














HIGGINS V. GEICO

On a peaceful morning in March, 2003, Tom Higgins was traveling 
on State Road 5 in Boynton Beach when without warning his vehicle 
was violently struck in the rear by a minivan traveling at nearly 60 
mph. In the blink of an eye, Tom Higgins’s life changed. Suffering 
from debilitating pain, Mr. Higgins learned from doctors that the 
negligence of the person who crashed into his vehicle caused several 
herniated discs in his back. This careless accident caused him to 
endure ongoing treatment for over two years, which has included 
painful adjustments, massages, injections and medications, to 
attempt to alleviate the excruciating pain. Mr. Higgins, overcome 
with the daily pain and even immobility at times, fi nally realized 
surgery was his only hope.

Unfortunately, the other driver only had minimal insurance on her 
vehicle, but Mr. Higgins was hopeful because he had been one of 
the smart motorists who purchased underinsured, or UM, vehicle 
coverage through GEICO. UM insurance is purchased by a driver 
to cover them if the person at fault does not have enough insurance. 
Instead of helping Mr. Higgins pay for his injuries caused by someone 
else, which under the policy GEICO was bound to do, the company 
denied his claim. After repeatedly refusing to help Mr. Higgins pay 
for his injuries, he was forced to fi le suit against his own insurance 
company to get them to do the right thing.

A Palm Beach County jury found that GEICO had failed to honor 
their insurance policy. As a result, the jury awarded justice to Mr. 
Riggins and his wife, Rafelle Higgins, in the amount of $5,249,600.

ANDRADE V. FORD

On the morning of October 21, 2006, Norma Andrade 
was a passenger in a 2000 Ford Mustang owned and 
operated by Francisco Viera. Mr. Viera was driving the 
Mustang near Orlando, Florida when he was rear-ended 
by a 2000 Nissan Pathfi nder driven by Allison Diaz. 
Everyone involved in the accident walked away with no 
injuries, except Norma, who was killed despite being a 
fully seat-belted right rear seated passenger. Our lawsuit 
alleged that the 2000 Ford Mustang was negligently 
designed in that it lacked rear seat head restraints.
 
Norma’s head was unprotected in the Mustang. During the 
rear-end impact, her head was allowed to violently rotate 
backwards causing her to suffer a broken neck, which led 
to her death. Ford Motor Company and other automobile 
manufacturers have a duty to protect the driving public 
in the design and manufacture of their vehicles. However, 
even to this day, the Ford Mustang still does not have rear 
seat head restraints that will protect occupants in rear-
end impacts despite the fact that Ford has known of the 
safety benefi ts of such devices for well over 40 years.
 
The Andrade family reached a confi dential settlement with
Ford Motor Company.

GARCIA V. FORD

Ralph and Delmy Garcia of Weston, Florida can rest easier 
knowing that their long ordeal of trying to obtain justice 
following Mr. Garcia’s 2005 rollover accident in his F-150 truck, 
is over. On November 27, 2005, Mr. Garcia was driving his 2001 
Ford F-150 Super Cab pickup truck southbound on a Florida 
roadway, when he was struck from behind by an unidentifi ed 
vehicle. His truck swerved, went out of control and rolled over. 
Mr. Garcia suffered neck injuries when the F-150 roof crushed 
down on his head. A lawsuit was fi led against Ford Motor Co. 
alleging that the design of the truck’s roof was defective.

In the three week jury trial the evidence demonstrated that Ford 
Motor Company knew the roof of the F-150 was defective but, 
despite this, sold the truck, risking the lives of people like Mr. 
Garcia. The trial helped establish the importance of automobile 
manufacturers protecting consumers by designing, testing and 
marketing their vehicles so that the safety consumers expect is 
delivered. Justice prevailed for the Garcia family and another 
safety problem has been brought out of the dark for others to see.

A Broward County jury found that the Ford F-150’s roof system 
was defective and awarded justice to Mr. Garcia in the amount 
of $1,430,489.

ROBERSON V. SPECIALTY RISK SERVICES

In November 2001, Mrs. Roberson tripped on uneven pavement 
while entering her workplace, injuring her neck. She fi led for 
workers’ compensation and was assigned a claims representative. A 
doctor determined that she suffered injuries to her C1-C2 vertebrae 
and had limited range of motion in all directions. The doctor 
also determined that the injury aggravated Mrs. Roberson’s pre-
existing condition of Rheumatoid Arthritis and assigned her a 10% 
disability rating. The claims representative sent Mrs. Roberson to 
consult a neurosurgeon who concluded that Mrs. Roberson suffered 
from basilar invagination, a disease that, when activated, can lead 
to devastating injuries, including quadriplegia. In February 2002, 
despite this diagnosis, it was alleged that the Defendants, without 
justifi cation, informed Mrs. Roberson and the Division of Workers’ 
Compensation that Mrs. Roberson had an impairment rating of 0% 
and had reached maximum medical improvement for her injuries. 
Because of this misrepresentation, Mrs. Roberson was unable to 
continue to pursue medical treatments. Her condition worsened to 
the point where Mrs. Roberson, due to the activation of her basilar 
invagination, became a quadriplegic. Timely medical care would have 
prevented this devastating injury. Several years later, it was learned 
that the Defendants completely disregarded Mrs. Robinson’s well-
being by deliberately withholding authorization of critical medically 
necessary care. This conduct was both greedy and inhumane.

Patricia Roberson reached a confi dential settlement with Specialty 
Risk Services, The Hartford Financial Services Group, Inc., and 
Debra Grant, the claims representative.

CAMPOS V. TORNADO ROOFING

Rafael Campos, a married father of fi ve, began March 25, 
2006, like every other day, as a roofer for Tornado Roofi ng 
Company. This day would be his last to see his wife and 
children. Mr. Campos was operating a lift fi tted onto a Ford 
F-620 truck, which was used to transport thousands of pounds 
of roofi ng materials from truck to rooftop. Before operating 
the lift, outriggers are supposed to be engaged to stabilize the 
truck and prevent it from tipping over. Tragically, this was not 
done in this instance. When the lift was operated, the truck 
overturned landing on Mr. Campos, crushing him to death. 
None of the companies involved in the purchase, manufacture, 
design or distribution of the vehicle and lift had given 
instruction, training or warning regarding its use. There was 
no manual available about operating the lift and stabilizers. 
Additionally, the manufacturer failed to provide any fail-
safe design that would prevent the lift from being operated 
without engaging the stabilizing outriggers. The manufacturer 
and distributor of the machine had a duty to inform users 
of the dangers and proper use of the lift. Their failure to 
do so created an almost certain risk of injury or death.

The Campos family reached a confi dential settlement with 
Tornado Roofi ng Company, Rayside Truck and Trailer, 
Sawgrass Ford, Inc., and Tesco Equipment, LLC.
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