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Re: Howard Vincent Mishler

Dear Ms. Frost:

Enclosed please find copies of the Claim Determination Entry for awards made by the Board
of Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund of Ohio in the following claims:

CSF CLAIM NO. CLAIMANT AWARD

09-0130 Thomas and Teresa Garlando $15,000

09-0007 Mercedes A. Spar $6,000

08-0126 Thomas and Mary Schwartz $50,758.46

08-0236 Rajakumar Subramanian $6,500

These awards arosefrom the dishonest conduct of Howard Vincent Mishler. We ask that the
information concerning the awards made by the Clients' Security Fund be placed in the attorney's

file.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours, --,

et Green Marbley, Administra
CHents' Security Fund

JGM/pdl
Enclosures: as stated
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Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Connor
ChiefJustice

Jerome Phillips
Chair

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

Janet Green 1Vlarbley
Administrator

In Re Application of Thomas and Teresa Garlando v. Howard Vincent Mishler

Claim Number 09-0130

This cause came on for hearing before the Board of Comniissioners of the Clients' Security Fund

this 4th day of March, 2011 on the appB.catior of Thomas and Teresa Garlando alleging a loss in the
amount of $15,000, caused by dishonest conduct of an attomey duly licensed to practice in the State of

Ohio

The Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund of Ohio find that:

An attomey client relationship did exist between the claimant and
Howard Vincent Mishler.

an

b) The claimant suffered a loss of $15,000 on or about April, 2008.

The Commissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of unearned fees,

that the following disciplinary proceedings were taken:

DISBARRED on 12/14/2010

The Commissioners further find that the claimant took affirmative action against the attorney
within one year of becoming aware of the loss; and that there is no insurance or bond which will

d

of

mgnefit the claimant; and that said claimant is not a spouse, dose relative, partner, insurer or bon

mpany; nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Commissioriers of the Clients' Security Fund do hereby determine that the claim
Thomas and Teresa Garlando is eligible for ieimbursement in the amount of $15;000.

Payment of said amount is conditioned o ant complying with the subrogation
assignxrient and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GO . e I f the Ohio Supreme Court.

Date

9 C^o//
Date tary 0
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Maureen O'Connor
ChiefJustice

Jerome Phillips
Chair

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

In Re Application of Mercedes A. Spar v. Howard Vincent Mishler
Claim Number 09-0007

Janet Green. Marbley
Administrator

This cause came on for hearing liefore the Board of Comntissioners of the Clients' Security Fund
this 4th day, of March, 2011 on the application of Mercedes A. Spar alleging a loss in the amount of
$7,OOQ caused by dishonest conduct of an attomey duly licensed to practice in the State of Ohio

The Commissioners.of the Clients' Secviity Fund of Ohio find that:

a) An attorney client relationship did exist between the claimant and
Howard Vincent Mishler.

The claimantsuffereda loss of $6,000 on or about December 8, 2008.

The Commissionersfurther find that the dishonest conduct consisted of settlementtheft, an

hat the following disciplinary proceedings were taken:

DISBARRED on 12/14f2010

The Comnussioners further find that the claimant took affirmative action against the attorney
within one year of becoming aware of the loss; and that there is no insurance or bond which will
benefit the claimant; and that said claimant is not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding,

company; nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund do hereby deteimine that the claim
of Mercedes A. Spar is eligible for reimbursement in tlie amount of $6,000.

Payment of said amount is conditioned
assignment and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GO'V

Date

Date

tt complying with the subrogation
the Ohio Supreme Court.

cretary
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CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

Janet Green Nfarbley
Administrator

In Re ApplicaHon of Thomas and Mary Schwartz v. Howard Vincent Mishler
Claim Number 08-0126

This cause came on for hearing before the Board of Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund
this 4th day of March, 2011 on the application of Thomas and Mary Schwartz alleging a loss in the
amount of $149,435.45, caused by dishonest conduct of an attorney duly licensed to practice in the

State of Qhio

The Commissionersof the Clients' Security Fund of Ohio find that::

) Ain attomey cHent relationship did exist between the claimant and
Howard Vincent Mishler.

The claimant suffered a loss of $50,758.46 on or about May.9, or 10, 2008.

The Commissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of uineamed fees,
and that the following disciplinary proceedings were taken:

DISBARRED on 12/14/2010

The Commissioners further find that the claimant took affirmative action against the attorney
within one year,of becoming aware of the loss; and that there is no insurance or bond which will
benefit the claimant; and that said claimant is not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding

company, nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund do hereby determine that the claim
of Thomas and Mary Schwartz is eligible for reimbursement in the amount of $50,758.46.

Payinent of said amount is conditioi
assignrnent and other requirements of Sec. 6 of

Date'

Date
A^ L q 'jail

f

nant complying with the subrogation
of the Ohio Supreme Court.

r^a A
cretary



The Supreme Court of Ohio
Clients' Security Fund
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Maureen O'Connor
Chief Justice

Jerome Phillips
C)IAZr.^.

Janet Green Marbley
Administrator

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

In Re Application of Rajakumar Subramanian v. Howard Vincent Mishler
Claim Number 08-0286

This cause came on for hearing before the Board of Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund
this 4th day of March, 2011 on the application of Rajakumar Subramanian alleging a loss in the
amount of $6,500, caused by dishonest conduct of an attorney duly licensed to practice in the State of

Ohio

The Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund of Ohio find thati

i)

)

An attorney client relationship did exist between the claimant and
Howard Vincent Mishler.

The claimant suffered a loss of $6,500 on or about May 12, 2008.

The Commissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of

and that the following disciplinary proceedings.were taken:

DISBARRED on 12f14J2010

unearned fees,

The Commissioners further find tha# the claimant took affirmative action against the attorney
within one year of becoming aware of the loss; and that there is no insurance or bond which will
benefit the claimant; and that said claimant iGs not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding

company, nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Commissioners of the Clients' Security Pund do hereby deteimine that the claim
of Rajakumar Subramanian is eligible for reimbursement in the amount of $6,500.

Payment of said amount is conditioned
assignment and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GO1,

Date

yl(,o^ 9 X/1
Date

ant complying with the subrogation
tf the Ohio Supreme Court.
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