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County Trial Lawyers Association, Alters, 
40, is also a major Democratic fundrais-
er and donor. He served on President 
Obama’s and John Kerry’s national fi-
nance committees, giving tens of thou-
sands of dollars to Democratic causes.

Known for his lavish lifestyle, Alters 
generated a buzz in Miami legal cir-
cles when he opened snazzy offices in 
Miami’s Design District in 2008 and 
posed for photos next to his Bentley. He 
also has driven a white Rolls-Royce and 
a steel blue Ferrari, according to former 
partners, and lives in a waterfront house 
in tony Golden Beach. 

Alters has been sued by many of his 
ex-partners, including his six-year part-
ner and former friend, Miami lawyer 
Stuart Ratzan of the Ratzan Law Group. 
The partnership ended badly in 2007, 

with Ratzan filing a restraining order 
against Alters for allegedly assaulting 
him on his bicycle and Alters being or-
dered to buy Ratzan out of a $2 million 
Breckenridge, Colorado, townhouse they 
jointly owned.

Kimberly Boldt, Thomas Culmo and 
Bob Brown, all former partners of Alters’, 
also sued him after parting ways. Boldt 
sued in November 2010 and Culmo in 
December 2009. 

They settled their breach of con-
tract suits and declined to comment on 
them. Brown, who split from Alters in 
May 2010 to join Miami-based Baron & 
Budd, sued Alters on Aug. 29 in Miami-
Dade Circuit Court.

Brown is seeking a records custo-
dian to inspect the financial records of 
the Alters Law Firm. The suit filed under 
state corporate law said Brown holds 10 
out of 100 shares of stock in the law firm. 
It alleges Brown made “certain share-
holder loans” to Alters and was never 
repaid. Brown also never received divi-
dend payouts, according to the suit.

The firm “refused to permit the in-

spection as requested and, while ac-
knowledging that plaintiff was a share-
holder, has now taken the untenable 
position for the first time that plaintiff is 
not currently a shareholder,” according 
to the suit filed by Todd Legon of Legon 
Ponce & Fodiman of Miami.  

Brown declined comment as he is 
still involved in joint litigation with Alters 
on Chinese drywall claims, the Bank of 
America case and other suits. 

Self-Funded Firm
In written answers, Alters said Brown 

“has not had any role in the Alters Law 
Firm since June 30, 2010. His action 
now is apparently the result of the suc-
cess the Alters Law Firm has garnered 
since his July 2010 departure.”

Alters acknowledged equity partners 
were not paid salaries “for over a year 
while we were building the firm.”

Regarding Ratzan, Alters stated: “All 
lawsuits or claims involving Mr. Ratzan 
were dismissed and resolved confiden-
tially more than four years ago. We have 
not spoken in years.”

In past interviews, Alters has openly 
discussed the financial challenges of 
moving from personal injury into na-
tional class action plaintiff work, which 
can be expensive to fund and take a long 
time to produce payouts.

In his statements to the Review, Alters 
said: “The firm is in the best financial po-
sition it has ever been in. We are profit-
able. We are handling some of the largest 
cases in the United States, and we are 
handling them well. We are stable and 
successful.”

He said the firm had two lines of cred-
it with a local bank, and he paid them off 
completely in February. 

“Our firm runs strictly on a self-fund-
ed basis,” he said. “We have no bank 
lines of credit. Not many plaintiff’s firms 
can say that.”

Alters founded No Ceilings 
Management last year, representing 
sports and entertainment celebrities. 
According to the company website, the 
company’s client list includes football 
player Jason Taylor, Epidemic Music and 
Dirty Royal Clothing.

Bruce Rogow, who is special counsel 
to Alters in some litigation, said Monday: 
“I am happy with Jeremy and I have 
confidence in Jeremy and I trust Jeremy. 
I would not still be special counsel to 
Jeremy if I did not feel that way.”

Julie Kay can be reached at (305) 
347-6685.
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Commentary by William R. Trueba Jr. 
and Michael E. Tschupp

When President Obama signed the 
Leahy-Smith America Invents Act into 
law, U.S. patent law embarked on its first 
major change in decades and, arguably, 
its most fundamental change ever. 

