
c^ 4r ,§)nvr.^^r c^aurt 04faf
CLiENTS= SECURITY FUND

65 SOUTH FRONT STREET, 5TH FLOOR, COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215-3431

CHfFF JUSTICE

MAUREEN O'CONNOR

JUS TICES
PAUL E. PFEIFER
TERRENCE O'DONNELL
JUDITH ANN LANZINGER
SHARONL.KENNEDY
JUDITH L. FRENCH
WILLIAM M. O'NEILL

Mark Reed, Clerk
Supreme Court of Ohio
65 South Front Street, 811, Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Re: James Walter Westfall, Jr.

Dear Mr. Reed:
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ADMINISTRATOA
JANET GREEN MARBLEY

TELEPHONE 614.387.9390
1.800.231.1680

FACSiMlLE 614.387.9399
www. supremecou r3.ohio, gov

l3 J938

^l3 -i00,3^

Enclosed please find copies of the Claiin Determination Entay for awards made by the Board
of Coinanissioners of the CIients' Security Fund of Ohio in the following claims:

CSF CLAIM NO.
13-0031
13-0060

13-0055

13-0044

13-0051

13-0025

13-0039

13-0056

13-0026

13-0027

13-0033

13-0058

13-0028

13-0052

CLAIMANT
Carl E. Cipra
Megan E. Collins
Fernando Gonzalez
Barbara Harris
Nicolle Harris
Teresa King
Toni Maglich K.lemenc
Keiuteth Nadolny
Ira M. Pearson
Tamara Rogers
Henry and Nicole Surdyk
Vivian Tate
Ann M, Wyer
Michael A. Wyman

AWARD
$400.00
$100.00
$1,406,00
$1,299.00
$1,000.00
$1,299.00
$700,00
$1,299.00
$1,299.00
$1,306.00
$1,706.00
$1,249.00
$1,400.00
$1,385.00

These awards arose from the dishonest conduct of James Walter Westfall, Jr. 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.

ery truly your -,

J net Grcen Marbley, Administratoi
lients' Security Fund

Apri114, 2014

Enclosures: as stated ; '`; ^--^•'^f %,,:,: ^^.;-:.,,^,,
' ''• ^^ ^•z'.itslz s^`"%'
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I'tie Supre^^^e Court of Ohio
Clients' Secicrit T^ usgd

65 South Frot7t Street, 51s, floor

Colaambus, Ohio 43275^3431

Nicaurr^r>ai ^^'^,orzraar°
CIainf Jzrstice

5rzlhf Caraai ;ratpot
Grr°era MaatIey

Adiaairristrator

CLAIM DETERMINATiON EN"I'It.Y

In -P e Appiic.atioraof Carl E. Cipra v. janaes Waltea• Westfali, Jr.
C Iair$^ 1`iaza^%Iser 13-0031

This cayse came ori for IiearuYg beforo ihe Boarcl of ^oYrfrnissioa.ers of the t,Iierxts' Secczrity 3 ui7d
tfi^s 7111 day of Niaxch, 2014 on the aiaplicatii;n of C^^tr€ E. Ciprzt a1leng a l^,ss ir^ the an^oun^ of 40t1,caused by disl7onest condUct of an attorn.ey ^ drzlv Iiceitised tri practice i i-f the State of Ohio

f^ tc ConuY2zssio37ers of the Ciic^izt,4 Securi^r FIznd t)£ C1hio firic^ thai:

An attome} clii=iit relationslri^^ c^icl exist betw ee.ritlle cl^rz^ant and
) asn_es tNaltei Wrestfalljrr..

£-^) 1'he claimant sufferec.I a loss ctf $40G t}n op• ab ocrt Feh. 7, 2033.

rhe Commissioners furthc r find that the dishonest concltact cbnsisted of 4heft of unearned
and tiiat the follOWi11g C-iiseiplir}ary proceeclirigs were tal'en;

Resi*nedsDisi^.tipXin.e.i'eradirQg rin 0001^

The QPmmissioalers hirther find that the claimant took a€firmative aclion ai;ainst the aktorney
vvitllira o-cze ywsr ofbecon-ing aware of the loss; and that there is iFo insurancc or bosisA Fvllic3f will
bcrie£it the claiatiant; and that said claimant is not a spouse, close relative, partner; insuier e^r ^csndiaig
co mpaz-iY,.7z0r a goverrunental ul`ut.

Therefore the Corrlmissic^ners of the Clieaxts' Sec-arity F3tii ^io hereh^^ c^eterinine that the cT^im
of C'arI E^ Cipra is e1al;ible for reianbursen-ient in thean.-tount of $400,

I aya-nent of said apnourit is conciitioi2eci upon claimant corn.plying svith the srabrogation
assigrunent and other requireinents of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule UIlI of thE ^}1Zio Sx,prelzie C^ourt.

