
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND 
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

CASE NO. 502016CA006962 (AG) 
______________________________________ 

 

 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
DEPARTMENT OF LEGAL AFFAIRS 
STATE OF FLORIDA, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
CLIENT EXPERTS CARE, a Florida limited 
liability company formerly known as FIRST 
CHOICE TECH SUPPORT, LLC, a Florida 
limited liability company; CLIENT CARE 
EXPERTS, INC., a Florida corporation; 
MICHAEL SEWARD, an individual; KEVIN 
MCCORMICK, an individual, 
 
 Defendants. 
_____________________________________/ 
 

 

RECEIVER’S NOTICE OF FILING RECEIVER DANIEL J. STERMER’S  
INITIAL REPORT THROUGH JULY 31, 2016 

 
Receiver Daniel J. Stermer, by and through undersigned counsel, hereby gives notice of 

filing the attached Receiver Daniel J. Stermer’s Initial Report through July 31, 2016. 

Dated:  August 5, 2016 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 

BERGER SINGERMAN 
350 East Las Olas Boulevard, Suite 1000 
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33301 
(954) 525-9900  Telephone 
(954) 523-2872  Facsimile 
 
 
By: _____________________________________ 

Andrew M. Hinkes., Fla. Bar 17848 
ahinkes@bergersingerman.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on August 5, 2016, a copy of the foregoing was electronically 

filed through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal which will send electronic notification of the 

above filing to all registered users or as indicated below: 

 
 

SERVICE LIST 
(Office of the Attorney General v. Client Experts Care, LLC et al.) 

 
 

Michelle Pardoll, Esq. 
Assistant Attorney General 
Office of the Attorney General 
Consumer Protection Division 
110 E 6th Street 
Fort Lauderdale, 33301 
954-712-4600 
Michelle.pardoll@myfloridalegal.com 

Richard Epstein, Esq. 
Robert Birnbaum, Esq. 
Greenspoon Marder 
One Boca Place 
2255 Glades Road, Suite 400-E 
Boca Raton, FL 33431 
Phone: (561) 994-2212 
Fax: (561) 989-0487 
Richard.epstein@gmlaw.com 
Robby.Birnbaum@gmlaw.com  

 
 

s/Andrew Maxwell Hinkes, Esq.   
      Andrew Maxwell Hinkes, Esq. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND 
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

 

CASE NO. 502016CA006962 (AG) 
______________________________________ 

 

 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
DEPARTMENT OF LEGAL AFFAIRS 
STATE OF FLORIDA, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
CLIENT EXPERTS CARE, a Florida limited 
liability company formerly known as FIRST 
CHOICE TECH SUPPORT, LLC, a Florida 
limited liability company; CLIENT CARE 
EXPERTS, INC., a Florida corporation; 
MICHAEL SEWARD, an individual; KEVIN 
MCCORMICK, an individual, 
 
 Defendants. 
_____________________________________/ 
 

 

RECEIVER DANIEL J. STERMER’S INITIAL REPORT  
THROUGH JULY 31, 2016 

 
 Pursuant to the Temporary Injunction Order dated June 27, 2016, and Florida Rule of 

Civil Procedure 1.620, Daniel J. Stermer, the Receiver for CLIENT EXPERTS CARE, LLC, 

formerly known as FIRST CHOICE TECH SUPPORT, LLC, and CLIENT CARE EXPERTS, 

INC., and any of their affiliates, subsidiaries, divisions, or telephone sale, technical support or 

customer service operations, wherever located, herein collectively referred to as the “Corporate 

Defendants”, (see Exhibit 1) hereby provides the Report of the Receiver’s actions and 

investigation through July 31, 2016 and states: 

I. Legal Posture of Matter 
 

A. Underlying Litigation 
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On June 24, 2016, the Office of the Attorney General, Department of Legal Affairs, State 

of Florida (hereinafter “Plaintiff”) filed a one count Complaint against Client Experts Care, LLC, 

formerly known as First Choice Tech Support, LLC, Client Care Experts, Inc., Michael Seward, 

and Kevin McCormick (collectively “Defendants”).  Plaintiff alleged that Defendants engaged in 

unfair and deceptive acts and practices that led unsuspecting customers into paying millions of 

dollars to Defendants for computer software and technical support services due to pop ups that 

appear on consumers’ computers causing them to think there were issues with their computers, 

including the computer being infected with malware, when the pop ups were, in fact, 

advertisements, and then sold consumers various software packages and services after running 

software against the consumer’s computer, which was characterized as a “diagnostic”. 