The law, enacted Friday, makes some 
immediate changes and phases in other 
changes over the coming year. One im-
mediate change: Suits for false patent 
marking — which operate like qui tam 
suits and have given rise to a cottage in-
dustry — are now limited only to those 
who have suffered a competitive injury 
as a result of false marking. Starting 
Sept.16, 2012, new procedures will be in 
place for members of the public to sub-
mit materials to the examiner during the 
review of other’s patent applications. 

First-to-invent
The most fundamental changes, how-

ever, will go into effect in March 2013. 
Since the beginning, we have had a first-
to-invent system. Under this system an 
inventor can defeat another’s attempt to 
win a patent by demonstrating that he 
or she had actually invented the inven-
tion first.  

But few inventions are the product of 
a discrete “Eureka!” moment, and deter-
mining who the first inventor is has al-

ways been a difficult task. 
Traditionally, the United 
States has deemed an 
invention to occur at the 
moment that the inven-
tion is conceived, provid-
ed that the inventor then 
proceeds to diligently 
reduce the invention to 

practice by filing a patent application or 
by placing the invention into practice. 
Therefore, if Inventor A conceives of an 
invention before Inventor B, but Inventor 
B reduces the invention to practice first 
and gets a patent application in to the 
Patent Office first, Inventor A will still 
win the battle over the rights to the in-
vention as long as he or she has worked 
diligently on reducing the invention to 
practice.  

First-to-file
The America Invents Act completely 

changes this approach and introduces 
the first-to-file system — a system fol-
lowed in the rest of the world. The first 
inventor to file their patent application 
wins regardless of who came up with the 
invention first. This has an advantage in 
terms of clarity, but at the potential price 
of fairness. After all, an earlier, diligent, 
inventor can lose out if he is outraced to 
the patent office.  

But this change is necessary to bring 

the U.S. in line with 
the rest of the world. 
Since 1998, when the 
Philippines made the 
switch, the United States 
has been the sole “first-
to-invent” system. This 
uniqueness has com-
plicated cooperation 

between the U.S. Patent & Trademark 
Office and its foreign counterparts and 
created challenges for inventors seek-
ing to patent their invention in multiple 
countries. 

This new system will apply to patent 
applications filed March 16, 2013, and 
forward. Applications already on file, or 
filed, before the switch, will be grandfa-
thered into the old system. Therefore, 
inventors concerned about losing the 
race to the patent office should be sure 
to get their applications filed before the 
change. Once the change goes in to ef-
fect, all inventors or businesses owning 
rights to inventions will need to file their 
applications as soon as possible to avoid 
being beaten to the punch by a rival in-
ventor.

Public disclosure
We will also see changes to how pub-

lic disclosure of an invention affects its 
patentability in March 2013. 

Today, public disclosure of an inven-

tion within the year leading up to the 
filing of a patent application does not 
foreclose the patenting of the invention, 
provided that the applicant had made 
the invention before the disclosure. But 
after the switch, if a third party first dis-
closes the invention to the public at any 
time prior to the filing of your own pat-
ent application, your invention will not 
be patentable. 

You must make an earlier disclosure 
of the invention then file your patent ap-
plication within a year of your disclosure. 
Under the new system, inventors should 
file a patent application as soon as pos-
sible or publicly disclose their invention 
then follow up with a patent application 
within the year.

There are over 30 other categories of 
changes in this historic law. 

It is critical for businesses to know 
how they will be affected by the chang-
ing landscape. 

William R. Trueba Jr. and Michael E. 
Tschupp are patent attorneys with the law 
firm of Espinosa Trueba. They focus on the 
domestic and international enforcement of 
intellectual property rights and the prosecu-
tion of patent and trademark rights.
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Jeremy Alters

 Age: 40

 Education: University of Miami 
Law School, J.D., 1996; University of 
Massachusetts at Amherst, B.A., 1994

 Experience: Alters Law Firm, 
2010-present; Alters Boldt Brown Rash 
& Culmo, 2007-2010; Ratzan & Alters, 
2001-2007; Stewart Tilghman Fox & 
Bianchi, 1998-2001; Kubicki & Draper, 
1996-1998

 Works: Board of Governors, 
American Association For Justice, 
2005-present; Board of Governors Florida 
Justice Association, 2004-present; 
Member, President Barack Obama’s 
National Finance Committee, 2008 
and 2010; President, Dade County Trial 
Lawyers Association, 2004
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