'et
I)a#e

C^ir

Date J^cmtary



The 5upreii7e Court ®Ohio
Clients' Seeaarity Fiv7d

65 Scazith ,F'rout sti•eet, 5t11 Floor

Coluaybus, Ohio 43215-3431

Alau re^n J'i^onnar
CTziefJfcsticc

^r^ll i^ I'^
^'utai faaaet CJreen .Marbley

C,irciY Adininistrrztna-

CLAIld'd DETERM3iiI ATIOi+d ENTRY

In Re r^I?^lic^tion of I^legata E. CoI)in.s ^J. ; allies INalter. L"Jestf'all; jr-
Clain-i Number 13--0060

This cause car;-te or^ fo "r .)ieari^^^ before khe ^o^rd of Comrrtissione,rs of khe Cliei^ts' Security Fw-icl
this Th Aayo uf , m-^rch, 2014 on the aPplicatioi-i ox WRai^ F • - .Collins egirag a loss ii^ the an1oulit of ^1()0;
zausedi.^y ciishonest condiuct of an'attorney drzly liE^:ensedto goractice in t_he Staf.ef47hio

1'lie Cc+rrrmTssioner4 of the Clients' SecuriW Func! of (Jhia finci thak:

a) An altorney client relakionshili did ex ist betweeri th^? c1aFi^anf aaic.^
larne ; VJalker tiNe4fall, Jr

z ti->c ',

I^esigcaet^^I7isci^line I?erttligtg on $/30f2013

Tlle C i^mussior^ers furtl-3er fin+^^ khat the clainiant; too^k affirmativt ^c#ion against.the attorney
with^i one year af f^ecc>2^ii^1^ a^are of the l:oss; and that there is ri^ iz^suiancE or 1^onc1 wIiich will
t-)^eaiefit the claicnant; art(j fliat sai^i claimant is not.a spouse, close relafive; ^Sartner, insnrer or bc^nclu^^
company, rsor ri gor enrital urut.

Therefore the Comunissioliers )f the Clierrts' Securiky Fzvnd do lieaeby cleterrrur ►e that the clairri
of Megan Ee Collins is eligible for reirrzhizrsernent in the arriotant rif $100:

I'aymp2it of said amoi-utt is conditioned upon clain^^a:nt cofr2pl^ring AVifh the sz^l^rcigatioii
assigpZ ment antl other requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule VIII of the Ohio SupremeC.ourt;

^ J^ ' ^'`r^`- /^ ^'
"^^'^°/J ^" r"'/r^^^' ^°^''` ^s ^

r,f,^%i•!i _--^ ---^-- - _ ^^

Date ^:hair
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The ^^^^^°ei^ze Coit^°t of ^lhic^
CIPents' Sectira^ii Fund

6") South Fraiit 5tre' et, 5thFlonr
Columbus, Ohio- 43215-343-1

Ttfaureeat C7'Cr1nuor
chuef}I{sfiCc

ga lfy VV C'urii )a^ret Cxreert 11I1rrbley
^l^qir

Ari»ainistraEoa-

t,.LAIIVI L E`I'ERMINATION ENTRY

In Pe-AopIiration of Fernaridc} Gonzalea v. Jarr ►es WaIter;Westfall, jr.
C'Iairia ?`lurriber 13-0055

1his i ause cani+ cin fox hearin^ befove the Board of Coinrniy5ic,nerq E;f ti,E

--" r-- a^,x eue ati.llielr_^;ClUd^ lAlC9[^CU LU pI'tl("'Llcemm1

I I-le Cz3nlrnissioriers of tlze ^;lies1ts' ^ec^rity Fund erf Ohi0 find that:

a j t,x7 attornev c1ien,t relationship did exist 6etweenthe cIairxiat^t a11+i
jan^^s ^4'al^er ^Festfall, jr:

h) I'I1e claint sufferecl a Ioss of ^1,^0Ez o+l t^r about J^arci^ 4, w®13.

The C ^>nin^iss+oners f+zxtlxe3 find thatt^ic d'zshonest conduct cr^nsa^sted of th:eff of i:znearneei fees,
and #hak ilie foI1owing diseiplinary f,rciceedi?igs were taken;

Resigzxe;QL^ise^^Ihie:Vendircg on 13912013

Ihe Commissioners furtf-ier find that tlae clairriaht took'affirrnative actiwi against the ^ttoz-ney
witlxin one ve,^r of beroir aware of thc loss; and that tlrei•e is no ins-drance oz bond whi.ch 'will
bf nefyt the cIainaar st; aric1 that said claimant is not a spouse, close relative, partner; i 3 isurer or ^odYc hrEg
coAr.paxiy, a-ic+r a governrnental uriit.

