insiders also caused Tri-Med to purchase approximately $80,000 of medical 

equipment for the SIP Entities.  Insiders used money from Tri-Med investors to fund the loan 

and equipment they gave the SIP Entities even though they never disclosed it to investors. 

 Corces initially drafted the promissory note and security agreements for the loan 

to the SIP Entities.  Anderson then sent those documents to Stoel Rives to revise and draft.  

Stoel Rives also prepared and filed a UCC-1 financing statement to perfect Tri-Med’s security 

interest in the SIP Entities’ collateral. 

 Defendants did this even though they knew (a) the money came from Tri-Med 

and Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully, including by defrauding its investors; (b) 

Tri-Med’s sole business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to loan money to any clinic or 

to purchase equipment for it; and (c) Tri-Med’s investors were never told their money would 

be used to fund a loan to a clinic, to buy equipment for that clinic, or to pay legal fees for 

Anderson or any other person or entity.  Nevertheless, Defendants performed this work and 

thus aided and abetted these undisclosed diversions of Tri-Med’s and investors’ money.  

Notably, the SIP Entities filed for bankruptcy in January 2014 and Stoel Rives represented Tri-

Med in connection with those proceedings, yet investors were never told of this material event 

either. 

 Tri-Med also purchased some actual LOPs from the SIP Entities.  In June 2013, 

however, Stoel Rives and Johnson learned that the SIP Entities had sold the same LOPs twice, 

to both Tri-Med and a third party.  As such, Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that representations 

to investors with respect to those LOPs (for example, that the LOPs were “AN 
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INDISPUTABLE LIEN UPON THE INDIVIDUAL CASE IT REPRESENTS” (original 

emphasis) and were “secured,” “guaranteed,” “backed,” and/or “paid” by major insurance 

companies) were false, but neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to disclose these 

misrepresentations or that Tri-Med had purchased double-sold (and therefore potentially 

worthless LOPs) to investors or anyone else, and they also did not disclose these matters to 

investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone else.  They also never advised Tri-Med to 

correct the misrepresentations. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Defendants knowingly and substantially 

assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ money 

through the SIP Entities and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson received 

in connection with matters involving the SIP Entities. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders 
To Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through United Medical. 

 In April 2013, Anderson approached Stoel Rives and Johnson about making a 

$1,000,000 loan from Tri-Med to an entity called M.A.I. Spine Center, P.A. d/b/a United 

Medical (“United Medical”), for the purchase of an MRI scanner and C-Arm. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson advised and counseled Insiders regarding the loan and 

drafted the loan’s promissory note and security agreement.  They also prepared and filed a 

UCC-1 financing statement to perfect Tri-Med’s security interest in the collateral.  Later, they 

prepared an amended and restated note and security agreement, which reflected renegotiated 

terms. 

 Per the terms of the agreement, which was executed in May 2013, Insiders 

caused Tri-Med to pay $100,000 directly to Siemens on or about June 4, 2013, so it could 

Case 8:16-cv-01133-CEH-JSS   Document 49   Filed 02/07/17   Page 48 of 79 PageID 992



49 

commence construction of an MRI scanner and C-Arm.  The remaining $900,000 was to be 

paid by Tri-Med upon notice that Siemens had completed the construction. 

 Siemens, however, did not complete construction of the medical equipment.  In 

September 2014, six months after the OFR Proceeding was initiated and the fraudulent scheme 

prominently exposed to the public, Siemens returned the $100,000 to Anderson by a check 

made payable to Tri-Med Management instead of to Tri-Med. 

 On September 7, 2014, Anderson, on behalf of Tri-Med Management, approved 

various written resolutions, including the resignation of Laurie W. Huotari, a Stoel Rives 

attorney, as incorporator of Tri-Med Management, the election of Chad Hill (“Hill”) as an 

officer, and authority to open a bank account.  The written resolutions contained a document 

identifier showing it was prepared by Stoel Rives on behalf of Tri-Med Management.  After 

preparation of the written resolutions, Anderson delivered the $100,000 check to Hill who 

deposited the money into an account for the benefit of Tri-Med Management.  Anderson then 

further diverted, misappropriated, and converted that money rightfully belonging to Tri-Med 

by transferring the money from Tri-Med Management to himself and other entities he 

controlled, including Interventional Pain Center, in an effort to bypass the asset freeze imposed 

in the OFR Proceeding. 

 Again, Stoel Rives and Johnson knew (a) the money came from Tri-Med and 

Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully, including by defrauding its investors; (b) Tri-

Med’s sole business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to loan money for the purchase of 

medical equipment; and (c) Tri-Med’s investors were never told their money would be used to 

fund a loan to buy medical equipment.  Neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to 
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disclose these matters to investors or anyone else, and they also did not disclose these matters 

to investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 

money through United Medical and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson 

received in connection with matters involving United Medical, which was part of and furthered 

the fraudulent scheme. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders To 
Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through GP-13 Enterprises. 

 In April 2013, Anderson caused Tri-Med to enter into a joint venture agreement 

with GP-13 Enterprises, PLLC (“GP-13”), to purchase and renovate homes in Florida to try to 

resell them at a profit.  Anderson funded the joint venture with more than $574,000 he diverted 

and misappropriated from Tri-Med and its investors.  Although GP-13 did not contribute any 

capital to the joint venture, according to the joint venture agreement, it was entitled to split any 

profits equally with Tri-Med.  The joint venture used the Tri-Med money to buy three homes. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson became aware of the joint venture no later than June 

2013 when they began providing counsel, advice, and assistance to Anderson on efforts on 

behalf of Tri-Med to purchase and sell homes.  Specifically, Johnson analyzed the joint venture 

agreement, conducted legal research, and participated in real estate closings. 