Contemporaneous with the filing of the Complaint, the Office of the Attorney General 

filed its Motion for Temporary Injunctive Relief, Asset Freeze Without Notice and Incorporated 

Memorandum In Support of Motion, wherein it sought a temporary injunction preventing the 

continued operation of the Corporate Defendants’ business in a deceptive fashion, sought an 

asset freeze to preserve the assets of the Corporate Defendants for repatriation to injured 

consumers, and sought the appointment of a Receiver. 

On June 27, 2016 at 5:06 p.m., the Court, The Honorable Jeffrey Gillen, entered the 

Temporary Injunction Order wherein the Court found that good cause existed for: (i) the 

appointment of a Temporary Receiver, Daniel J. Stermer; (ii) the freezing of the Defendants’ 

assets; (iii) the issuance of a temporary injunction; and (iv) other ancillary relief. 

On July 5, 2016, the Defendants filed their Motion to Dissolve Ex Parte Injunction Order 

With Asset Freeze and Appointment of a Receiver Or Alternatively, to Modify Injunction Order 

wherein the Defendants requested the Court to modify the Temporary Injunction Order to 
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unfreeze their asset and to permit the Corporate Defendants’ business to resume operations, and 

sought the removal of the Receiver and/or limiting the authority and/or redesignation of the 

Receiver to that of monitor with limited authority over the Corporate Defendants.1 

On Thursday, July 14, 2016, the Court commenced its hearing on the Motion to Dissolve 

the Temporary Injunction Order filed by the Defendants and took testimony and evidence from 

both live and documentary evidence all day.  The Court did not conclude the hearing and 

continued it until Friday, July 15, 2016. 

On Friday, July 15, 2016, the Court continued to take testimony on the Defendants’ 

Motion to Dissolve the Temporary Injunction Order and broke for the weekend.  The Court did 

not conclude the hearing and continued it until Friday, July 22, 2016. 

On Friday, July 22, 2016, the Court continued to take testimony on the Defendants 

Motion to Dissolve the Temporary Injunction Order and broke for the weekend.  The Court did 

not conclude the hearing on Friday, July 22, 2016, and continued it until Monday, July 25, 2016.   

On Monday, July 25, 2016, the Parties announced that they had no additional testimony 

or evidence to submit to the Court and proceeded to give Closing Arguments.  Upon the 

conclusion of the Closing Arguments, the Court orally denied in all respects, without prejudice, 

the Defendants’ Motion to Dissolve the Temporary Injunction Order, and will be entering a 

written order reflecting that ruling in the future.  As a result of the denial of the Motion, the 

Temporary Injunction Order remains in place as previously entered by Judge Gillen on June 27, 

                                                 
1 The Corporate Defendants represented during the hearing on the Motion to Dissolve that they would modify how 
they would conduct business on a go forward basis should the Court permit them to do so, particularly that they 
would no longer utilize pop ups.  The Receiver and counsel advised Corporate Defendants and their counsel that the 
Receiver had concerns about additional aspects of the Corporate Defendants’ business practices with consumers 
beyond the use of pop up based advertising, and advised that such needed to be modified if the Court were to allow 
the Corporate Defendants to recommence business. 
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2016, including the cessation of the business as it was operated, the freezing of certain assets and 

bank accounts, and appointment of the Receiver. 

On Tuesday, July 26, 2016, the Receiver filed his Omnibus Motion wherein the Receiver 

sought: (i) authorization to process and pay payroll to employees and consultants who provided 

services to the Corporate Defendants prior to the commencement of the Receivership Estate, 

including payment of employer-related taxes and withholdings; (ii) approval of the wind down 

and discontinuation of operation of the Corporate Defendants; (iii) approval to reject/terminate 

executory contracts and leases and service contracts; (iv) approval to return collateral/security to 

secured parties; (v) approval to abandon property that would be wasteful and/or burdensome to 

the Corporate Defendants; and (vi) auction assets owned free and clear by the Corporate 

Defendants.  The Motion was granted by the Court’s Order Granting Receiver’s Omnibus 

Motion, dated August 3, 2016. 