Tlacrefor* tlxe, Conirnissioi2 ers of the C'lients` Security Fu-nd do hereby determitte that the el.airn
of Ferncido Gonzalez is eligible for rei.mburserr+ent in the anicuixt of $7,406.

I•'.avrntiat of said amount is conditioned upon claimant complying Witla the' subrok;atiori
assignrnent arad otlier requ^irements of Sec. 6 of GOV. RuleVIR of the Ohio Supreme Cotirl.

Date ^hagr

71,
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Tlte Supreme Court of Ohio
Clfenh;° Seeuri^y Fund

65 Soutli Frosit Street, 511: Floor
Colecsa8bzd,5, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen t.^'Cofznor
Ch1(fj1d sttck'

Srzldy W Crtzt J^qztet ^a^^en I!^Trzrbley
C{zrzrz^ Arlniintfitr0aa!

CLAIM I.3ETER11rJ[fNA`J<'tON%NTRY

In Re Ap-plic;ation of Barbara I^arri5 ^.'James V'+Ialter . Westfall
Claim Munl^^er 1:;-0044

This cause carne, on for hearing before tlFe Board of Corru-nissioners cif the Cl.ients' Se^ urity Fund
this ^fh day of IV1^rsla, 2(^24 c^n the application c^f fiarbara Harris allegiir^ a lerss in the an:ifnmt of $1,299,
causedby , dishonest conctuct of an attorne ciulv licensed to f-aractice in ffie S#ate czfOhio

i l^e Ci^znd^rlissione^^s of tl^e f iients' 5ecuritv Fund cif Ohio find that:

a) !-^a^ attor^le^^ cliei^i. relatiurzshio did exi^;t 1rebn^c=e7z tf^e claimant and
James LValtef Westfall, jr.

The clairrbant suff*red a loss af $1299 oa7 or about (anuai^ , 2f^f3

The Cc^inn-ussioners further fincl f.hat the dishosicst cvrcdfact consistec.^ of theft of iinearried fees,
and that `Itc° fiiliowirig discipliriavy Proceec.^irigs v,TQi•e takert;

ldesigned^ffiscipliaie Persd"xiig of^ S/3^d2Q1^

The Commissioners frarther hnd that the claiana»t took affirmlative action against the a#tori7^
witlhin orte year of becomin g a^are of the lc>ss; aa^d t1^at there is ^^^^ ires^erance or tzoiid -wlIch g^ra:ll
benefii the claiallaant; and that said. clairnant is not a sp®use, chse relaLive, partner, PIsurer ctir tJond3ng
cc>nipaliy, noi' a gor esrnnlental uriit.

Therefore the CoTnniissioners of the Clients' Security Furad do hereby determine ±-hat t,he claini
of Barbara ffarris is eligible for reirnf7ursemzrt in the amount of$1,299:

1't^yn^ei3t of said amount is condii^oned upon claimant cc^nz^lyin^^ dvifl^ the sul^rogatiori
assigzunent and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Ru1e V III of the Ohio Supre3rre Court.

Date Chair -^^,y)

`_' :` ^^1^',r
Date ;^ ^retapgj



-1'ite Sup'°eatie Cout°t of Ohio
C'Yients` Sectcr8ta futlt^

65 South Froaat Street, 5th Floor
CoPtinfbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Alaureen O'€"ontaoY
(-"d12ef 1ust7CE

SnTlit ZV Cuaii Jatzef Green Mcadtleto
Clwi^^ Adnlinistrutor

CLAIM DETd;'RMINATION E^+,7'I'RY

In dZe AvoIical-iori of -Nicolle Harris v. James walter westfadli, Tr:
Cdaini Nim-tber 13-0E151

This cause caine> c?n for hearing before tiie Board of Cornxnissioners of the C_'Iients': Security Fuild
i:hYS 7 (h eda^ 6f 'V1aia.•^h, 2014 on the apfilication of Nic oldeI^arris afde^^ing a Ioss in fhe amount of S"d.,{){1E)
c:.aused by dishonest condtzct of an attorlYe cdiidy ticensed to practice in tiie State of C>hio

'Fdie Conimissioners of the Ciients' Securil'y rund of Ohio firrd that:

; a) An ^at#ornev cdieiit relatio^tsd^i^ c#id exist 1^etti^^c^e4r the clainiant and
James Walter Westfadl^r..

t^) Tdle clairn.ant suffered a loss of $1,0Ciii on or ad^oa^t Februar^ ?^ ^E113:

Ihe Cornimssionc:rs further fu-id that tIie di.shc^nest condu^t consisteci of theft of ixnearried fees
and ti-iat thc folio,xing disciplifiar^^ pi ^jceeciuigs 1^>ei•e ta'en:

Resign ^^t^A^;cip^ine Pending on f^j3E1,2U13

The Cotnnnissioners further fi3-ill that the claimant tookaffirrriative action agairist the attorr-leY
u,-ithin one year of becoriiin^ a^+^arc of the loss; and td?at there is no insurance or honcl which will

henefit ihe cdairil;^mt; and that said clain2 ant is not a spouse, close relative, }iartner; irisurer or bontiirdg
coi-^ipany, nor a ,,Tovernrnezltal unit.