 For payment of these legal services, Stoel Rives and Johnson received and 

accepted money from Tri-Med.  As such, Stoel Rives and Johnson accepted the representation 

and payment on behalf of herself and Stoel Rives even though she and the firm knew (a) the 

money came from Tri-Med and Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully, including by 
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defrauding its investors; (b) Tri-Med’s sole business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to 

invest in real estate; and (c) Tri-Med’s investors were never told their money would be 

transferred to a joint venture or used to invest in real estate.  Neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson 

advised Tri-Med to disclose these matters to investors or anyone else, and they also did not 

disclose these matters to investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 

money through the joint venture with GP-13 and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives 

and Johnson received in connection with matters involving this joint venture, which was part 

of and furthered the fraudulent scheme. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders To 
Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through Spine Pain Management, Inc. 

 In June 2012, Insiders caused Tri-Med to loan $500,000 to Spine Pain 

Management, Inc. (“SPIN”), through a 12% convertible promissory note with a maturity date 

of March 27, 2014.  In early 2014, Insiders caused Tri-Med to enter into an amended 12% 

convertible promissory note with SPIN, which extended the maturity date of the loan to March 

27, 2015. 

 At the time of the loan, Tri-Med had raised almost $3 million from investors 

which, as previously alleged, was based upon representations that investors’ money would be 

used to purchase LOPs.  Instead, Insiders used some of that money to fund the $500,000 loan 

to SPIN. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson learned about this transaction and provided legal 

advice to Anderson relating to it even though they knew (a) the money used was from Tri-Med 
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and Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully, including by defrauding its investors; (b) 

Tri-Med’s sole business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to loan money to other 

companies; and (c) Tri-Med’s investors were never told their money would be lent to another 

company.  Neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to disclose these matters to 

investors or anyone else, and they also did not disclose these matters to investors, regulators, 

law enforcement, or anyone else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 

money through the loan to SPIN and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson 

received in connection with matters involving SPIN, which was part of and furthered the 

fraudulent scheme. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Insiders To 
Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through Tri-Med Management. 

 As previously alleged, Anderson owned and controlled an entity called Tri-Med 

Management, and he used Tri-Med Management’s bank accounts as his personal accounts.  

Despite the similarities in name, Tri-Med Management did not have any legitimate business 

relationship with Tri-Med.  While Tri-Med Management purportedly operated certain pain 

clinics Anderson controlled in Minnesota, investor funds transferred from Tri-Med to Tri-Med 

Management were the primary source of the latter’s revenue. 

 For example, on December 6, 2012, March 20, 2013, and April 25, 2013, 

Anderson caused Tri-Med to issue three checks totaling $350,000 made payable to Dr. Paul 

Williams, individually, purportedly to buy ten assignments of medical receivables.  Dr. 

Williams was a partner of Anderson’s in a few pain clinics in Minnesota.  These receivables, 
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however, did not exist and the assignments were forged by Anderson as a vehicle to enable 

him to divert, misappropriate, and convert Tri-Med’s assets.  Dr. Williams deposited the 

$350,000 in an account at Associated Bank and then immediately transferred that same exact 

amount to Tri-Med Management.  Anderson, his entities other than Tri-Med, and Dr. Williams 

used that stolen money for improper purposes. 

 Anderson also caused Tri-Med to transfer approximately $150,000 directly to 

Tri-Med Management for a variety of improper purposes, including to pay expenses incurred 

by Tri-Med Management.  Again, Stoel Rives knew that Anderson used Tri-Med funds for his 

other entities, including Tri-Med Management. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also had actual knowledge that Anderson and Dr. 

Williams were misappropriating and diverting money from Tri-Med Management for their 

own personal benefit.  For example, on August 14, 2013, Dr. Williams sent an email to 

Anderson, copying Johnson, stating that he had “borrowed” money from Tri-Med Management 

to make improvements to his home.  Dr. Williams wrote, “I wanted to follow up with you one 

more time regarding the home improvements on the house.  As we discussed on multiple 

occasions you agreed to let me take a loan from the Tri-Med account for some home 

improvement projects (just like you were planning on doing for your homes in Florida and 

Minneapolis.).”  Dr. Williams wrote that he stopped the renovations because it “wasn’t the best 

business decision since you had not started your home improvement projects….” 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that the money given to Dr. Williams for home 

improvements constituted fraud on Tri-Med Management.  In her own handwritten notes, 

Johnson wrote: “Tri - Fraud on Co … home improvements on home.”  Stoel Rives also knew 
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that a portion of Tri-Med Management’s funding originated from Tri-Med.  Stoel Rives and 

Johnson, however, continued to represent Tri-Med, Anderson, Tri-Med Management, and 

other Insiders and entities associated with Anderson despite their knowledge of Anderson’s 

ongoing violations of law.  Indeed, instead of withdrawing from representing Anderson, Tri-

Med, Tri-Med Management, or any other person or entity associated with the fraudulent 

scheme, or disclosing the ongoing criminal conduct, Johnson and Anderson discussed how to 

best respond to Dr. Williams. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also created, counseled, and provided legal services to 

Anderson in connection with JA Management, LLC (“JA Management”), which was to be 

the successor to Tri-Med Management.  Tri-Med paid some or all of the fees to Stoel Rives in 

order to create JA Management. 

 As already alleged, Stoel Rives and Johnson counseled and provided legal 

services to Anderson in connection with Tri-Med Management and JA Management.  For those 

services, Stoel Rives and Johnson accepted payment from Tri-Med even though they knew (a) 

the money used to pay those fees was from Tri-Med and Tri-Med’s money had been raised 

unlawfully, including by defrauding its investors and (b) Tri-Med’s investors were never told 

their money would be used to pay the legal fees of other companies controlled by Anderson.  