II. The Receiver’s Role and Responsibilities and Actions 
 

A. Generally 
 

Pursuant to the June 27, 2016, Temporary Injunction Order, the Court authorized and 

directed the Receiver to, among various duties and responsibilities: (i) “Assume full control of 

the Corporate Defendants. . .” Sec. XV (A); (ii) “Take exclusive custody, control, and possession 

of all Assets and Documents of. . .the Corporate Defendants, wherever situated. . .and assume 

control over Corporate Defendants’ income and profits therefrom and all sums of money now or 

hereafter due or owing to the Corporate Defendants.” Sec. XV (B); (iii) “Take all steps necessary 

to secure and take exclusive custody of each location from which the Corporate Defendants 

operate their businesses” Sec. XV (C); (iv) “Conserve, hold, and manage all Assets of the 

Corporate Defendants, and perform all acts necessary or advisable to preserve the value of those 
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Assets in order to prevent any irreparable loss, damage, or injury to consumers or creditors of the 

Corporate Defendants. . .” Sec. XV (D); (v) “Choose, engage, and employ attorneys, 

accountants, appraiser, and other independent contractors and technical specialists, as the 

Receiver deems advisable or necessary in the performance of duties and responsibilities under 

the authority granted by this Order” Sec. XV (H); (vi) “Make payments and disbursements from 

the receivership estate that are necessary . . . for carrying out the directions of, or exercising the 

authority granted by, this Order.” Sec. XV (I); (vii) “Suspend business operations of the 

Corporate Defendants if in the judgment of the Receiver, such operations cannot be continued 

legally and profitably.” Sec. XV (J); (viii) “Prevent the destruction or erasure of any web page or 

website registered to and operated, in whole or in part, by Corporate Defendants.” Sec. XV (K); 

(ix) “Institute, compromise, adjust, appear in, intervene in, or become party to such actions or 

proceedings in state, federal or foreign courts . . . as the Receiver deems necessary and advisable 

to preserve or recover the Assets of the Corporate Defendants . . .” Sec XV. (N); (x) “Open one 

or more bank accounts as designated depositories for funds of the Corporate Defendants.” Sec. 

XV (Q); (xi) “Maintain accurate records of all receipts and expenditures incurred as Receiver.” 

Sec. XV (R); (xii) “Cooperate with reasonable requests for information or assistance from any 

state or federal law enforcement agency” Sec. XV (U); and (xiii) “File timely reports with the 

Court at reasonable intervals or as otherwise directed by the Court.” Sec. XV (V). 

B. June 29, 2016 - Access 

On June 29, 2016, at approximately 11:00 a.m., in coordination with Plaintiff, the United 

States Postal Inspection Service, and the Boynton Beach Police Department, the Receiver and his 

professionals entered and took immediate possession and control of the Corporate Defendants’ 

offices, located at 3301 Quantum Boulevard, 2nd Floor, Boynton Beach, Florida  33426, and all 
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property and assets located therein.2  Pursuant to the Temporary Injunction Order, the Receiver 

permitted representatives from the Florida Office of the Attorney General and United States 

Postal Inspection Service to enter the premises in order to assist in their investigation of the 

claims as alleged in the Complaint.  See Temporary Injunction Order, Secs. XV (S) and XV (T)3. 

After instructing all Employees and others present to step away from their computers and 

to terminate the phone calls in process, the Receiver identified himself and advised those present 

of the Court’s Temporary Injunction Order and that the Receiver was taking exclusive control of 

the Corporate Defendants, their assets, and their offices.  All business operations at the facility 

ceased at that time. 

The Receiver, with the assistance of law enforcement, had all persons present provide 

their identifying information to one of the members of law enforcement who were stationed at all 

of the exits before leaving the facility. 

The Corporate Defendants’ offices, located on the 2nd Floor, consisted of: (i) a 

waiting/lobby area when one exited the elevator; (ii) a “training room” that had multiple tables 

and computers set up and a large screen dropped down from the ceiling; (iii) a call center with 

rows of cubicles and dividers, with a desktop/tower style computer, monitor and 

keyboardgenerally at every station; (iv) approximately 24 offices ringing the perimeter of the call 

center; and (v) a data room where the Corporate Defendants servers and controllers and other 

related hardware was located. 