1-herefore t.he C.°onumissioiiers of the Clients' Security, Fund do hereby detern7inc that tlie rdaim
of Nicolle f farris is eligibIefor reirnnul'Sement in the amoun# of $1;000.

I'avment of said arnourit is conciiti rzeci upoii claimant compIying witIi the suhrogat-ion
assig-riinex7t and otdier requi-i•ements of Sec. b of GOV. Rule `vIII of the C>hio 5ui.^rc:me Court.

/O

^^ 4 / V

Datf° /'Zilxazr â ^,^

rk^
Date - -- ^.

^^cretary ! l ^



The Supreyne Court oOhio
C"lierits' Security Fuaid

65 South Front Street, 514 Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Maureen O'Corrvor
Ciitef ]Lfst3ce

5ti11if W. f3urti Jcrrrf^t Green ftilnrblc^
Cluiir AdmhiWrritor

CLAIM DETERMINATION ENTRY

f.n Re AfSfzlication of T eresa Kitigv. James Wa.iter ih/estfali, Jr.
C; a im Number 13-0025

This cause carae on for hearing beFOre the ]3oarci of Coiamissioners of €}ie CIienis' Security f unci
this 7¢h cliay of Maxch., 2014 on -aie application of Teresa K izi^allef;iz^g a lcss in t^^e ainQunt Of $7,299,
eaused l^-^v disl^r^nest coiiL-luct of i^ attcirney^ dtity iicO^ to practice in the S€ate of Ohio

Tlie Coirirnissioners of fhe C;Iieilts' Se4_urity F'und e.^f Ohio fincl tiai;:

a) An attorneclierit relationship ibd cxist between tfie clain-lant anc3
)arnes Walter Wes.tfall, ja°,

h) The clann«i-^t :^nfferett a loss of $1,299 on Or about Dece7nlJer 27, 2012.

T'lw Cornmissioners furtl-ier fincl that the dishonest conclnct ccinsisted of theft of imearne<i fees,
aiicl that t1-ie f^llocti^iii ^ ^.i^cii^linary vzoteecia^-s^s Werctaken:

Resigned-DisciplineF'endfitg m8f 3f1/2(313

Phe Cosioner5 further find that the cfairnant took affirrnative action against the at€orne:yT
vw-ithin one vear of hecoming aware of the foss; and tliat there is no msurano> or boiid «Jliich ;vill
benefit the c1ainiant; mid that said clairs.7ant is not A spouse, c,lose reiaf.ive, nar€ner; insrzrEr or f.ioneiing
curnpariy, rZOr agovc rrunenf al unit.

T1-ierefore the C'onin-cissiQi7ers of tlie C'lr'ents' Security Fxand do flere=hy <lnterzYiine that tlie claim
of Teresa King; is eligible for reim.htzrserrient in the ain.oniit of $1;299.

Paymenf of .said amount is coriclitioned upon claimant ccirnplying with the stabro};atiol'i
assig;rizxtent and other reqtriremenLs of Sec. 6 of GC3Y. Rule VIII of the Ohio St.iprertie Courto

Date Cf^A•r

' J"
L / 122 'L, -- - ----Date S cfetary



Tire Siiprn^^^e Court of Ohio
C1€eltts° Security Futad

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

Maureeaz C)'Conriur

Sally T?I Cuni Jat:et Gwe3r Mnrbiqt.
CltniI Adtiriytrstrr^tcr

C:I.,.[^II'eR I^T:TFI^ i'VIIl'^l 1^T][OI`I E?^T'I's^l

In 1^e ,4pplication of Toni Maglich I<lei•siPa^c V. )ames Walter Westfall; Jr.
0ai"rn Nun-iber 13-0039

T1?is eduse carrie ort for liearin^; before the Boardof Comniissioners of the Clien#s' S&6ritv Fiin.d
this 7 str^ av pf Marcfeâ 201:4 on tfze app^icatioit of 'Poni Maglich I<lemc allt a Ioss in thc: 4rinz^aznt af
$; 0t), caused hti> dishonest conduct of an altc+rney c€ul^ Iicense^i Eo practice iii the State of C3tzio

7`tle Coninissioners of tlie Clients' Security jund of 0hio firtd tbat:

a) Ap ittorneV c.Iif=rit relationslup did eyist hetsveeft the clain-tant ai7d
Janies Waltcar Westfall, Jr.