Neither Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to disclose these matters to investors or 

anyone else, and they also did not disclose these matters to investors, regulators, law 

enforcement, or anyone else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 
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money through Tri-Med Management and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and 

Johnson received in connection with matters involving Tri-Med Management, which was part 

of and furthered the fraudulent scheme. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Knowingly And Substantially Assisted Anderson 
To Convert And Misappropriate Tri-Med’s Assets Through JRAM, LLC. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson assisted Anderson to create JRAM, LLC (“JRAM”), 

in May 2013.  JRAM is controlled by Anderson, although the owner of record is his longtime 

live-in girlfriend, Holly Kwon. 

 Anderson used JRAM in connection with the fraudulent scheme.  First, 

Anderson diverted, misappropriated, and converted $10,000 from Tri-Med to make a capital 

contribution to JRAM.  He also used $100,000 from Tri-Med as an investment in JRAM.  

Moreover, on or about December 20, 2013, Tri-Med purportedly purchased an “LOP” from 

JRAM for $45,004.42.  In return, JRAM purportedly assigned Tri-Med “receivables” worth 

$150,014.73.  According to the fabricated receivable, medical services were provided by 

JRAM for a patient named “Stoel Rives.”  But JRAM was not a medical services provider and 

“Stoel Rives” was not a real patient, and it did not incur charges of over $150,000.  Rather, the 

Insiders fabricated an LOP to try to hide their unlawful transfer of $45,004.42 from Tri-Med 

to JRAM. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson counseled and provided legal services to Anderson in 

connection with JRAM.  Stoel Rives and Johnson accepted payment from Tri-Med for services 

they provided to Anderson in connection with JRAM even though they knew (a) the money 

used to pay those fees was from Tri-Med and Tri-Med’s money had been raised unlawfully, 

including by defrauding its investors, and (b) Tri-Med’s investors were never told their money 
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would be used to pay the legal fees of other companies controlled by Anderson.  Neither Stoel 

Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to disclose these matters to investors or anyone else, and 

they also did not disclose these matters to investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone 

else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 

money through JRAM and through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson received in 

connection with matters involving JRAM, which was part of and furthered the fraudulent 

scheme. 

Stoel Rives And Johnson Charged Tri-Med For Legal Services That Had 
Nothing To Do With Tri-Med’s Business As Represented To Investors. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also conducted due diligence for Anderson on other 

purported investment opportunities, including Bedloo, LLC (“Bedloo”), and Back2Sleep, LLC 

(“Back2Sleep”).  With respect to Bedloo, Stoel Rives and Johnson conducted extensive due 

diligence on the company in October 2013, including into whether Bedloo was complying with 

state and federal securities laws.  Stoel Rives also reviewed a note and subscription agreement 

for Back2Sleep in December 2013 on Anderson’s behalf. 

 While neither Tri-Med nor Anderson invested in Bedloo or Back2Sleep, Stoel 

Rives received fees from Tri-Med for conducting this due diligence and otherwise providing 

to Anderson legal services in connection with Bedloo and Back2Sleep.  Stoel Rives and 

Johnson should never have provided these services in the first place as they knew Tri-Med 

investors were never informed their money would be used to invest in other companies.  In 

fact, Stoel Rives and Johnson should not have provided these services or accepted payment for 
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them from Tri-Med because they knew (a) the money used was from Tri-Med and Tri-Med’s 

money had been raised unlawfully, including by defrauding its investors; (b) Tri-Med’s sole 

business purpose was to acquire LOPs and not to invest in other companies; and (c) Tri-Med’s 

investors were never told their money would be used to invest in other companies.  Neither 

Stoel Rives nor Johnson advised Tri-Med to disclose these matters to investors or anyone else, 

and they also did not disclose these matters to investors, regulators, law enforcement, or anyone 

else. 

 Through these actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly and 

substantially assisted Insiders with converting and misappropriating Tri-Med’s and investors’ 

money through payment of legal fees Stoel Rives and Johnson received in connection with 

matters involving Bedloo and Back2Sleep, which was part of and furthered the fraudulent 

scheme. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s multiple representations of Tri-Med, Anderson, 

Balance Restaurant, Tri-Med Management, JA Management, JRAM, and other Insiders 

created a conflict of interest for Stoel Rives and Johnson.  They were simultaneously 

representing an entity they knew had been used by the Insiders in violation of securities laws, 

including anti-fraud provisions, and had been defrauded and looted; individuals using the entity 

in violation of state and federal securities laws and doing the looting; and numerous companies 

into which those individuals diverted Tri-Med and investor funds.  Anderson could not waive 

any such conflict under the pertinent Rules of Professional Conduct.  Indeed, public records 

showed Anderson resigned as a director and officer of Tri-Med shortly after it was formed, so 
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according to those records, Anderson had no authority to act on behalf of Tri-Med or, at 

minimum, they raised questions about his authority. 

CLASS REPRESENTATION ALLEGATIONS 

 Numerosity.  As previously alleged, the Named Investors assert claims on 

behalf of themselves and of a class of similarly situated investors, excluding the principals of 

Tri-Med and Tri-Med Associates, Inc., sales agents, and their related family members.  Joinder 

of all class members is impracticable given pertinent considerations, including the size of the 

class, the nature and size of the pertinent claims, the locations of the class members, judicial 

economy, inconvenience to the parties, and the class members’ abilities to bring individual 

suits.  Most importantly, the proposed class consists of over 300 Tri-Med investors.  The class 

has also suffered substantial losses expected to exceed $10 million (before the calculation of 

interest) as a result of Defendants’ unlawful conduct as alleged in this complaint and their 

facilitation of the Tri-Med scheme.  While approximately 89% of the investors were citizens 

of Florida when the Receiver filed the initial complaint in this matter, those investors are 

located throughout the state, and at least 11% of the potential class members live in other states.  