                                                 
2 The Receiver changed all of the locks to the exterior doors on June 29, 2016.  In addition, on June 29, 2016, the 
Receiver turned off all of the electronic security locks on the doors and disabled all key fobs that had previously 
allowed Employees access to the facility, thus restricting access to the facility to the Receiver, only. 
 
3 The Office of the Attorney General requested certain Documents be copied and identified said Documents by 
location and had a copy service pick up and return the Documents to the Receiver once they were imaged.  The 
Office of the Attorney General provided copies of the imaged documents to Defendants per their request.  The 
Defendants were also provided access to the facility and requested certain Documents be copied. 
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The Receiver, with the assistance of his IT/ESI professional, Jesus Pena from Andrews 

International, immediately proceeded to secure the computer system, applications, and all 

electronic information housed on the hardware at the Corporate Defendants offices as well as 

that ESI that resided on cloud based services, including backup storage, thus preserving the ESI 

and, by disconnecting all circuits and cable/phone lines, disconnected them and prevented any 

entry into the system from outside.  Furthermore, Mr. Pena, after discussions with the IT 

personnel from the Corporate Defendants, immediately modified all cloud-based administrator 

and user level passwords and/or revoked access where applicable in order to secure all of the 

Corporate Defendants’ data and prevent anyone else from accessing it. 

As a result of Mr. Pena’s efforts, the Receiver gained access to, control of, and preserved 

and marshaled (as necessary) ESI from the following cloud-based applications/services: (i) 

BlueHost; (ii) GoDaddy; (iii) Five94; (iv) Rackspace; (v) LogMein Rescue; (vi) Office365; (vii) 

NMI; (viii) NetPaySys; (ix) Hipchat; (x) Facebook; (xi) iDrive; (xii) HQC; and (xiii) WebRoot.  

In addition to the cloud-based ESI, Mr. Pena marshaled and preserved data from thirty devices, 

including laptops, servers, desktops, USB drives, flash drives, and hard drives, including those 

located in the offices of Michael Seward5  and Kevin McCormick.6 

In an effort to provide consumers, employees, creditors, and other parties in interest with 

information, updates, access to court filings, and answers to frequently asked questions, the 

                                                 
4 Mr. Pena was able to download and preserve all available recorded calls that existed on the Five9 system.  The 
Receiver made the recordings available to both the Plaintiff and Defendants. 
 
5 The Receiver forensically imaged Mr. Seward’s and Mr. Wasik’s laptops and returned the devices to Mr. Seward.  
The Receiver provided a copy of the images to the Office of the Attorney General per their request and as permitted 
by the Court’s Temporary Injunction Order. In addition to the documents and applications that existed on Messrs. 
Seward and Wasik’s computers, other data, including, but not limited to, electronic mail and Skype account data 
were also captured in the forensic image. 
 
6 The Receiver’s July 29, 2016 Notice of Filing Receiver’s ESI Inventory details the ESI marshaled and preserved 
by Mr. Pena since the commencement of this matter 
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Receiver created a website, located at http://www.receiver-clientcareexperts.com/, and provided 

contact information for the Receiver and his Counsel7: 

 

                                                 
7 The Receiver has and continues to receive email communications (in addition to voice telephone calls) on a daily 
basis from employees relative to the payroll issue and from consumers seeking information about the status of the 
Corporate Defendants, concerns about future credit card charges, issues related to their computers, and questions 
about uninstalling software, The Receiver has responded to all emails received. 
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Mr. Pena redirected all of the functioning domains and URLs utilized by the Corporate 

Defendants so that the Receiver’s webpage appears automatically and the consuming public no 

longer has access to the former web pages utilized by the Corporate Defendants. 
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The Receiver, with the assistance of his forensic accountant, Yale Scott Bogen, sought to 

gain custody over and understand the books and records of the Corporate Defendants.  The 

Receiver has been unable to locate any QuickBooks database and/or its equivalent and it appears 

that the Corporate Defendants did not keep formal books and records, at least in 2016, that are 

identifiable.   

