
 

 

 

  

 

IN THE SUPREME  COURT OF FLORIDA
  

THE FLORIDA BAR,  

Complainant,  

v.  

JEREMY W.  ALTERS,  

Respondent.  

Supreme Court Case
 
No. 

The Florida Bar File 

No. 2012-70,199 (11P) 

______________________________/ 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS  

Complainant, The Florida Bar, requests Respondent  JEREMY  W. ALTERS, 

pursuant  to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.370, within  45  days after service of this request, to  

make the following admissions for the purpose of this action only and subject to all  

pertinent  objections to their admissibility  which may be  interposed  at  the trial.  

That each  of the following statements are true and  properly admissible as 

evidence.  

1.  That  you are and were at all times  material herein, a member of  

The Florida Bar, subject to  the jurisdiction  and disciplinary rules of the Supreme  

Court  of Florida.  

2.  That  prior to  the filing of this complaint, there has been a 

finding of probable cause by a grievance committee as required  by Rule 3-7.4(1), 

Filing # 9420775 Electronically Filed 01/22/2014 01:48:34 PM

RECEIVED, 1/22/2014 13:53:40, John A. Tomasino, Clerk, Supreme Court



 

Rules Regulating The Florida Bar. The presiding member of the grievance 


committee has approved  the instant complaint.  

3.  That you were the majority shareholder in the law firm of 

Alters, Boldt, Brown, Rash  and Culmo P.A. and The Alters Law  Firm in 2010 and  

2011. (Both entities  will  hereafter be referred to as the “Firm”.)  

4.  That you and and/or Kimberly Boldt (“Boldt”) were the 

managing partner(s) of the Firm from its inception  through  June 2010.  

5.  That you were the managing  partner of the Firm from July 2010  

through all relevant  times thereafter.  

6.  That from October 2008  through August 2009, you made 

approximately forty-two (42) deposits, totaling  about  $1,416,000 from  your 

personal bank accounts  into the Firm operating  account to cover payroll, operating  

expenses and  other financial  obligations  of the Firm.  

7.  That  on  or about August 26, 2009, you deposited  $18,000.00  of 

personal funds  into the Firm operating account.  After this  deposit was made, the 

operating account  still had a negative balance of $27,126.55. The negative balance 

in  this account was cleared  up by  an  improper transfer from the Firm’s IOTA trust 

account  on  or about September 1, 2009.  

8.  That  during  the period from September 2009  through October 

2010, there were approximately forty nine (49) improper transfers of trust funds  
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from one of the Firm’s IOTA trust accounts to one of the Firm’s operating
	 

accounts. The total amount of the improper transfers exceeded  $2,000,000.00.  

9.  That  on  or about September 1, 2009, and  again  on September 2, 

2009, there were improper transfers from the Firm trust account into  the Firm  

operating account  in the amount of $40,000.00 each. These transfers brought the 

Firm operating account  back to a positive balance. On or about  September 29, 

2009, the trust account funds for both of these improper transfers were replaced.    

10.  That  on  or about November 3, 2009, two (2) improper transfers  

from the Firm trust account were made to  cover a negative balance in  the Firm  

operating account.  One transfer was in the amount of $75,000.00 and the other 

was in the amount of $30,000.00 for a total of $105,000.00. Later that month, the 

trust account funds for both of these improper transfers were replaced.      

11.  That  during  the month of January 2010, there were 

approximately ten (10) improper transfers  from the Firm trust account into  the 

Firm operating account  totaling about  $570,000.00. All  of these trust funds were 

used  to cover negative balances  in  the Firm’s operating account at the close of the 

prior business day.  

12.  That  on  or about February 9, 2010, you and Boldt met with  

Bruce Rogow, Esq. (“Rogow”) regarding  the trust account  problem.  Rogow  

advised you and Boldt that  the trust account problem had to  be reported  to  the Bar.    
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Trust Account  Net Increase or (Decrease) in  
Month  

Shortage  Shortage from February 2010  

February 2010  $1,002,049.14   N/A  

March  2010  $1,140,016.45   $137,967.31   

April 2010  $1,132,545.58   $130,496.44   

May  2010  $1,168,140.35   $166,091.21   

June 2010  $1,280,167.62   $278,118.48   

13.  That at the time that  you and Boldt met with Rogow, the trust
  

account  shortage was in excess  of $1 million; you never reported the trust account  

problem to the Bar.  

14.  That approximately four (4) weeks after the February 9, 2010  

meeting, the improper transfers resumed. The first  occurred  on  or about  March 10, 

2010 and  over the next  seven (7) months  there were twenty-five (25) improper 

transfers, totaling  approximately $800,474.32.  

15.  That  subsequent to the aforementioned meeting on February 9, 

2010, the deficit in the trust account increased.  During  the period of February  

through June 2010, when you and/or Boldt were the managing  partner(s) of the 

Firm, the following end  of the month shortages existed in  the trust account:    
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16. That during the period of July 2010 through February 2011, 


when you were the managing partner of the Firm, the following end of the month 

shortages existed in the trust account: 

Trust Account 
Net Increase or (Decrease) in 

Month 
Shortage 

Shortage from February 2010 

July 2010 $1,051,941.34 $49,892.20 

August 2010 $1,046,061.00 $44,011.86 

September 2010 $890,940.57 ($111,108.57) 

October 2010 $1,027,777.63 $25,728.49 

November 2010 $1,019,777.63 $17,728.49 

December 2010 $1,019,777.63 $17,728.49 

January 2011 $1,018,435.62 $16,386.48 

February 2011 $1,018,435.62 $16,386.48 

17. That during the period from February 2010 (the month in which 

the meeting with Rogow took place) through February 2011, Respondent deposited 

approximately $7,307,624 in fees, case cost reimbursements, loans, co-counsel 

fees, proceeds from the sale of real estate, and personal funds into the Firm’s bank 

accounts. However, none of the funds deposited during this period were utilized to 

permanently reduce the amount of the trust account shortage. During this thirteen 

(13) month period, the trust account shortage actually increased by $16,386.48. 
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18. That the trust account shortages continued after February 2011 


and were not finally resolved until September 2011. The amount of the trust 

account shortage during this period was $38,973.10. 