As such, centralized resolution of the investors’ clams on a class-wide basis promotes judicial 

economy and will not inconvenience the parties.  Finally, many of the proposed class members 

are elderly and invested – and lost – tens if not hundreds of thousands in retirement funds in 

the Tri-Med scheme.  They lack the resources to pursue individual claims against the 

defendants. 
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 Commonality.  There are questions of law and/or fact common to the class that 

depend upon common contentions and are capable of classwide resolution, including but not 

limited to the following: 

 Whether the Insiders operated Tri-Med as a continuous, unified fraudulent 
scheme; 

 Whether Defendants knew of the scheme and/or unlawful conduct underlying 
or in furtherance of the scheme, such as the unlawful offer and sale of securities; 

 Whether Defendants actively participated in the scheme or substantially 
assisted Insiders to perpetrate the scheme by, for example, knowingly assisting 
with unlawful conduct underlying or in furtherance of the scheme, such as  
assisting with transactions through which Insiders diverted and converted 
investors’ money; 

 Whether Defendants should have terminated their association with Tri-Med 
and/or declined any additional representation; and  

 Whether Defendants lent their professional credibility and continued assistance 
to Insiders so that they could perpetrate and perpetuate the scheme. 

These legal and factual issues relate to Defendants’ knowledge of and participation in the 

scheme and/or in unlawful conduct underlying or in furtherance of the scheme, and they are 

thus common to all investors in the scheme and susceptible to resolution on a classwide basis. 

 Typicality.  The injuries suffered by the Named Investors are identical to the 

injuries suffered by the other proposed class members and arise from the same continuous 

course of fraudulent conduct – i.e., the fraudulent scheme perpetrated through Tri-Med.  The 

remedies sought by the Named Investors are also identical to the remedies sought by the other 

proposed class members – i.e., recovery of the funds lost in the scheme from the defendants 

plus any additional damages and punitive damages to which they are entitled.  The claims of 

the Named Investors, as proposed class representatives, are thus typical of the class claims, 
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and it is anticipated that Defendants will have defenses that are common to all class members 

as well. 

 Adequacy.  The Named Investors, as proposed class representatives, will fairly 

and adequately protect the interests of the class.  There are no known or anticipated conflicts 

of interest between the Named Investors and their counsel and the other class members.  

Proposed class counsel is an experienced litigator who has handled securities and class action 

matters.  Each of the Named Investors lost tens if not hundreds of thousands of dollars in the 

fraudulent scheme.  The Named Investors and their counsel thus have every incentive to 

prosecute this matter vigorously on behalf of the class. 

 Rule 23(b)(3).  Classwide resolution of investor claims is appropriate under 

Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3) because questions of law or fact common to the class members 

predominate over any questions affecting only individual members.  This Amended Complaint 

alleges a common course of conduct directed at investors during the entire time the Insiders 

operated Tri-Med as a fraudulent scheme.  Defendants aided, abetted, and concealed this 

conduct.  But for Defendants’ concealment and facilitation of that conduct, class members 

would have either rescinded their investments in Tri-Med or never invested in the first place.  

Because this dispute involves a single, unified scheme directed at investors spread throughout 

Florida and, in some instances, in other states, a class action is superior to other available 

methods for fairly and efficiently adjudicating the controversy. 

 This case meets the requirements of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23 for the 

reasons set forth above and is suitable for class treatment. 
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 All other conditions precedent to the bringing of this action have occurred or 

been satisfied or waived. 

COUNT I 

Receiver’s Florida Statutes § 726: Uniform Fraudulent Transfer Act Claim – 
Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver re-alleges each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 

through 16, 18 through 21, 31 through 36, 45 through 78, and 117 through 182 of this complaint 

as if set forth fully herein. 

 Because Insiders intentionally and wrongfully caused the transfer to Stoel Rives 

and/or Johnson of money from Tri-Med as identified in Exhibit B, and of any other asset 

transferred to them, under the circumstances alleged in this complaint, Tri-Med, through the 

Receiver, has a right to repayment of at least that amount from Stoel Rives and Johnson.  

Johnson is liable as a subsequent transferee, but it is currently not known how much of the 

money transferred to Stoel Rives was subsequently transferred to Johnson. 

 Because Insiders intentionally and wrongfully caused the transfer to the Corces 

Firm of money from Tri-Med as identified in Exhibit C, and any other asset transferred to the 

Corces Firm, under the circumstances alleged in this complaint, Tri-Med, through the 

Receiver, has a right to repayment of at least that amount from the Corces Firm.  Corces is 

liable as a subsequent transferee, but it is currently not known how much of the money 

transferred to the Corces Firm was subsequently transferred to Corces in his individual 

capacity. 

 In light of this right to repayment (and independently because Insiders’ conduct 

as alleged in this complaint with respect to Tri-Med amounted to embezzlement, breach of 
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fiduciary duty, fraud, and/or other violations of law), Tri-Med has a claim against Insiders and 

consequently is a creditor of Insiders under the Florida Uniform Fraudulent Transfer Act.  

Accordingly, Insiders are debtors under that act. 

 The transfers of money that Insiders caused Tri-Med to make to Defendants 

were inherently fraudulent because the transfers were made as part of the fraudulent scheme. 

 Those transfers were fraudulent under Florida Statutes § 726.105(1)(a) because 

Insiders caused Tri-Med to make the transfers with actual intent to hinder, delay, or defraud 

creditors of Insiders and Tri-Med. 

 Those transfers also were fraudulent under Florida Statutes § 726.105(1)(b) 

because: (1) Insiders caused Tri-Med to make those transfers; and (2) (i) Insiders and Tri-Med 

were engaged or were about to engage in a business or transaction for which their remaining 

assets were unreasonably small in relation to the business or transaction; or (ii) Insiders 

intended that they and/or Tri-Med incur, or believed or reasonably should have believed they 

would incur, debts beyond their ability to pay as they became due. 

