


































                  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.”
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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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