b)" T he c}aianaiit suffered a Ioss of $7I10 on or about Februarv b, 2013. "

The C-oni rxii.sMioners further fi3icl that` the dishonest concluct coited of th44t of tuxearn eci feQs
aj-aEi that tlhe follo-""Mg disciplinary. prcjceedirigs werc taken:

Ii.esag;netf-Disc%}xlineI'eatdai-tg on 8f30/2013

'ITic> Cf3m,missioneBs further find that the claimant took affi-.rraiative actioil agairtst the attome
wiilii.t-i oi-ie vear of bea^^orxii;ig avv^are c^f the Ic^ss; anci th.at" there: is ziz3 insurar^ceor bond which Wi1l"

benefif tlle ciaimarit; ^ind that said claiin^^nt i;s not a spouse, clc^se rel^itive, fiartr^er, insurer or bondizx^
compaiiy, nor a F,overnrnental utrit.

Theretore the Conirn.is;sioalers ot tI•te Clieiits' Security Pxzrtd dc) hereby determine that tlir claim
of ToniMagIich YIeirienc is eligible forreiniIJtarse3i-^ent in the arriouzlt of $700:

Payment of said axgio,.uit" is conditiorled uponc3aimaiit cornplyring with the subrogation
assi^;nnient and otl-ter requirements of Sec. 6 of GO4T, Rule VTII of the Ohio :Sttprezne Courf,

A/
---

Date.^..^ ^ ^
xt

^ ^

' ^i.cl ,-,
Date ^ Qecretary
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Iy^^ Sup^^^^^e Cc^ur^ of Ohio
Clients' Security Fund

65 South Froxit Street, 5t" Floor

Colarrsibus, Ohio 43215m34,31

hlawc>eri C)'CotxnoY
ClaiYf Jizstice

Safly Iv U. C1caci J^tleg Gt'eeri Niarhley
CliWr Acirazi^islri^ttlY

CIAI^7 DET T RIt4T1^7.^TIONENI1ZY

In Re Appli<:ation of iheiineth Nadolny v. Jaynes Walter Westfad], jr.
Clairn .NTumher 13-0056

nuis cause ca_me on for heariiag before thc Board c,f Comln.issioners of the C;lients' Sec^uritv Fu11c?
fhis 70 dav o£ March, 2014 on the a^.^plicafion of Ken%eth NTatiolni alleg a Io,ss i-n the ambzznt of

5s^'; caused tiy dishonest conduct of an afforney ^uly , ^icensecT to practice in the State 0f C7hio

f'Iie. Commissioners of the Clients' Securit,y,F'und of L^^hi0 :findlhat:

a} An attorn^^ cli^^lit relat-^onsi-Li^+ c^i:^ exist k^ctvv c:eri the ciair^nt and
James Walter Westfall;

b) The c3aimarit,suxfered a loss of S1,299 oj^ c?r" al^aut Decernber 7, Z01 1

Ih,° Ccryunissioneis ffirtl-ier find that t17+ dishonest c^^nduct consiste^' of tlieft of ur^caril ^^cf fees,
and thaC.tl-re foTloGVang discrplinr^- presceeclia^gs ^rere tal^eri:

Resi^te^.--Disczpline T'ens^if^g pra 8,^30/241a

'T'Iie Cozninassioner•s furt.lier fiitcl that the claimant took affirm.ative act.iPn a^ai^^t the attorne^^
within o-rde y.ear of becoriEing aware of the loss; anc.^ tliat there is noinsuranceor bcincf wlii.ch ^%rilI
f+enefit the ctaisnant; and that said clairnant is not A sE)ouse, clcjse "rtlatiWe, partner, insurer oi bnn^ling
coznpany, nor a 7oversurteritat i7nit.

Therefcfre the Coihsnission.ers of the Clients' Securitv Fmad ' do hereby cTetermislethat- the claim
of 34eniieth Nadolriy is eIi9ri[)Ie for reisnburs^^tnent iia the anioiint of $1;299.

I'ayment of said aircount is coriditionecl upon clainiant con-tplvirag witli tlie subrogation
assign.naent ard other requiremei-tts of Sec. 6 of GO4', Rule `1TTT ;-)f the Ohio Su prenie Court.