 Those transfers also were fraudulent under Florida Statutes § 726.106(1) 

because neither Insiders nor Tri-Med received a reasonably equivalent value in exchange for 

those transfers to Defendants, and Insiders and Tri-Med were insolvent at all relevant times.  

Defendants also did not receive the transfers in good faith. 

 On behalf of Tri-Med, from which money was directly or indirectly transferred 

to Defendants, the Receiver is entitled to avoid and recover transfers equal to the money and 

other transfers that Insiders caused Tri-Med to pay to Defendants (and to any other pertinent 

remedy, including those available under Florida Statutes § 726.108). 
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WHEREFORE, the Receiver asks this Court to enter judgment against Defendants 

avoiding transfers from Tri-Med in the amount of money or other transfers or subsequent 

transfers received by Defendants, together with interest and costs, and for such other and 

further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 

COUNT II 

Receiver’s Unjust Enrichment Claim – Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver re-alleges each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 

through 16, 18 through 21, 31 through 36, and 45 through 182 of this complaint as if set forth 

fully herein. 

 This unjust enrichment claim is asserted in the alternative, in the event the 

statutory remedy asserted in Count I does not provide an adequate remedy at law. 

 Defendants received a benefit when in furtherance and during the course of the 

fraudulent scheme, Insiders wrongfully caused Tri-Med (as indicated in Exhibits B and C) to 

transfer money to Defendants in an amount equal to the money and any other transfers received 

by Defendants.  Defendants Johnson and Corces received money from Tri-Med through Stoel 

Rives and the Corces Firm, respectively. 

 Defendants knowingly and voluntarily accepted and retained a benefit in the 

form of that money. 

 The circumstances alleged in this complaint render Defendants’ retention of 

that benefit inequitable and unjust so Defendants must pay the Receiver, acting on behalf of 

Tri-Med, the value of the benefit received. 
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 Defendants have been unjustly enriched at the expense of Tri-Med in the 

amount of the transfers received by Defendants as detailed in Exhibits B and C (and also in the 

amount of any other transfers they received), and Tri-Med, through the Receiver, is entitled to 

judgment in those amounts. 

 The Receiver, on behalf of Tri-Med, is entitled to the return of that money 

through disgorgement or any other applicable remedy. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver asks this Court to enter judgment against Defendants in 

the amount of money Defendants received from Tri-Med, together with interest and costs, and 

for such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 

COUNT III 

Receiver’s Professional Negligence/Malpractice Claims – Against Stoel Rives & 
Johnson 

 The Receiver re-alleges each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 

through 16, 18 through 21, 31 through 36, 45 through 116, and 128 through 182 of this 

complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Stoel Rives is a law firm and Johnson is an attorney.  They were both retained 

by Tri-Med (through Anderson) to provide legal services to Tri-Med, including regarding its 

“investment program.” 

 As Tri-Med’s attorneys, Stoel Rives and Johnson owed reasonable duties to Tri-

Med. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s conduct as alleged herein, and particularly in 

paragraphs 6 through 15, 79 through 116, and 128 through 182, fell below the standard of care 
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expected from independent and experienced counsel, and especially experienced securities 

counsel. 

 Through those actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson breached their 

duties to Tri-Med, which proximately caused millions of dollars in damages to Tri-Med (and 

to Tri-Med’s investors). 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson not only breached their duties to Tri-Med for each of 

the independent actions or omissions referenced in paragraph 209 above, but they separately 

breached their duty because when taken collectively, the knowledge they obtained regarding 

the Insiders’ and others’ conduct on behalf of Tri-Med evidenced a clear pattern of past and 

ongoing fraud and other unlawful and criminal activities that, at minimum, required Stoel 

Rives and Johnson to refrain from following Anderson’s or any other Insider’s instructions, 

withdrawing from or declining representation, and/or disclosing the criminal conduct to law 

enforcement, regulators, and/or others. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actions and omissions constituted, at minimum, 

gross negligence. 

 In exchange for conduct that breached its duties, Stoel Rives received almost 

$200,000 in legal fees, and Johnson received a portion of that amount.  They knew that money 

originated from defrauded investors and that it was obtained unlawfully. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver respectfully requests judgment against Stoel Rives and 

Johnson, jointly and severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as 

prejudgment interest, attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief 

this Court deems just and proper. 
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COUNT IV 

Named Investors’/Class’ Professional Negligence/Malpractice Claims – Against Stoel 
Rives & Johnson 

 The Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class as alleged herein, 

re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 16, 21 through 36, 45 

through 116, and 128 through 189 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Stoel Rives is a law firm and Johnson is an attorney.  They were both retained 

by Tri-Med (through Anderson) to provide legal services, including regarding its “investment 

program.” 

 As securities attorneys, Stoel Rives and Johnson owed reasonable duties to Tri-

Med’s investors, including to provide true, correct, and adequate information regarding the 

business of Tri-Med and the individuals associated with it, including in connection with 

drafting the PPM.  Stoel Rives and Johnson knew that Tri-Med and Insiders owed a fiduciary 

duty to Tri-Med’s investors.  Stoel Rives and Johnson also knew that one of the primary 

objectives of its representation of Tri-Med was to benefit Tri-Med’s investors. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s conduct as alleged herein, and particularly in 

paragraphs 6 through 15, 79 through 116, and 128 through 182, fell below the standard of care 

expected from independent and experienced counsel, and especially experienced securities 

counsel. 

