
































                  n the fall of 2020, a 48-year-old man drowned in the ocean off a Daytona       
             Florida beach in a rip current.  At the time of his drowning, he was a patient 
             in the care of a mental health and drug and alcohol addiction treatment 
             facility for Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and drug and alcohol 
             addictions with which he struggled after responding to numerous macabre 
             events as a fire-fighter paramedic. The drowning occurred during a group 
             therapy outing of multiple patients under the supervision of a lone employee              therapy outing of multiple patients under the supervision of a lone employee 
             of the facility.   
         There was a risk of dangerous rip currents, as indicated by the red warning          There was a risk of dangerous rip currents, as indicated by the red warning 
flags posted at the lifeguard towers along the beach that day.  However, the employee 
decided to take the patients to an isolated stretch of beach more than a half a mile 
away from the nearest lifeguard tower, from which the rip current warning flags were 
not visible.  And the employee did not make any effort to ascertain what the rip 
current conditions were that day.  No one from the facility did.  Defendants were 
therefore unaware of the heightened danger of rip currents and, as a result, 
did not warn Decedent and the other patients in the employee’s charge of did not warn Decedent and the other patients in the employee’s charge of 
this elevated level of danger.   
         BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, sued the facility and the 
employee for wrongful death in Volusia County Circuit Court, for being 
negligent under the Florida common law, and being neglectful under 
Florida’s Adult Protective Services Act.  The case was amicably 
resolved recently.
         BRILL & RINALDI, T         BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM’s, client was devastated by 
her husband’s death.  The resolution of the case was, she said, “a huge 
emotional release.  I’m so grateful.”
         David Brill, the managing partner of BRILL & RINALDI, THE 
LLAW FIRM, commented that “People suffering from, and getting treatment and care 
for, PTSD and addictions are textbook examples of vulnerable adults for whom the 
Adult Protective Services Act was enacted.  We were humbled and honored to 
advocate for our client’s husband – a man who, in life, was a heroic first-responder 
who valiantly battled his illnesses and who, in death, will forever be loved 
and mourned.”
 

“We were humbled and 
honored to advocate for our 
client’s husband – a man 
who, in life, was a heroic 
first-responder who valiantly 
battled his illnesses and who, 
in death, will forever be loved 

and mourned.”and mourned.”
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HOLDING MANUFACTURERS  ACCOUNTABLE 
FOR KNOWN PRODUCT DANGERS

The lawsuit alleged that the manufacturers and distributors knew the product could cause harmful 

phytotoxic effects on poinsettias based on field testing and university research, yet continued 

marketing it without adequate warnings. We further alleged that product labels sold to growers omitted 

an important EPA-approved warning regarding the risk to poinsettias.

Our claims included negligence, strict product liability, failure to warn, deceptive trade practices, and 

the sale of a misbranded pesticide.

The case was ultimately resolved through a confidential settlement. While the settlement terms remain 

confidential, this result reflects our firm's commitment to handling complex product liability and 

commercial damages cases and holding manufacturers accountable when dangerous products cause 

significant harm.

RILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, working alongside The McKee Law 

Group, represented Floral Acres, LLC, a commercial ornamental plant 

nursery whose poinsettia crop allegedly suffered extensive damage after the use of 

V-10161 VPP Fungicide (Adorn). The case was Floral Acres, LLC v. Valent U.S.A. 

LLC, Howard Fertilizer & Chemical Company, Inc., and Nufarm Americas – a 

complex product liability case in Palm Beach County Circuit Court.
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JUSTICE  AFTER BEING LET DOWN

BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, took over the case, and did more in a handful of months than the 

prior firm did in about two years. Through relentless investigation and effort, we located a reluctant eye 

witness to the crash who had photographic evidence proving the company driver lied that our client’s 

now deceased’s wife didn’t have her headlights on, and we cajoled the witness to do the right thing and 

share the evidence and testify. The witness delivered. And we, in turn, delivered results that brought our 

client peace. This case concluded with a significant confidential settlement, securing justice and 

accountability – both of which were long overdue – for the widower.

 

At BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, we prove bigger doesn’t always mean better. Real justice 

requires focus, dedication, and the courage to take on powerful defendants — and win.

grieving widower came to BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, after firing a self-proclaimed 

bigger and better law firm, feeling frustrated and unheard.He suffered the unthinkable loss of his

beloved wife from a car crash caused by the negligence of a company driver who never should have been 

behind the wheel.
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ANOTHER SUCCESSFUL SETTLEMENT FOR  
AN INJURED MARITIME WORKER

 directed to do—the pile driving hammer suddenly dropped without warning onto his dominant right 

hand. Our client suffered devastating injuries.

We pursued a negligence claim under the Jones Act, asserting that the employer failed to provide our 

client a safe place to work and was therefore negligent in multiple respects—including failing to 

properly train and supervise the crane operator, failing to maintain the crane equipment, and failing to 

operate the crane properly. We also pursued an unseaworthiness claim under the General Maritime Law 

of the United States, asserting that the barge was not reasonably fit for its intended purpose and lacked 

a competent crew. And we also pursued claims for maintenance and cure, the centuries-old maritime 

doctrine requiring employers to provide injured seamen with medical care and living expenses during 

their recovery. In this case, the employer callously tried to improperly classify our client as land-based 

worker entitled to far more modest state worker’s compensation benefits, despite our client's clear status 

as a Jones Act seaman entitled to maintenance and cure benefits.