A/di-^

Date Chair

Date *cretary l^'



The Supreme Court of Ohio
Clietads` Security .Fuafd

65 Soutlr Front Steeet, 51h Floor
Columbus, O11io 4.3215-343I

Mraureeir O'Corrrcor
Chief )tt sti(X

SaIIl/ 1ti', Cum
Jrzrtet. Gree7^ Mrrr'bley

C i^i^ir Aclrni^iistf^Efer

^'^..^Ii^ D^ '^ PRMII®TATIOiRT EN 1 RY

In Re Aplicatiol't of Ira M. Pearson v; janies Waiter We4tfal3, Jr.
Claim Nun2bcsr 13-0026

This cause came ^n for hearii-ig before the Boarcf of C olrlrai issioners of the C3ients` SecuritST Fuiad
this 7t^ day sif March, 2014 on the aPp7icatic}n of Ira N'i. Pearson alieging a,loss icr the aTnousit s^f $1199,
cau5ed bv ciishonest condu(.t ofan attorrse? dbly Iicensed topractice in the State of Ol-aio

The Con7rarissionQrs of the CLicnts' SicuritV Fusicf of Ohio finci that:{

a) Aii attorney c,ii+=3it relatiortship i-fid exist betWten the claimanf. anc.^.
Jaines Walter Wostfall, Jr.

b} The clai^nai^t suffered a loss ;^f $1,29^3 on ox abnut jaatu^ry S, 201;^

The Co-rnzni^sioners furtlter find tlzatthe di5honest conduct consisted of dieft of unearitedfees,
and tt-i^t the ft:tlowing c^isci}^lin^r^^ Proceeciirigs -,T^re taken:

Resign ed.-Dgscifsline Pending on 8/30/2013

The Conin-aissiarEers furtl=ter firtd that tl-ie clain7an:t took affirziaative actiorz against the attornr=v
within one year of becirrrzii^g a arc^ of the loss; ?nd tl-^at there is z^o i:-^s^irance or bond which ^^^iIl
f3enc:fit the clairnant and that said cJaimant is not. a spouse, close relative, fiartner; ii^surer or ijondi-ig
cuan-pany, nor a f;overnmerltal uriit.

Therefare the. Conzrnissiorre.rs of the Clients' Security Funcl clo Iiereby t.ieternilie that the clairra
of 1ra M. Pearson is eiigible for rcirnbursemecit in the am.crunt of 51,299.

Payment of saic.^. amo€znt is conditioned upon ciaijnant cciniplying with th+_> subrogation
assi v̂,nsnent and other reqairernents Of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule Vili of the C)hio Supreme C.ourt.

^

a /
Date ' -__---'.---^----- - - -

Xtairc
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-1"tie Supreitae Court p -` Ohio
Ciieiats° Secura^y FurBd

65 5orrth Frotit Str-eef, 5r{fFlaos
Colulribus, Ohio 43215-3431

It/tarrri'en C)'Conner
Chief jrrsti<e

srrl^y 6A! Ctrrtz Jranet Gyeen Marbiny
Ciwir- liciininishafor

CLAIM DETEftl'ylINATIQl'^ ENTRY

1n Pe A1^pIaeation cif Tarriara Rbgers v. jais tti'alter Westfall, jr,
Claini I\1u.nlber 73-0027

This cause caYne ozx for hearin.^ before the Board of'Cor^nissic^ilers c^f the Cli+^rafs' Security Fund
this 7th clay of Mamh, 2014 o7i the apphcatioii of Taaitara Roger-s all^^ing a loss ixx,the anaount qf $1,306
causec^ b^,^ cdishortest coi-^,.i:^art of ^ri^ att^^rsje^7 i^crly lic^erise<i to practice i the State of 0hio

Thz^ C,on^,xnissio^r(rs af t9ie Clieiits' ^( uritiT Fua^d of ^Qhio fir.^cf that:

a) An attorneV client relationshdid exist bet^^ eeri the"claimas^t a^d '
James Walter Westfall, Jr.

b) ^'he clairczalIt stiffere^. a loss of S1,306 orc or al-^otzt jazluar^^ 242t)1:^.

The Conunissioriers further fin.d thatthe dishonest c_candrrct consisteA of tYteft of Lirie^^r-^zed fees,
aricl that the fc>llowgi-I9 disciplittary pr^^ceecliiigs were takert:

I'cesigr¢ed-L7iscilaline Perzd°xiig on ^/30/^201 3

The Corrbmissiou.ers ftrrtllc:r firld that the chdmasit took affirmativeActioa-i al;a.in'^t the attorneT,^
within ozie year of bE3comi.rzg aware of the loss; and that there is no uis4irance or frond i^^}iich, wi:11
beriefit the claiinarzt; and that said clairi7ant is not a spouse, c,lase relat-ive, f;artner; irisrrrLr or borzdi.ng
conrparxy, t ior a govI errEnzental unit.

`I'herefore the Commissioners of tlie Clients' Sec-uritv l;u:-cacl do hereby cieteryiv-ne:Lhat the clain^
of Tanlara Rogers is eligifilefor reiriibur'sc:ment ii-i the an-touYYt of $7,3(}6-

E'ayTment of said amount is cotic-iitionecl upon claisn.i3lit conriplyiing with the subrogatioll
assignment aricl other requiremezzts of Sec. 6 of GO4'. Rtr.le VIII of the C)hio Supreme Cotii'k.