 Through those actions and omissions, Stoel Rives and Johnson breached their 

duties to the public and, more specifically, to Tri-Med’s investors, which proximately caused 

millions of dollars in damages to them. 
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 Stoel Rives and Johnson not only breached their duties to the investors through 

each of the independent actions or omissions referenced in Paragraph 217 above, but they 

separately breached their duty because when taken collectively, the knowledge they obtained 

regarding the Insiders’ conduct on behalf of Tri-Med evidenced a clear pattern of past and 

ongoing fraud and other unlawful and criminal activities that, at minimum, required Stoel 

Rives and Johnson to refrain from following Anderson’s or any other Insider’s instructions, 

withdrawing from or declining representation, and/or disclosing the criminal conduct to law 

enforcement, regulators, investors, and/or others. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actions and omissions constituted, at minimum, 

gross negligence. 

 In exchange for conduct that breached its duties, Stoel Rives received almost 

$200,000 in legal fees, and Johnson received a portion of that amount.  They knew that money 

originated from defrauded investors. 

WHEREFORE, the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class as alleged 

herein, respectfully request judgment against Stoel Rives and Johnson, jointly and severally, 

for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as prejudgment interest, attorneys’ 

fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief this Court deems just and proper. 

COUNT V 

Plaintiffs’ Aiding, Abetting, or Participation in Fraud Claim – Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class 

as alleged herein, re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 16, 18 

through 36, and 45 through 189 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 
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 The Insiders engaged in a fraudulent scheme through Tri-Med.  They raised 

money from investors under false pretenses and other unlawful conduct, as alleged in 

Paragraphs 45 through 78 above, and then diverted, misappropriated, converted, and stole that 

money for their personal and others’ benefit and enrichment. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson had actual knowledge of the Insiders’ past, then-

current, and ongoing violations of law and criminal conduct, and knowingly aided, abetted, 

and provided substantial assistance as alleged in Paragraphs 79 through 116 and 128 through 

182 above. 

 For example, Stoel Rives and Johnson knew the Insiders and sales agents 

violated state and federal securities laws by, among other things, not providing full and fair 

disclosure of information to investors; making inaccurate or misleading representations or 

omitting the disclosure of material information; advertising the Tri-Med “investment program” 

in newspapers and on Tri-Med’s website; failing to register the securities and certain entities 

and individuals; and paying unlawful commissions. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson willingly recommended and created a PPM to allow 

Insiders to keep the prior violations of law hidden from the public, investors, and regulators 

and permit them to continue to operate and to keep the millions of dollars previously raised on 

behalf of Tri-Med through unlawful conduct, including fraud.  The PPM was used by Insiders 

and sales agents to solicit investors, and Stoel Rives knew or was reckless in not knowing that 

the PPM would be used, and was indeed being used, by Insiders and sales agents to solicit 

investors into the “investment program.” 
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 Stoel Rives and Johnson knew the Insiders and sales agents were continuing to 

unlawfully sell securities and fraudulently raise money from investors on behalf of Tri-Med, 

and that Insiders were diverting, misappropriating, and converting Tri-Med money that was 

obtained from defrauded investors, including to fund other entities controlled by Anderson. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly assisted Insiders to use the illegally 

obtained money for various improper, undisclosed, and unauthorized activities.  The Insiders 

diverted, misappropriated, and converted Tri-Med’s assets for their personal use, to fund other 

entities, including Tri-Med Management, JRAM, and Balance Restaurant, and to fund 

undisclosed ventures, including investments in real estate and loans to third parties, and this 

amounted to, among other things, fraud on Tri-Med and its investors. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson also knew that Tri-Med’s income was derived solely 

from the “investment program” and that investors were never told their money would be used 

to buy houses, make loans, fund unrelated companies, or for any purpose other than to buy 

LOPs. 

 To make matters worse, the Insiders paid Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s legal fees 

for these undisclosed and unrelated activities with Tri-Med’s and investors’ money, which 

Stoel Rives and Johnson knew had been procured through fraud and other unlawful conduct. 

 Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actions and omissions furthered a fraudulent scheme 

that enabled the Insiders to divert, misappropriate, and convert millions of dollars from Tri-

Med and its investors.  Stoel Rives’ and Johnson’s actions and omissions in connection with 

the undisclosed activities alleged herein aided and abetted the Insiders’ fraudulent and 
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unlawful conduct.  In exchange for aiding and abetting the scheme, Stoel Rives received almost 

$200,000 in legal fees, and Johnson received a portion of that amount. 

 Similarly, the Insiders’ conduct of using money held in escrow to pay the 

Corces Firm and Tim Patrick Enterprises amounted to, among other things, embezzlement, 

conversion, breach of fiduciary duty, and fraud. 

 As alleged in Paragraphs 117 through 127, the Corces Firm and Corces knew 

that it was unlawful and improper to use the funds held in escrow to pay the Corces Firm and 

Tim Patrick Enterprises, but they did so nevertheless. 

 The Corces Firm and Corces knowingly assisted unlawful conduct, which was 

perpetrated in furtherance of the fraudulent scheme and enabled and assisted the Insiders and 

others to divert, misappropriate, and convert millions of dollars in assets from Tri-Med and its 

investors.  The Corces Firm’s and Corces’ assistance aided and abetted the Insiders’ fraudulent 

and unlawful conduct. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and 

the Class as alleged herein, respectfully request judgment against Defendants, jointly and 

severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as prejudgment interest, 

attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief this Court deems just 

and proper. 
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COUNT VI 

Plaintiffs’ Aiding, Abetting, or Participation in Breaches of Fiduciary Duties Claim –  
Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class 

as alleged herein, re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 16, 18 

through 36, and 45 through 189 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other Insiders owed fiduciary 

duties to Tri-Med and its investors. 

