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Top PI Lawyers Gathered for Supreme Court Hearing on RICO Claim Against
Case Runners

"What the Court of Appeals has done with the lower decision is to grant civil immunity to case runners, and if that case stands
... it will ensure that the practice will never end," plaintiffs attorney Matt Cook of the Cook Law Group told the justices.
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Personal injury attorneys observe oral arguments in Lazenby v. Cambre & Associates at the Supreme Court of Georgia.
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On Tuesday morning, some of the biggest names on Georgia's plaintiffs bar, including Jim Butler,
Tedra Cannella and Drew Ashby, filled the pews of the Supreme Court of Georgia, in support of two
Gainesville trial attorneys: Matt Cook of the Cook Law Group and his colleague and client Shane
Lazenby of the Lazenby Law Group.

Lazenby filed a proposed class action under RICO against Pl firm Cambre & Associates and one of
its affiliates in 2024, alleging the defendants were illegally obtaining information about accident
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victims and using that information to solicit them before competing lawyers could seek their
business, a practice known as case running.

As for the case at hand, back when the complaint was first filed, case running was a first offense

misdemeanor. The issue was divisive enough to spur attorney Darl Champion of the Champion

Firm to step down from his position as chair of the State Bar of Georgia’'s Committee on Attorney-
Client Solicitation in October 2025, because he said the bar wasn't doing enough to curb the
practice. Champion was among those who showed up Tuesday to support Cook.

Since then, the Georgia General Assembly has passed a new law classifying case running as a
felony, though when the law passed, Cook told Law.com that he doubted it would have much of an

effect. At the time, he was still waiting to find out if the high court would agree to hear his case.

"It's important to keep in mind we're here under the civil RICO, that has its aim in two things. One is
to rid the state of sophisticated criminal enterprises, and two, to provide compensation to people
that are injured,’ Cook told the high court during oral argument on Tuesday morning.

Personal injury attorneys gather at the Supreme Court of Georgia in support of the plaintiffs in Lazenby v. Cambre &

Associates. Right to left: Attorneys Shane Lazenby, Ramsey Prather, Bill Stone, Adam Malone, Alan Hamilton, Matt Cook,

Kate Cook, Drew Ashby, Buck Rogers, Darl Champion, Joshua Bearden, Kathy McArthur, Akins Doherty, an unknown woman,
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Jim Butler, Nathan Nicholson, Dan Philylae, an unknown man, Alex Hoffspiegel, Holly Stephens, Tedra Cannella and Voices

of Families for Justice communication and advocacy manager Taylor Thompson.

On Friday, the high court also issued an order suspending Cambre from "the practice of law in
Georgia until further order of [the] court," after "fail[ing] to adequately respond to the State Bar’s
Notice of Investigation." Cambre's counsel on the matter, a team at Chandler Law, declined to
comment, and it is not clear what the state bar's investigation was about.

After the case was first filed in the State Court of Gwinnett County, Judge Carla E. Brown denied
the defendants' motion to dismiss Lazenby's complaint. However, the defendants were successful

on appeal, leading Lazenby to petition the high court to hear the case.

"What the Court of Appeals has done with the lower decision is to grant civil immunity to case
runners, and if that case stands ... it will ensure that the practice will never end,’ Cook told the

justices. "The state bar cannot reach runners who don't have law licenses, and they can't provide
compensation to honest lawyers who have, in fact, been injured.’

Justice Verda M. Colvin questioned whether the attorneys in Lazenby's proposed class were really
the most direct victims of the defendants’ behavior, rather than the clients themselves.

Cook, however, pushed back, explaining that, if a lawyer uses case runners to solicit a client and
then gets that client $10 million, the client doesn't suffer an injury.

"It's the legitimate, honest competitors who are directly injured,” Cook said. "It's illegal under the
RICO statute to obtain any interest in money through a pattern of racketeering activities. So as
soon as they call and solicit, they have violated the law, and they can't keep that fee."

"You're making the assumption that they win," Colvin said.

"Right, and we don't sue for clients where no fee was recovered. Why? Because the injury is the
missing fee," Cook answered.

Meanwhile, Kim Jackson of Bovis, Kyle, Burch & Medlin, an attorney for co-defendant Hannah
Moore, told the justices that "the plaintiff did not allege in the complaint an actual lost client or an

actual client obtained by the defendant. There was no allegation of loss. There was no allegation
of gain by the defendants. It does not allege any loss of fee. It does not allege that the defendant
made a fee, and they don't allege any direct injury sufficient to establish proximate cause under
any theory or definition of the term.”

According to Jackson, this is crucial because, in order to bring a RICO case in Georgia, a plaintiff
has to establish proximate cause, meaning Lazenby needs to show that he and his colleagues are
the intended, or most direct, victims of case running.
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Jackson's opening statement drew Justice Carla Wong McMillian's attention.

"You said in your opening statement that plaintiffs haven't alleged any proximate cause or injury,’
McMillan said. "But I'm looking at the complaint, paragraph 72, and they allege they both as
individuals, and as a class, have suffered financial losses from defendants' illegal solicitation
because every case that defendants have obtained by illegal means is a case and a fee that went
to defendants and did not go to plaintiff or those similarly situated to plaintiff. So they've alleged
that. | mean, so that's not true that they haven't alleged it."

"They've alleged proximate cause in the ether, perhaps,’ Jackson replied.

"That's good enough though, isn't it?" Justice Benjamin Land asked. McMillian noted that the case
is still at the motion to dismiss stage.

The justices asked Jackson why he felt that proximate cause should be reviewed under a higher
pleading standard than what Georgia normally uses. Or, in the words of Chief Justice Nels
Peterson, "Why is direct relationship the right proximate cause standard? ... Why isn't just ordinary
reasonable foreseeability the right standard?”

Jackson explained that Georgia's civil RICO statute "was borrowed from federal law with the
understanding that it was going to be interpreted at least where it wasn't revised or changed for
the Georgia purposes.’

When it came time for rebuttal, Cook told the court that Jackson's argument "proceeds from the
misunderstanding of the entire scheme, which the Court of Appeals was confused about as well."

"We can't get the client," Cook said. "We don't have a relationship with the client because they get
them before we get to them. That's the whole point."

"How do you know that [the client] would have gone to another lawyer?" Justice Shawn Ellen
LaGrua asked.

"Because they, in fact, hired a lawyer," Cook replied.

"But do you have any evidence that all of these people that were solicited would have gone and
hired another Georgia lawyer?" the justice pressed.

"That's a summary judgment issue. That's to be answered after discovery. Right now, you have to
assume that they admit what we say,’ Cook said.

This article was updated to accurately reflect the criminal penalties for case running before the
2026 legislative session.
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