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Kristina U. Frost, Clerk
Supreme Court of Ohio
65 South Front Street, 8t" Floor
Colutnbus, Ohio 43215

Re: Eric Jason Strawser

Dear Ms. Frost:

Af)f.^:iVl:i ::1A^ OR

JANET GREEN MARBLEY

TELEPHONE 614.387.9390
1.8002311880

FACSIMIi.E 614.3879399
www:sopremecourt:ohio. gou

Enclosed pl.ease find copies of ihe Claim Deterntinai.-ion Entry for awards made by the Board
of Commissioners of the Clients' Security Fund of C?liio in the following claims:

CSF CLAIM NO
12-0057
11-0308

12-0014

12-0041

12-0049

CLAIMANT
Estate of Carl D. Andersott
Suzanne Butler
Estate of Gladys F. Jerome
Jean E. Morgan
Robert and Genevieve Rotert

AWARD
$4,000
$6,400
$75,000
$8,000
$9,050

These awards arose from the dishonest conduct of Eric Jason Strawser. 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 yo rs,

4jjnetiGreen Marbley, Admuustrator
Clients' Security Fund

JGM/pol
Lnclosures: as stated

. .. ... ,-. . . <'s

94je $uVrremr qrt of (04f.a
CLPENTS'SECUR(TY FUND
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The ti5upr^ine Court of Ohio
Clieiats' Security Fund

65 SrautIr Front Street, 5th Floor
Cotun2bus, Ohio 43215-3431

Mnaireen O'Connor
CI1ie f Justice

Sally W. Cuni )ar1et Green MaYbIPû
CIr-rt7Y 4 dtr2172ZStY(Ztf)Y

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

ITi Re AppIication of Caxl D. Anderson v. Eric Tason St-rawser
Claim Nuzxiber 12-0057

Tl-ds cause came oi-i for hearirtg before the Board of Cornmissioners of the Clients' Security Fund
ttzis 7th day of June 2013 ozi 61e application of Carl D. A-iZderson alleging a loss in the amount of
$32,077, caused bv dishonest conduct of art attornev duly licensed to practice in the State of Ohio

The CQZi unissioners of tl-ie Clients` 5ecurit3T Fiu.-id of Ohio find that:

a) An attorney client relationship did exist between the claimant and
Eric Jason Strawser,

lo) The claimant suffered a loss of $4,000 on or about August, 2011.

The Co3nznissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of unearned fees,
and that the following disc.ipJi-na9-v proceedii.*gs were taken:

Resigned-Discipline Pending on 10f21/2011

The CoYnrrrissioners further find. that the claimant took affirmative action aga:in-st the attorney

within one year of becoming 3ware of the loss; and that there is no irrsurance or bond which will
benefit the claimarit; and that sal'd claisrlaiit is not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding
comparty, nor a governznental unit.

Tlierefore the Commissioners of the Clients` Sec.-urity Fund do hereby determine that the clainz
of Carl D. Andersorz is eligible for reimbursement in the ainotint of $4,000,

Payment of said arrtczu-it is conditioned upon clain-iant conlplving with the subrogation
assignmen:t and otl-cer requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule VIII of the Ohio Supreme Court.

Date Chair.^-.
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Tlte Suprenze Court of Ohio
Clieilts` Security Fuiid

65 South Front Street, 5th Floor
Colu"2bus, Ohio 43215-3431

Ma1LP'E'e31 O'Connor

Chief f zistir.n

sszlly f^: Cuni Janet Green 1'V1arbley
Cfzaar Adxnin

.
i
:
strator

CLAIM DETER1VI1"NTA'I'I®N F;N̂TRY

1n Re Application of Suzanne Btitle.r v. Eric Jason Strawser
Claim Number 13 -0308

Tliis cause came ord for hearirig upon recoxisider«tion before tl-ie Board of Commissioners of the
Clients` Security Fund this 7th day of June 201,3 on the appLication of Suzaru-ie Butler allegi3-ig a loss in
the amount of $?,0' 87.50, caused by dishoi-iest conduct of an attorney dulylicensed to practice in the
State of Ohio

The Conzmissi.oners of the Clienfs' Security Fund of 0hio find that:

a) An attorneE- client relationship did exist between the c.lairnazit and
Eric jasoi.i Str•awser.

b) Ullori reconsideration, the claiznat-Lt suffered a loss of $6,400 on or about A-agust 29, 2011.

"Fhe Commissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consi5tecl of ffieft of :w-iearn.ed fees,
and that the followirtg disciplinary proceedirtaswere taken:

Resigned-Discipline Pending oji 10/21/2011

The C.orn.rnissioners furf}.-Ler ffeld that the clairnartt took affirmative action against the attorrzey
within one year of beconzing aware of the loss; and that there is nc, insurance or bond wliich will
benefit the claima-nt; aiid thatsaid claimant is i-tot a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding
company, nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Cornirussioncrs of the C.lients' Security Fund do hereby detersrLine that upon
reconsideration the claim of Suzanne 13titier is eligible for reimbursement isr the amount of $6,4017.

Tayment of said amount is conditioned upon clai.mant c.ornplJing witl1 the subrogation
assignment and other reqriiTements of Sec. 6 of GOV. RxYle VIII of the Ohio Su.pren-ie Court.