 Anderson, Nicholas Jr., and Nicholas III, and the other Insiders breached their 

fiduciary duties to Tri-Med and its investors as alleged in Paragraphs 45 through 78 and 128 

through 182 above by engaging in unlawful conduct, including by violating securities laws in 

the offer and sale of Tri-Med securities and diverting, misappropriating, and converting Tri-

Med’s funds for their own and others’ use, paying third parties, including the Corces Firm and 

Tim Patrick Enterprises, with funds to be held in escrow for investors, failing to use reasonable 

care in operating and managing the company, failing to operate it in a reasonably prudent 

manner, and failing to operate it in compliance with all applicable laws and regulations. 

 Defendants knew that Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other 

Insiders owed fiduciary duties to Tri-Med and its investors.  Defendants also knew the Insiders 

were breaching their fiduciary duties to Tri-Med and its investors. 

 Stoel Rives and Johnson knowingly aided, abetted, or participated in these 

breaches of fiduciary duties as alleged in Paragraphs 79 through 116 and 128 through 182. 
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 Defendant Corces Firm and Corces knowingly aided, abetted, or participated in 

these breaches of fiduciary duties as alleged in Paragraphs 117 through 128, 130, and 147 

through 149. 

 Stoel Rives accepted payment from Tri-Med in order to perform legal services 

for Insiders and entities Anderson owned and controlled, which assisted Anderson and the 

other Insiders to perpetrate and perpetuate their fraudulent scheme though Tri-Med in breach 

of their fiduciary duties. 

 Defendants’ conduct allowed, aided, and abetted the Insider’s breaches of 

fiduciary duties to the detriment of Tri-Med and its investors. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and 

the Class as alleged herein, respectfully request judgment against Defendants, jointly and 

severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as prejudgment interest, 

attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief this Court deems just 

and proper. 

COUNT VII 

Plaintiffs’ Aiding, Abetting, or Participation in Conversion Claim –  
Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class 

as alleged herein, re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 16, 18 

through 36, and 45 through 189 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Tri-Med and its investors owned, possessed, or had the right to immediate 

possession of personal property, including money. 
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 Anderson and the other Insiders wrongfully exercised dominion and control 

over such property by misappropriating and converting millions of dollars in such property 

from Tri-Med and its investors, thereby causing damages to Tri-Med and its investors. 

 By their conduct as alleged herein, and in particular in Paragraphs 79 through 

182, Defendants knowingly aided, abetted, or participated in the misappropriation and 

conversion of millions of dollars in property from Tri-Med and its investors.  Defendants knew 

that Anderson and the other Insiders were wrongfully exercising dominion and control over 

Tri-Med’s and the investors’ property. 

 Defendants’ conduct allowed, aided, and abetted the Insider’s conversion of 

Tri-Med’s and its investors’ assets to the detriment of Tri-Med and its investors. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and 

the Class as alleged herein, respectfully request judgment against Defendants, jointly and 

severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as prejudgment interest, 

attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief this Court deems just 

and proper. 

COUNT VIII 

Plaintiffs’ Civil Conspiracy Claim – Against All Defendants 

 The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class 

as alleged herein, re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 16, 18 

through 36, and 45 through 189 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Defendants conspired with Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other 

Insiders to commit the wrongful conduct described herein, including breaches of fiduciary 
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duties and conversion.  Defendants are responsible for all wrongdoing done by each of the 

other members of the conspiracy, including Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other 

Insiders, in furtherance of the unlawful conspiracy and enterprise.  In particular, Defendants 

are responsible for losses incurred by Tri-Med and its investors as a result of the fraudulent 

scheme and Anderson’s, Nicholas Jr.’s, Nicholas III’s, and their co-conspirators’ 

misappropriation of millions of dollars in assets from Tri-Med and its investors. 

 There was a meeting of the minds between Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas 

III, and the other Insiders to defraud Tri-Med and its investors.  This meeting of the minds 

grew to include other participants, including Defendants.  Stoel Rives and Johnson joined the 

conspiracy and had a meeting of the minds with Anderson and his co-conspirators no later than 

December 2012 when she and Stoel Rives recommended and devised a plan to create the PPM 

for the Fund, which would permit the Insiders to continue to operate Tri-Med and use millions 

of dollars obtained unlawfully from investors without disclosing to those investors or anyone 

else the crimes and violations of law that had been committed.  At a minimum, Johnson and 

Stoel Rives joined the conspiracy in January 2013 when they knew that Anderson diverted and 

misappropriated money from Tri-Med, but nevertheless knowingly assisted Anderson in 

connection with his personal investment in the Balance Group.  In this meeting of the minds, 

Stoel Rives and Johnson agreed to assist Anderson and his co-conspirators with their unlawful 

conduct, by, among other things, assisting Anderson and others to misappropriate and convert 

Tri-Med’s and investors’ assets. 

 Defendant Corces Firm and Corces joined the conspiracy and had a meeting of 

the minds with Anderson and his co-conspirators in April 2013 when they elected to serve as 
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escrow agent and prepared a loan agreement and security agreement, but in any event, no later 

than August 2013 when they made unlawful and improper payments to Tim Patrick Enterprises 

from the escrow account.  In this meeting of the minds, the Corces Firm and Corces agreed to 

assist Anderson and his co-conspirators to divert, misappropriate and convert Tri-Med’s and 

investors’ assets. 

 Defendants therefore knowingly combined together with Anderson and his co-

conspirators in assisting them with unlawful conduct, which furthered the fraudulent scheme. 

 As described herein, and particularly in Paragraphs 79 through 116 and 128 

through 182, Stoel Rives and Johnson took various overt acts designed to assist Anderson, 

Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other Insiders with unlawful conduct, which furthered the 

fraudulent scheme. 

 Similarly, as described herein, and particularly in Paragraphs 117 through 127, 

130, and 147 through 149, Corces Firm and Corces took various overt acts designed to assist 

Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other Insiders with unlawful conduct, which 

furthered the fraudulent scheme. 