The Receiver is in possession of the 2014 and 2015 Form 1120S and a Profit and Loss 

Statement for the period January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015.  Mr. Bogen has spoken 

with the CPA who was engaged to prepare and did file the 2015 Form 1120S and inquired about 

his understanding of the books and records of the Corporate Defendants, who actually asked the 

CPA to be engaged to perform day-to-day bookkeeping.  

Mr. Bogen gained access to the portal through which the Corporate Defendants processes 

monthly charges against consumers’ credit card for those programs/products sold by the 

Corporate Defendants, changed the credential and permissions for the account(s), and 

immediately stopped any further charges against the consumers’ credit cards.  Mr. Bogen 

downloaded the detail available which showed that there are approximately 6,200 consumers 

who have recurring charges and approximately 21,000 consumers who purchased the WebRoot 

software from the Corporate Defendants. 

The Receiver has obtained possession of the bank statements for the closed Chase8 

accounts previously maintained by the Corporate Defendants from January 2016 through March 

2016 and the bank statements from TD Bank for the period April 2016 through June 2016.   

  

                                                 
8 The Receiver, through Berger Singerman LLP, has communicated with JP Morgan Chase in order to obtain 
additional documentation and information as relates to the Corporate Defendants’ closed accounts at Chase. 
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A preliminary analysis of the Corporate Defendants accounts at TD Bank for the period 

April 2016 through June 29, 2016 reveals9: 

 

The Receiver is investigating the disbursements from the Corporate Defendants accounts, 

including those accounts previously closed, including to Insiders and/or entities 

owned/controlled by Insiders, and will take action, as necessary, to try and recover monies that 

the Receiver believes are due to the Corporate Defendants. 

III. Administration 
 

A. General Matters 
 

Pursuant to the Court’s Temporary Injunction Order, Receiver Daniel J. Stermer filed his 

Oath of Receiver with the Court on July 6, 2016.  On July 28, 2016, the Receiver filed his Initial 

Inventory of assets and has subsequently filed updates to the Initial Inventory, including updates 

as to ESI-related assets.  

B. Engagement of Outside Professionals 
 

Pursuant to the Court’s Temporary Injunction Order, specifically Section XV(H), and the 

July 6, 2016 Notice of Retention of Outside Professionals, the Receiver has engaged Berger 

                                                 
9 TD Bank did permit additional ACH transactions to flow into the Corporate Defendants bank accounts after receipt 
of the Temporary Injunction Order which increased the amount marshaled by the Receiver from $232,795.90 to 
$348,438.44. 

TDBank TDBank TDBank TDBank

xxxx5598 xxxx5564 xxxx5556 Total

Beginning Balance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

CASH INFLOWS

Total Deposits $200.00 $1,142,499.81 $2,932,984.90 $4,075,684.71

CASH OUTFLOWS

Levy 10.00 2,956.13 229,829.77 232,795.90

$200.00 $1,142,499.81 $2,927,179.92 $4,069,879.73

Ending Balance at 6/30/2016 $0.00 $0.00 $5,804.98 $5,804.98
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Singerman, LLP as legal counsel to the Receiver, engaged Development Specialists, Inc. as the 

Receiver’s forensic accountants, litigation support, and for day to day management and support, 

and Andrews International as the Receiver’s IT/ESI professional.  

C. Banking Issues 

The Receiver has consolidated the bank accounts of the Corporate Defendants into a 

Commercial Checking and separate Money Market account at Sabadell United Bank.  

Previously, the Corporate Defendants most recently banked at TD Bank.  Sec. XV (Q) 

D. Revenue and Finances10/11 
 

As of July 31, 2016, the following funds have been marshaled by the Receiver for benefit 

of the Corporate Defendants: 

Sabadell United Bank:   $433,826.91 
 
These funds reflect the amounts marshaled by the Receiver as follows: 

TD Bank:      $348,438.44 
 
Electronic Merchant Systems:   $  85,388.47 
 

E. Payroll 
 

The Receiver has obtained the employment records previously maintained by the 

Corporate Defendants prior to the Receiver’s appointment and subsequent entry to the Corporate 

Defendants’ offices in Boynton Beach, Florida.  The Corporate Defendants caused their payroll 

and related quarterly/yearly filing(s)12 to be processed through ADP. The Receiver has obtained 

                                                 
10 The Receiver and his professionals are investigating the business affairs of the Corporate Defendants in an effort 
to fully understand what monies may be due to the Corporate Defendants based upon a number of executory 
contracts and/or existing relationships, including with merchant processors.  That investigation is ongoing. 
 