Ch.
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The ^^preiiae Cai.srt of Ohio
Llzents' Security FairYd

65Sout1a Front Street, 5th Floar°
f:alurrabris, Ohio 43215-3431

Mazcrcer O'Conrior
ChiefJust-icn

Sa11i! f^J. runi Jaiiet Green MarNev
Clrvir AdIrrfinistrafor

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

ki Re Application of Jesse Jerome, Executor for the Estate of G3advs F. Jerome v.
Eric Jason Strawser, Claim Nlui.riber 12-0014

This cause came on for hearing :before the Board of Cornnussioners of the Glient.s` Secw-ity Fund
this 7th day of June 2013 on the application of Jesse Jerome, Executor for the Estate of G1advs F. Jerorne
alleging a loss inthe amount of $223,122; caused by dislionest cond-uct of an attorney duly licensed to

practice in the State of Ohio

The Coxnmissioners of the Glients' Security Fm-td of Ohiofind that;
a) An attoniev client relationship did exist between the claimaizt and

Eric Jason Strawser.

b) The clairrant suffered a loss of `.b223,122 on or about A ugust 22, 2011.

The Commissioners further find that the dishonest conduct consisted of fiduciarytheft, and that

the following disciplinary proceedings were taken:

ItesAgned-l7ascypline Pending on 10/21/2017

The Gorru.nissioners further finci that the claiznant took aft`-frinative aciion agaiu-Lst the attorney

within one year of becoming aware of the loss; and that there is no insurance or bond cvhich will
benefit the clai-rnant; and that saici cla_ir^art is not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bondii-ig

corripanvf nor a governmental ui.-it.

Therefore the Gominissioners of the Glients' Security Fund do hereby determine that the claim
of Jesselerome, Exectitoi• for the Estate of Gladys F. Jerome is eligible for reimhursemerit in tl-te an-ioiu.-it
of $75,000.

Payment of said amount is cortditioned -uipon claimant caznplyi-ilg with the subrogation
assignment and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule VIII of the Uhio Supreme Court.

---- -r ^
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T'iie Supreme Court of Ohio
C'laetzt-s' Security Fund

65 South Front Street, 5t,^ Floor
Colxcpnbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Mirzureett O'Connor
ClziefJu stiee

Sally W Cuni Janet Green ^^nt ble^
ClaAir ;adinilzistrntor

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

I.n Re Application of Jea-n E. Morgan v. Eric Jason Strawser
Cl airn :̂ : unlber 12-0041

This cause canle on for hearing before the Board of Corr-iinissio:ners of the Clietits' Secu.rity'r'und
this 7th day of June 2013 on the application of Jeaiz E. Morgan al.leging a ioss in the amou-nt of $8,000,
caused by dishonest conduct of an attorney duly licensed to practice in the State of rJl-do

The Com3a-iissioners of the Chents' Security Fund of Ohio find tl-iat:

a) An attorney client relationship did exist between the claimai-it and
Eric Jasori Strawser,

bi The claimant suffered a loss of $8,000 or-i or about August, 2011.

The Cominissioners further find that the dishonest cortduc:t consisted of theft of unearn.ed fees,
aiid that the following disciplinary proceedings we.re fiake3i:

Itesigized-Dl.scipline Pending on.10/23/2011.

The Cory-imissioners fiirther fiiYd that the clairrtant took affirmative action against the attozTzey
within one year of becondng aware of the loss; aiid that Lt-iere is no insurance or boi-td which will
benefit the claimant;and that said claimant is not a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding
company, nor a governznpr<tal uszi.t.

There.fi3re the Commissioners of the Clier.-its' Security Fund do hereby determine that the clai.m
of Jean E;'Vlorgarx is eLigible forxeimbuisemeni in the anEoia-it of $8;000.

Payment of said arr:ourit is conditioned upos-t clairi-iant cornplying with tlie subragation:
assigam.^aent ai1d: other requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule VIII of the 0hio Supreme C:ourt:

I^a c
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The Supr•errre Court qf Ohio
Clzents' Security FtinBl

65 SoZ.athFrorat Street, 51h Floor
t3olu3nhus, Ohio 43215-3 ?431

Mavreert O'Connor
Ciief Justice

Sillly W Cuiti Jaiiei Green MarMnj
Chair ndnninisfrafor

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

In Re -qpplication of Robert and Genevieve Rotert v. Eric Jason Strawser
Claim Number 12-0049

T11is car.ase came on for hearing before the Board of CorruniG;sioriers of tl-ie Cliea-Ets' Security J~'und
tYus "tr- day of June 2013 on the application of Robert and Genevieve Rotert alleging a loss in the
amount of $9,050, caused by dishoa-iest conduct of art attorney duly 7icensed to practice in the State of
Ohio

I'lle Commissioners of the C.lient.s` Security Fund of Ohio find that:

a) An attornev client relationship did exi4st between the claimant a3id
Eric Jason Strawser.

b) The claimarit suffered a loss of $9,050 onor about Augxast, 'G11o

`The Coinniiss'roners further tind that the dishonest conduct consisted of theft of unearned fees,
and t(-iat the follosti;.»g distiplirtary proceedings were taken:

Resigned-Discipline Pending on 1:0/21/2011

The C.or.n.missioners furtli er find tl-iat the clairnaht took affir^i-iative action against the a.ttorney
within one year of becoming aware of ttie loss; and that there is no insurance or hond which will
benefit the claiinai-it; and that said claimant is iiot a spouse, close relative, partner, insurer or bonding
company, nor a governmental unit.

Therefore theConimissiqners of the Clients' Secusity Fzzn.d do hereby determin.e that tlze claim
of Robert and Genevie ve Rotert is eliF;ib7e for .rein-ibursement iri the amount of $9,050.

PaynZ ent of said amount is conditioned i.zporE claimani complying with the subrogation
assignment and otber requirements of Sec. 6 of COV. Rule VIII of the Ohio Supreme Court.
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