 By doing so, Defendants acted pursuant to their meeting of the minds with 

Anderson and his co-conspirators in pursuit of the common purpose of the conspiracy:  to 

defraud Tri-Med and its investors, including diverting, misappropriating, and converting their 

assets for the co-conspirators’ use and benefit. 

 Defendants’ conspiracy with Anderson, Nicholas Jr., Nicholas III, and the other 

Insiders as alleged herein is a proximate cause of actual damages to Tri-Med and its investors. 
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 Defendants’ actions in furthering the conspiracy were taken during the 

conspiracy’s operation.  Indeed, Defendants’ actions were taken to protect and advance the 

unlawful conduct so it could continue, and in turn Tri-Med could continue paying fees to 

Defendants. 

 Defendants’ actions were part of a continuing activity that was illegal in nature 

and essential to furthering the survival of an ongoing fraudulent scheme.  But for the overt acts 

taken by members of the conspiracy to further the conspiracy’s objectives as described herein, 

Anderson and his co-conspirators would not have been able to execute the fraudulent scheme 

and millions of dollars in damages to Tri-Med and its investors would have been avoided. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and 

the Class as alleged herein, respectfully request judgment against Defendants, jointly and 

severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well as prejudgment interest, 

attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further relief this Court deems just 

and proper. 

COUNT IX 

Receiver’s Breach of Contract Claim – Against Charles Corces, P.A., And Charles 
Corces 

 The Receiver re-alleges each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 16, 

18 through 20, and 117 through 127 of this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 Tri-Med and the Corces Firm, through Corces, entered into the Escrow 

Agreement on or about April 5, 2013. 

 The Corces Firm and Corces agreed to, among other things, hold funds in 

escrow to pay investors or to fund medical procedures.  Under the Escrow Agreement, they 
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were required to receive written evidence from Anderson or Nicholas III regarding each 

disbursement to “enable the Escrow Agent to attribute the disbursement to a particular investor 

and/or lender, or the funding of a particular medical procedure.” 

 The Corces Firm and Corces breached the terms of the Escrow Agreement by 

paying the Corces Firm and Tim Patrick Enterprises from the escrow account. 

 The Corces Firm and Corces also breached the terms of the Escrow Agreement 

by failing to obtain written evidence from Anderson or Nicholas III regarding the purpose of 

each disbursement to “enable the Escrow Agent to attribute the disbursement to a particular 

investor and/or lender, or the funding of a particular medical procedure.” 

 Tri-Med has been damaged as a result of these breaches. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver asks this Court to enter judgment against Defendant 

Corces Firm and Corces, jointly and severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at 

trial as well as prejudgment interest, attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and 

further relief this Court deems just and proper. 

COUNT X 

Plaintiffs’ Negligence Claim – Against Corces and Charles Corces, P.A. 

 The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class 

as alleged herein, re-allege each and every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 6, 16, 

18 through 36, 45 through 78, 117 through 127, 130, 147 through 149, and 183 through 189 of 

this complaint as if set forth fully herein. 

 As escrow agent, Defendants Corces Firm and Corces owed Tri-Med and its 

investors, at minimum, a duty of reasonable care. 
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 The Corces Firm and Corces knew or should have known that it was unlawful 

and improper to use the funds held in escrow to pay the Corces Firm and Tim Patrick 

Enterprises, but they did so nevertheless.  Further, the Corces Firm and Corces knew the 

escrowed money should have been distributed to investors or medical services providers but 

that instead there was a lack of activity in the escrow account, and they took no steps to 

investigate the reasons for it.  Had Corces and the Corces Firm complied with their duty of 

reasonable care, they would have prevented those diversions and discovered the unlawful 

reasons for the inconsistencies with the escrow account, which would have prevented millions 

of dollars in losses. 

 As alleged herein, and in particular in Paragraphs 117 through 127, the Corces 

Firm and Corces breached their duties to Tri-Med and its investors, which directly and 

proximately damaged them. 

WHEREFORE, the Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and 

the Class as alleged herein, respectfully request judgment against Defendants the Corces Firm 

and Corces, jointly and severally, for damages in an amount to be determined at trial as well 

as prejudgment interest, attorneys’ fees, the costs of this action, and such other and further 

relief this Court deems just and proper. 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO SEEK PUNITIVE DAMAGES 

The actions of Defendants, as described in this complaint, were intentional and/or 

grossly negligent and entitle Plaintiffs to seek punitive damages.  Notice is hereby given that 

Plaintiffs will, at the appropriate time, request the Court to include a claim for punitive 

damages in this case pursuant to the procedures established in §768.22 Fla. Stats. 
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JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

The Receiver and the Named Investors, on behalf of themselves and the Class as 

alleged herein, demand a jury trial on all claims. 

s/Gianluca Morello     
Gianluca Morello (Trial Counsel) 
Florida Bar No. 034997 
gmorello@wiandlaw.com 
Michael S. Lamont 
Florida Bar No. 0527122 
mlamont@wiandlaw.com 
Jared J. Perez 
Florida Bar No. 0085192 
jperez@wiandlaw.com 
WIAND GUERRA KING P.A. 
5505 West Gray Street 
Tampa, FL  33609 
Tel. 813-347-5100/Fax 813-347-5155 
Attorneys for the Receiver, Burton W. Wiand 

 
And 

 
s/Robert W. Pearce 
Robert W. Pearce (Trial Counsel) 
Florida Bar No. 344575 
pearce@rwpearce.com 
Robert Wayne Pearce, P.A. 
1499 West Palmetto Park Road, Suite 400 
Boca Raton, FL  33486 
Tel. (561) 338-0037/Fax. (561) 338-9310 
Attorney for the Named Investors and the Class 
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