
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 
 
WYNDHAM VACATION OWNERSHIP, 
INC., WYNDHAM VACATION 
RESORTS, INC., WYNDHAM RESORT 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
SHELL VACATIONS, LLC, SVC-WEST, 
LLC, SVC-AMERICANA, LLC and SVC-
HAWAII, LLC, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. Case No: 8:19-cv-1895-T-36CPT 
 
THE MONTGOMERY LAW FIRM, LLC, 
MONTGOMERY & NEWCOMB, LLC, M. 
SCOTT MONTGOMERY, ESQ., W. 
TODD NEWCOMB, ESQ., CLS, INC., 
ATLAS VACATION REMEDIES, LLC, 
PRINCIPAL TRANSFER GROUP, LLC, 
DONNELLY SNELLEN, JASON LEVI 
HEMINGWAY, MUTUAL RELEASE 
CORPORATION, DAN CHUDY, 
MATTHEW TUCKER and CATALYST 
CONSULTING FIRM LLC, 
 
 Defendants. 
  
 

O R D E R  

This matter comes before the Court sua sponte. Robert M. Ward, an attorney of record in 

this case for certain defendants, was admitted to practice in the Middle District of Florida pro hac 

vice on January 23, 2019. Doc. 26. On January 30, 2020, Ward traveled to the Sam M. Gibbons 

United States Courthouse in Tampa, Florida to appear before Magistrate Judge Tuite for a 

scheduled hearing. Prior to entering the courtroom, Ward was required to pass through security. 

The incident that is the subject of this Order occurred there.  
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The incident, documented on a Court Facility Incident Report and captured on video by 

surveillance cameras, occurred as follows. Ward entered the front screening post, where he was 

asked for his identification and to place all of his belongings in a bin to be screened by the x-ray 

machine. A Court security officer asked Ward to remove his belt and place it into the bin to be 

screened. Ward verbalized disagreement with having to remove his belt, stating that attorneys 

should not have to do that. Ward removed his pants, throwing them into the bin. Ward then walked 

through the walk-through metal detector, took his pants out of the bin, put them back on, and 

proceeded to Magistrate Judge Tuite’s courtroom for the hearing. 

After the hearing, the Magistrate Judge informed Ward that he had been made aware of the 

incident at security. The Magistrate Judge admonished Ward for his behavior, discussed the 

importance of security at federal buildings, and notified Ward that his conduct had come to the 

attention of the U.S. Marshal Service and the Court. Doc. 242. In closing, the Magistrate Judge 

stated that Ward’s “behavior suggests, unfortunately, something that does not reflect well on the 

profession and quite frankly gives pause as to whether it’s somebody who should be allowed to 

practice here.” Id. Ward was escorted out of the courthouse.  

Local Rule 2.02 governs special admission to practice in the Middle District of Florida. 

Under that Rule, an attorney who is not a Florida resident, but who is a member in good standing 

of the bar of any District Court of the United States outside Florida, may appear specially, or pro 

hac vice, as counsel of record provided he or she meet certain other enumerated criteria. M.D. Fla. 

L.R. 2.02(a). An attorney approved to appear specially “shall be governed by the Model Rules of 

Professional Conduct of the American Bar Association as modified and adopted by the Supreme 

Court of Florida to govern the professional behavior of the members of The Florida Bar.” M.D. 

Fla. L.R. 2.04(d). In addition, an attorney approved to appear specially  
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shall be deemed to be familiar with, and shall be governed by, these [Local R]ules 
in general, including Rule 2.04 [Discipline] hereof in particular; and shall also be 
deemed to be familiar with and governed by the Code of Professional 
Responsibility and other ethical limitations or requirements then governing the 
professional behavior of members of The Florida Bar. 
 

M.D. Fla. L.R. 2.02(c). 

Under the Rules Regulating the Florida Bar, “[a] lawyer should demonstrate respect for the 

legal system and for those who serve it, including judges, other lawyers, and public officials.” R. 

Regulating Fla. Bar 4, Preamble. Under the Guidelines for Professional Conduct, a “lawyer always 

should strive to uphold the honor and dignity of the profession, avoid disorder and disruption in 

the courtroom, and maintain a respectful attitude toward the court.” Guidelines for Professional 

Conduct, A.1. Also, a “lawyer should be courteous and civil in all professional dealings with other 

persons.” Id. at A.4. And, a “lawyer always should interact with parties, counsel, witnesses, jurors 

or prospective jurors, court personnel, and judges with courtesy and civility, and should avoid 

undignified or discourteous conduct that is degrading to the court or the proceedings.” Id. at L.1. 

In his Motion to Appear Pro Hac Vice, Ward certified that he had read the most current 

version of the Local Rules within the 12 months preceding his application for admission. Doc. 24-

1 at p. 1. Ward also acknowledged familiarity with the Florida Rules of Professional Conduct and 

“other ethical limitations or requirements governing the professional behavior of the members of 

the Florida Bar.” Doc. 24 at ¶ 5. 

Ward’s conduct of disrobing on the first floor of the Sam M. Gibbons United States 

Courthouse on January 30, 2020 seemingly violated the letter and spirit of the Rules Regulating 

the Florida Bar and the Guidelines for Professional Conduct. Ward’s behavior demonstrated a lack 

of respect for the legal system and those who serve it. His behavior was discourteous, uncivil, and 

undignified. Above all, Ward failed to uphold the honor and dignity of the profession. 
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Ward’s actions raise serious questions about whether he should be allowed the privilege of 

practicing in this court. Under Local Rule 2.04(a), any member of the bar of this Court, including 

those admitted specially under Rule 2.02, may “be disbarred, suspended, reprimanded or subjected 

to such other discipline as the Court may deem proper.” Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED as 

follows: 

Ward is directed to SHOW CAUSE as to why his pro hac vice privilege should not be 

revoked based on his behavior on January 30, 2020. Ward shall file a written response with the 

Court within FOURTEEN (14) DAYS of the date of this Order. In his response, Ward may request 

a hearing. If Ward does not request a hearing, the Court will make a final determination based on 

Ward’s written submission. Failure to respond to this Order may result in revocation of Ward’s 

pro hac vice privilege without further notice.  

DONE AND ORDERED in Tampa, Florida on February 21, 2020. 

 

COPIES TO:    
COUNSEL OF RECORD AND UNREPRESENTED PARTIES, IF ANY 
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