11 The Office of the Attorney General initially served financial institutions and financial service firms with the 
Temporary Injunction Order.  The Receiver also served financial institutions and financial service firms with the 
Temporary Injunction Order in order to ensure that each financial institution and financial service firm received it. 
 
12 The Receiver will, through ADP, prepare and file any and all outstanding and/or upcoming reports and/or filings 
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all access credentials necessary to effectuate payment to employees and consultants through the 

existing ADP system with the assistance of the Human Resources representative of the Corporate 

Defendants. 

Based upon those records, the Corporate Defendants have outstanding payroll obligations 

owed to employees and contractors in the amount of $226,613.31, including $201,900.64 for W2 

employees and $24,712.77 for 1099 consultants. This amount includes all hours worked by the 

subject employees for the pay periods through June 25, 2016 that was to be paid on July 1, 

2016.13 

IV. 3301 Quantum Boulevard, 2nd Floor, Boynton Beach, Florida  33426 
 

On or about December 2, 2014, the Corporate Defendants entered into an Office Lease 

Agreement with AETNA Life Insurance Company to lease the 2nd floor of the building located at 

3301 Quantum Boulevard, Boynton Beach, Florida 33426, which was stipulated to be 15,000 

rentable square feet for a term of sixty-six months commencing on January 1, 2015 and expiring 

on June 30, 2020.  Pursuant to the Office Lease Agreement, Corporate Defendants’ proportionate 

share of the building was 15%.  The Office Lease Agreement provided for a rent schedule, for 

the Corporate Defendants to provide a Security Deposit in the amount of $42,400.00, and 

provided for certain reserved and unreserved parking spaces. 

In a letter dated July 22, 2016, CBRE, as Real Estate Manager, provided its Notice of 

Lease Default to the Corporate Defendants due to the lack of payment of Rent and other monies 

due on a timely basis, constituting an “Event of Default” pursuant to the Office Lease 

                                                                                                                                                             
as relates to the payroll of the Corporate Defendants as may be necessary, including federal. state, and/or local 
agencies.  Furthermore, the Receiver will pay any employer-related taxes and withholdings to the federal, state, and 
local agencies to which such payments are due. 
 
13 The Receiver is investigating what amount(s) may be due to employees and others for the period June 26, 2016 
through June 29, 2016, the date the Receiver accessed the offices of the Corporate Defendants, and the business 
operations of the Corporate Defendants ceased. 
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Agreement.  Landlord advised that it was holding $42,000.00 as the Security Deposit and that 

pursuant to Section 7 of the Office Lease Agreement, cured the Event of Default by applying 

$21,718.26 from the Security Deposit to the amount owed to Landlord. 

The floorplan for 3301 Quantum Boulevard, 2nd Floor, Boynton Beach, Florida is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 

 
V. Summary of Corporate Defendants 

Based upon research of publicly available information, the Corporate Defendants’ status 

is as follows: 

A. Client Experts Care, LLC 

Date Filed:   November 12, 2013 
Status:    Active 
Last Event:   LC Amendment and Name Change 
Registered Agent:  Michael Seward 
Manager:   Michael Seward 
Name Change Date:  December 12, 2015 
Name Change From:  First Choice Tech Support, LLC 
 

B. Client Care Experts, Inc. 

Date Filed:   September 21, 2015 
Status:    Active 
Last Event:   Amendment 
Registered Agent:  Michael Seward 
Officer/Director:  Michael Seward - President 
 

 
VI.  Cooperation 
 
 The Receiver and his professionals have met with and/or spoken with the all parties to 

this matter in addition to a number of individuals and professionals relative to this matter.  The 

Receiver has, and intends to continue to seek the voluntary cooperation and assistance of 

individuals and professionals who may have been engaged by and/or are knowledgeable about 





 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 
TEMPORARY INJUNCTION ORDER 

JUNE 27, 2016 



























































 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 2 
3301 QUANTUM BLVD., 2ND FLOOR 

BOYNTON BEACH, FLORIDA 






