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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

09-0056 Charles L. Kildow $1,549
09-0179 Barbara Stacey and Perry Hull $869

09-0021 Anthony S. Romano $1,056

09-0252 Paul Travis $1,176

These awards arose from the dishonest conduct of Richard Vincent Hoppel. 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,

Green Marbley, Administrator
ts' SecurityFund

JGM/pdl
Enclosures: as stated
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The Supreme Court of Ohio
Ciients' Security Fuud

65 South Front Street, 5th Floor
Coiumbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Conno
Chief justice

]eronx Phiiiips
Chair .

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

Itt Re Application of Charies L. Kildow v. P.ichard Vincent Hoppel
Claim Nu^er 09-0056

unet Green NIarbley
Administrator

I liis caus,e eame Qnfol;Iiearing before tlte Board of Cbmmissioners of tIie Llients Sec^i rity Fund
this:1bth-elay nf Septerrtber3, 2Y111 ontheapplication of Charles I:>-ICildow atlegiitg a loss in tltie amount
of.$1,549,Ffaused k^y dishonest conduct of an atEorney "duly iicensed to practice "in the State of C)hio

Tlie Cornrriissioners of the Clients' Security'Fund of Ohio find that:

a) " An attorney client;relationship did existbetween the claimazlt and
Richard Uincerit Hc3pp.eL

The elaimantsuffered a loss of $1,549 on February 2009.

ZheCommission.ers further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of unearned fees,
and that the folloiving disciplinary"proceedirigs were taiten

Suspended" For Terrr► on 6/8/2011

'I'he Conim%ssioners"fur=ther find that tkte"claunaitt Eook affirmative action against the attorney
wstliiil on2'year "of`becpmirtg aware,of"the%Ioss; and that there.is no insurance or bond which" will
beiiefit "the^XSla;*n^ntrT,andfhat,said ^c3airnantis not a spouse, "close relative, partner`, irisu.rer or bonding
coa^pany,;^?pr a governmental urii£:'

Therefore,the Comnussioner"sof the Clients' Security Fund do.hereby deteimine thatthe claim
of ^rlea l:"TCiYdow°v4 Oligible for reimbursencientin the ainoimt of $1,549.

` Pa^ment "of ',sa3d :amount" is: conditioned
assagrimeibt and^otl^er reuirem^ts of Sec. 6 Qf:GO^

Date"

t-,
Date

0.
ei

nt complying With the' subrogation
the Ohio Su"preme Court.
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The Supreme Court of Ohio
Ciieuts' Secutti.ty Fund

65 South Front Street, 5m Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Connor
Chief Justice

Jerome Phillips
Chair

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

In Re Application of 13arbara Stacey (fka Hull) v. Richard. Vincent Hoppel

Claim Number 09-0179

Janet Gt'een 3Vlarbley
Administrator

This cause ^aine on for hearing before the Board.oJ Conunissioners af the Clients' Seeuiity Fund
t^iis 16th rtay.uf Sep'tember,:7A'11 on the applira$on of Barbara Staeey alleging a.loss iti the amourit of
$990, caiused by disIioriest coniluet ti# an aftomey duly li cerisecl to praclice in the Statezaf Oluo

' The Coinxrussioners of the C$ents' Security Fundof Ohio find that.

An attorney client relationskiip did e7cist between the claimant and

Riclfaid Vincent,I IoppeL

The claimant suffered a loss of $869 on orabout July, 2068.

T13e Coriimissioners further fiiid thatthe dishonest conduct consisted of theft of Unearned Fee,

d tlta#^he followirig discipl'mery proceedings were taken:

usp+ tled For Term n W2011

T'heiConintissioners fuither ff_nd that.the claimant took affirmative action against the attorney,
i bond Wluch willwrth^zi one year of becciming aware; .of ttie ltass; and that there is.no. insurance o

benefit'tli^,,,c}aixnax^ an^'tbat said c]aisiarrt'is not.aspouse, close relative, partner,insurer, or bonditig

eonapany;Mr a gowetcnmeaitalmait.

T'4ier'efore the Corrinmissionersof the QiQnts' SecurityF,urid do hereby determine that the ciaim
of 8arbaia Stacsy is eligible for reinibursement in'the amount of $8869, with $434.50 is payable to the

claimant anct,$43^a0 papable ta 1'aut Hull.

x,.a;- Paqrnent r nf said amount is conditioned

assignnignt and o,tlier: reqtiitements of Sec. 6 of GON

Date

®®f^81
ate

L

nt complying with the subrogation
the OFiio Supreme Conit.