Date ' -- - ^ _ _Clhair

^^ ^; ^ s / ^ ^,-^ ^ ^ ^ ^-^ q̂
^ • ^) ,y f, , ^

Date 1 5 cretary



I'lie Supreme Couq of Ohio
Clfeatts Security Fisnd

65 Soutli Fronf Styeet, 5#hFloor
^'ol^zIiib^^s, ^^Iafo 43215-3431

i^^Z^rrrtsYt ^'7'^o^tra^r•'
CIzief Justrc,e

Sallq f.1r f_'un.f junet (sj•eFn A/IuYblr
C)uiir

C'I.AIM DE'Y'EIiMIP^T A1'rL^l'^ £i^i ^^'

ln Re Application ;^f `]icole aTici Henry Star+.i^.jl; v. Jarries. T^^,^alter tiZ^estfail, jr.
c1ain-t;`v uznber 1- -0033

This cause canle on for hearinghefore tlie $oardcif Cairinussie+nor5 cif the CIieixts' Security Furtd
tl-iis ifh day of ]Vlarch, 2014 on tlie 7 fpptic.at-ion of Nicole aiid Il^^rny Sure.iVk alleging a loss iri the arn.c3unt
of $1,606, causecl bVdishonest cuncluct of art attc}ritey^ c{uly )icensed tv Practi.ce in the State of C?hi0

The CcnuxLissioners E;f the C lients' Se^:urity Funii of Ohio finc^ that:

a) An atfbrney client relationshifi (licl exist betweenilie claiinant an;'
Jax7ie^ ^4'alt^r TrJestfallf.J^.

b) `31-ie c;laisriaYlt suffered a la.ss of 51,706 c^n {-)r alycyut }-an, 3y 2013 .'

The Coissioners further find that the tlishz3riest canil:iict con,sistecl Of theft of uneanrecl fees;.
aftci th^l the following disciplinary prc^ceecii»gs c^rexc-^ takeii:

Y^esigned-DisciplinePendirtg nn $/343/20:13

The C'orsrrnissierters Eurth.er fiiici that the clairnant: Eoc>i, affixrnative artipzl a^*̂ ailst the attc}rney
within one. year of becoming awarc> Of the Ioss; and i.ilat t•_he3•e is no insurance or l,aricl wwHi will
benefit tlte clain-tant; and that saic.^ claifi-tant is not a spouse, close relalive, partner; insurer , o7 bondino
company, nor a ^c^crernrnental uriit.

Therefore the Ccsnimissioners of the Clients' Secn.rityFuricl do hereby defermine fhat the claian
of Nicole and I-ienrvSurdyk is elzgitile for reimbursement in tlYe amount of $1,7Q6, with $400payable to
Nicole Surdyk, arid $1,306 payal& to Michaela.aic# hfildred 1'heresa Iienry.

Payment of saicl an-tcsunt is conclitionecl upon clairnant c•oi-nplying with the subrogation
assignrn<mt and Utller requirements of Sbc. bof GOV. Rule VIII ofth.e ^.^hio Sups•eine Court;

x
5°e"p^F^

Date ^Cha17' ---
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The ^^^^^^^^^e Corirt ®f Ohio
Clients' Secr€rity Fund

65 SorcPh graitt Street, 511p -r7®ar

Colx$alzbus, Ohio 43215-3431

Mr.curEe;,1 O'Coratzor
Cltief Iustiee

^S x11^i vV. Crrai
janet Gree^c t^fczrbley

Chair
Aciti^ifristYatc^r

CLAIM I7ETEItMIP,iATIONEN`I'RY

1n P^,e Applicatiaii of Vivian Tate v. James Walter f'Vestfall, J.
ClaimNuniber 1 3-0(?58

This i:ause came on for hearing befoae the Board of t>oxrityiissic^zzea•s of the CIienF^' SLrzarit^ I ua^d.
tlZis 704air of Mareh, 2Q14 orp tixe apI+Iication of Vivian Ia 'te a(Ief;inl; a 1oss in the arnowit uf 1,349 ,
caused trv ciishonesf conduct of an attorney duly Iice'nses-i tcy f7ractice in the State fzf Ohio

The Cornniissinn'ers of the C1ients' Se.curity Fund of Ohio find tI-ia.t:

a) Ah attonley clieiit relationship did exist betweer the clainiazat and
Jarnos wafter Westfall Tr.

h) The elaimant su.ffire-l a h^ss ctf $1,249 on or about Tayy 8, ?(I13.