While the specific terms of the settlement are confidential, we can say that our client has received the 

compensation and justice he deserved for the harm he suffered.

BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, prides itself on holding maritime employers accountable when 

they fail to provide safe working conditions for the men and women who work on our nation’s waterways.

ur client, a dedicated maritime worker employed as a barge captain and 

deckhand, was seriously injured while performing his duties aboard a barge

operating on navigable waters in Florida's Intracoastal Waterway. While our client 

was following orders and removing chains from a piling—as he was required and
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A MULTI-MILLION DOLLAR MARITIME VICTORY 
FOR INJURED YACHT CREW MEMBER

annessa R. Lucier, highlights our commitment to pursuing justice through every available legal

          avenue. Ms. Lucier, a chef and stewardess aboard the M/Y Happy, suffered serious injuries to her 

left arm and shoulder on February 25, 2024, after being directed to assist the vessel owner's intoxicated 

girlfriend back to the yacht. Despite knowing of prior dangerous incidents involving this individual, 

her employers placed the crew at risk and later failed to provide the maintenance and cure benefits 

required under maritime law.

After the defendants failed to respond to the lawsuit filed in Broward County Circuit Court, 

BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM obtained default judgments and presented the case 

before a jury. The jury awarded $2,761,134 in damages, finding the defendants liable for both 

negligence and their willful failure to provide maintenance and cure.

When the judgment remained unpaid, our firm filed an in rem action in the United States 

District Court for the Southern District of Florida and obtained a warrant to arrest the 

Happy. The United States Marshals Service arrested the vessel on May 8, 2025, prompting the 

defendants to challenge the action in federal court and the Florida Fourth District Court of Appeal.

For months, our attorneys litigated the matter simultaneously in state trial court, federal district court, 

and state appellate court. Through this strategic, multi-forum approach, the parties ultimately reached 

a confidential settlement.

While the settlement terms remain confidential, this case demonstrates BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW 

FIRM, dedication to holding negligent parties accountable and pursuing justice, no matter how many 

courts it takes.
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       36-year-old man was working in a bucket lift for an electric company, 

securing one of several overhead power lines.  A crane toppled over, and 

the boom of the crane landed on the lines, including the one the man was 

securing.  The force catapulted him like a human slingshot out of the 

bucket lift, causing him to strike his face on the bucket on the way and 

suffer multiple, severe injuries, and leaving him hanging from his safety 

harness, unconscious.  harness, unconscious.  

              BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, sued the crane company.  

Its crane operator was negligent in failing to level the ground on which 

the crane’s outriggers were placed, and in failing to use sufficient matting

 under the outriggers’ floats to displace the forces created by the crane’s 

ground bearing pressure.  

                  As crane cases typically do, the case presented a variety of 

                  complicated issues, including: whether an agreement to lease the crane                        complicated issues, including: whether an agreement to lease the crane      

                  and the operator was signed, and if so, by whom and what the legal 

                  implications were; and whether worker’s compensation immunity 

                  applied to bar the case.  After litigating the case for more than two years, 

                  the case was settled to the parties’ satisfaction. “It’s crucial that an injury 

                  victim hires an attorney who has sufficient knowledge and experience in 

                  handling the type of case that the victim has and who is willing to spend                   handling the type of case that the victim has and who is willing to spend 

the time, effort, and money needed to overcome the defenses and prove the case,” 

said Joe Rinaldi, of BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM.  
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                   n March 6, 2017, Pablo Rubio Ortiz suffered a grievous, traumatic brain
             injury while working as a carpenter’s assistant on a new home development  
             construction site, when strong winds blew down a partially constructed 
             concrete block wall, collapsing it on top of Mr. Ortiz’s head.  The wall 
             should have been braced, but was not.  A designated safe area around the              should have been braced, but was not.  A designated safe area around the 
wall should have been demarcated, but was not.  A warning of the danger that the 
strong winds posed should have been given, but was not.  
              BRILL & RINALDI, T              BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, prosecuted the case in Miami-Dade 
County, Florida, Circuit Court against the parties responsible for those failures 
which caused Mr. Rubio Ortiz’s injury and resulting pain and suffering and 
economic losses, as well as the loss of his support and services to his wife and son.  
After over seven years of litigation, BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, settled with 
the last of those Defendants for a confidential sum.  
         Construction injury cases can be very complex 
and arduous, implicating barriers to suit such as workers’ and arduous, implicating barriers to suit such as workers’ 
compensation immunity.  That didn’t deter BRILL & 
RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM.  “I am immensely proud to 
say that we were tireless and imaginative in our pursuit 
of justice and accountability for Mr. Rubio Ortiz and his 
wife and son,” said David Brill, the managing partner of 
BRILL & RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM.  
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After over seven years 
of litigation, BRILL & 
RINALDI, THE LAW FIRM, 
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