19. That throughout the Bar proceedings, you have denied 

complicity in or knowledge of any and all of the improper transfers from the trust 

account.  However, you, as managing partner of the Firm, were or reasonably 

should have been knowledgeable of, and therefore were complicit in, the improper 

transfers. The improperly transferred funds were generally used for the benefit of 

you and/or the Firm. 

20. That on or about November 23, 2010, and December 7, 2010, 

the Firm received and deposited settlement checks totaling $1,505,645.27 for the 

benefit of client Theresa Meerbott (“Meerbott”) in its IOTA trust account.  During 

this two week period, the Firm disbursed $285,777.00 to itself and $425,176.68 to 

other law firms for fees and costs incurred in the Meerbott case, resulting in total 

disbursements of $710,953.68.  This left a balance of $794,691.59 in the Firm’s 

trust account for the benefit of Meerbott. 

21. That the balance in the Firm trust account prior to the deposit of 

Meerbott’s settlement funds was $42,816.92. This balance takes into consideration 

all checks that were issued (for non-Meerbott disbursements) but had not been 

cashed. 
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22.  That  at this  point in  time, the Firm owed client Yuderkis Del
  

Llano and  Jose Banos (“Del Llano/Banos”) at least $229,875.32. This  balance was  

owed  to Del Llano/Banos for settlement funds that the Firm had received in July of 

2009 and September 2010,  but  had not yet fully disbursed  to Del Llano/Banos.  

23.  That  due to the fact that  the trust account  only had a balance of  

$42,816.92 and  that  the Firm owed Del Llano/Banos at least  $229,875.32, it  is  

clear that  the Firm had misused and/or misappropriated funds it  should  have held  

in  trust for Del Llano/Banos.  

24.  That  on o r about  December 7, 2010, the Firm issued check  

number 1267 in  the amount of $229,875.32 from one of its IOTA trust accounts, 

payable to Del Llano/Banos.  

25.  That  due to the fact that  the trust account  balance for non-

Meerbott funds prior to  the issuance of this check was  only $42,816.92, it is clear 

that the disbursement the Firm  made to Del Llano/Banos  included at least  

$187,058.40 of Meerbott’s  settlement funds.  This resulted  in a misuse and/or 

misappropriation of Meerbott’s funds.  

26.  That  the settlement funds due to Meerbott were finally paid to a 

trust for her benefit  on March 15, 2011.  

27.  That  you filed your Annual Membership Fees Statement  

(“AMF Statement”) with The Florida Bar for 2010-2011 and 2011-2012.  On  the 
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2010-2011 AMF Statement, it required a certification as to trust account
  

compliance for the period  of July 1, 2009  –  June 30, 2010.  On  the 2011-2012  

AMF Statement, it required a certification  as to trust account compliance for the 

period of July 1, 2010  –  June 30, 2011.  

28.  That  on each AMF Statement, you noted that “I am required  to  

maintain a trust account and I am in compliance with the trust account . . . rules.”  

On these two (2) AMF Statements, you knowingly  misrepresented to the Bar that  

your trust  account was in compliance with  the Bar rules.     

29.  That  by reason of the foregoing, you  have violated rules  3-

4.3(Misconduct and  Minor Misconduct), 4-1.15(Safekeeping Property), 4-8.1(a) 

([A] lawyer . . . in connection with a disciplinary  matter, shall not  knowingly  make 

a false statement of material fact), 4-8.4(c) (A lawyer shall not  engage in conduct  

involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation . . . ), 5-1.1(a) (Nature of 

Money or Property Entrusted  to Attorney) and 5-1.1(b) (Application  of  Trust  

Funds or Property to Specific Purpose) of  the Rules Regulating  The Florida Bar.  

30.  That each  of the following documents, attached, is a true and  

correct copy and is properly admissible under the rules:  

A.  Composite Exhibit “1” consists of copies of your  2010-2011  

and 2011-2012  AMF Statements.  
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Respectfully submitted,
 

William Mulligan, Bar Counsel
 
The Florida Bar
 
Miami Branch Office
 
444 Brickell Avenue
 
Rivergate Plaza, Suite M-100
 
Miami, Florida 33131-2404
 
(305) 377-4445
 
Florida Bar No. 956880
 
wmulliga@flabar.org 

9
 

mailto:wmulliga@flabar.org


 

           

       

            

           

      

      

 

    

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
  

I certify that this document has been E-filed with The Honorable John A. 

Tomasino, Clerk of the Supreme Court of Florida, using the E-Filing Portal and 

that a copy has been furnished by United States Mail via certified mail No. 7003 

1680 0002 4614 1263, return receipt requested to Jeremy W. Alters, c/o Andrew 

Scott Berman, Attorney for the Respondent, at 1101 Brickell Avenue, Suite 1400 

N, Miami, Florida 33131, and via electronic mail to aberman@ybkglaw.com; with 

a copy by electronic mail to William Mulligan, Bar Counsel, wmulliga@flabar.org, 

on this 22nd day of January, 2014. 

Adria E. Quintela
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