The Supreme Court of Ohio
Clients' Security Fund

65 South Front Street, 5u' Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Connor
ChiefJustice

Jerome Phillips
Chair

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

Iri Re Application of Anthony S. Romano v. Richard Vincent Hoppel

Claim Number 09-0021

Tkiis cause eame on for hearing,before the Board of ComxnisSionexs.tif the Cfients' Security Fund

this 16th day of Septeaiber; 2011 on the applicati on of' Anthony-S. Rornan©.•alleging a.ltSss in the

amount cif $2 530, caused by dtshcii^est conduct of an attorn^y duiyIicen^ed^ p^'ac#ice in the State of

io

The Comtnissioners of the Clients' Security Fund of Ohio findthat:_

a): An attorney clierit relationship did exist bet

Richarcl ViriceiifHoppel.

,een the claimant and

b) The daim^nt suffered a loss of $1,056 or^ az about November 9, 2008.

^,. The Commissionezs fiarthei find tliat the dishonest coritl.uct consisted. of theft of unearned fees,

id that •ttae"following,disciplinary proceediings-were taken:

$ioperxded:For Term on 4V011

*" The^arnrsussioners.fi

s•vithitt orie^year ofb"anrij
ben^fit the clatxiian^ anzi ;thai

company, nor a gouernmenta

rther`:#nd that the claimant took afhrmative. action against,the attorney

awarexof the lci^;,and.•that theie is no insurance ot bond which Wial

said. c^aiinant 3s not a spouse, elose, rela#ve, pai tner, insurer or bonding

unit. ,

Tlierefbre tlie Commissionexs of"the Clients' Security Fund do hereby determine that the daini
of'A. nthQmm*S Roaiano'is eli gib,le for reirnbursement in the amount of`$1,056

5 1'ayment -ot said amoi
assigrunerrt and otller requirem

Date

Dafe

3" !

o complying with the subrogation
:th S-uprerrie Court.

^. '

9eretary

anet Green Mnr`bley
tldrrtinistrator



The Supreme Court of Ohio
Clients' Securitg Fund

65 South Front Street, 5th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Connor
Chief Justice

Jerome Phillips
Chair, '

In Re Application of Paul Travis v. Rfchard Vincent Hoppel

Clairn Utumber 09-©252.

CLAIM DETERNTINA3`ION ENTRY

Janet Green Marble
Administrator

This cause came on for hearing before the -Bnard-of Coxnmissioners of the Clients` Security Fvnd
t h i s 1 6 t h d"a^ o f Septerriber, 2 4 1 1 on'the. a p p l i e a t i o n af P a u l Travfs"alleging a-loss an the a m o u n t of-
$1,176, causedby dis,honest conduct of ari attorriey,duly licensed io practice;in the,State of Clliio„

The Corrunis"sioners o: the Ciients' SecurityFund of Dhio'find that:

An attorney client relationsh;ip did exist between

Richard Vincent HoppeL

b) Titeelaimant suffered a

ie claiinaiit and

oss of $1,176 on or, abeiut.August, 2009.

The Conlnussioners further fiiid that ttie dishonest conduct consisted o

and that the#ollowirig disciplinar^ proce^dings were taken

Sui^ Teriti o

theft o ieained fees

Ther Commnssioners further find that tIie claimaiit took affirmative action against the attome}+
beconutig vare of the loss; and that there' is no insurance ar.bond" cvhich wi11

witkun' orte°year ot az
benefit th^rlaimant ,and ttiaf'said.claimant'is not aspouse,.close,selative; partn2r, insurer or bondiiig

coimpariy; rxora goyerng-ntal unit, t t,

ni"eig&e t haCo-nri,cciotlers;of the Clients' Securxty Funel do hereby deterrnine that the claiin

of P-aul Tiavis is eligffile foi reimliurseinent in the atnotnt of $1,176.

Pa^ient o# saaid amount` is conditioned upcin claiin.ant comng with the subrogation

assagnmenf and otherie4uu?IItents of Sec 6 of GOV. R e e.Ohio Supreme Court

Date.

Date

ir

t
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