TIte Cc>mm-i'siciaers further find thatthe dishonest cx-iduct consisted of theft of ugtarners fees,
and that the fo]Ic^wii^g cli.sciplialary prc^ceecli^igs w ere tal:in:

Itesigned-^^iscipline peredinK4afWAOP0B

The CoiTinYissinriers frtrther find that: the cJainanr took affir^siative actionagainst the attorr^^^
Within one Srear of hecomii.ng a%vare of trle Ioss; and that there is nu izisuranco or bond which Will

benefit the clainiant; aiid that said c_Iainiant z`i not a spouse, close reIat-ive, par€szer; ir-isur+ r c,r bondisig
coml.-^any, nor a governmental unit.

Therefore the Corrlirassioners of the CIieiits' Security. Fund do herz+y deterrr2ine that the clairyi
Of Vivian Tateis eligible fcyp° reiznbursenie.nt irl the amount of S1;249.

Payrnen.t of ;saiLi ainnuiit is cozlditioned upon `claiin.ant complying with the subrogation
assigiunei-it and other requirernents of Sec. 6 of GOV. RuIeVIIt of the Ohio Suprerne Court.

Date ^ - -^- -_
Chair J

h
Date Cre -^tary - - ^ -



1.'he Stlprenze Court of Ohio
Clieffty' Secaerity Fund

65 5olith I'rorat Street, ;aers Floor
Cezlumbuq, Ohio 43215-3431

IVfmirecn O'Ccrztrror
aZ1Y" f pt5fft'e

:15Wlw 1 V. Cuni jrarref Green Afarbiq
C7uizr Aclitrizristrater

CLAIM DE'I'ER1'y>ZINATTON ENTRY

In Re Application of A.rai M. W'v er v. James Udalter Westfall, Jr.
C'laizn ;Nlu mber 13-0028

-1'his cause came oit for heariz-ip, before the Board c?f Corniriissianers of t12 e C1ients' Securitj- Furzd
this 7zh clay of March, 2014 on the applicatiaz; of Anrr M. wyer alleging a loss rn Ule amount of $1,400
cazase^i "hy c^isl^cs^^esf conc^uct of an atlorney duly^ licensed to Dr:^ctiee %rn.the State of Ohr'o

The COfnmissionei's 6f t1-ie Clients` Security Fund of C7hiu fii"i& fhat:

a) A11 aftome-^ client relati^^rzshi}3 c^id e:xist between tlze claintarflt and
)argies Waiter WestfadlJr;.

1 1•ie clain^ant sufferec^ aloss of $140^7 on orabc^ut Jaz^taaryi 22, 2013

The Coznnussic-f^lers further fiz^d tha' the rlishonest conduct consisted of theft of itnearz-ied fees,
aAc3 that tlhe folloAArffig disciplmary Frc+ceedingL cyere tal.en:

Resign.ed-Disciplirte Pending an , 8J3"0/2013

The Commissioners further find thatthe clauriarlt look affirnai'^tiye action againsf the attorney
ztiithiz-ti ofic year af 17icomm!4 aware of the loss, and that thtre is niz insurance or bond wliich ww"
benefit the claizrant; and that said claiLnasit is not a spouse, cloe relative, partner, insg;zer ezr f;c'nc^iiag
cornFany, nor a go^.^en-^an{^ta1 un.it.

Therefore the Con-in-iissioners of the Ciients' Security Fund do hereby determine that Ehc claim
of .4rm M. Wyer is eligible for reirribursen1e17tin tlieaznaunt of $1,400.

3'avrnent of said amount is c,onditios-ied upon clainrarat connplyi11g with thesubrogation
assiplrrient and other requirements of Sec. 6 of GOV. Rule VIII of the Ohio Szzpp•ef7ze Coizrt.

Date ^------ --- -
'haix

/- 49
Date ^ cretary



The Suprente Cc^urt qf Ohio
Cliertt4° SecuaifyFrkrad

65 Sou l-h Front Strecto 5tdx Floor
Coluaiilatfs, Ohio 43215^3431

?41arureir O'Cotnaor
Chwf Ju5tice

^rrll^ ^^i. C t^rri jrtaaet. Green tlNTrardalet/
Chair

Aldiatinistrai^rr ^

CLAIMI^ETETtMINATION EN"i'RY .

In RF At.̂ plication of Michael A. th'ynian v. james Walter TvVestfall, jre
CMilaiivtaniber 13=.00:2

T.l7is cause f>ame oii for hearing beforethe I^oard of Coumnis.sioriers of the Clierits' Seecaxity Ftahd
this 701 day of Marck 2014 on the applicatic)n of ]V'[ichia:el A Wymaij all{^ging . a lc^ss in the arnourit of
$1,400; caused by clishoriest conduct of an attorsieyr dulv licensed to pi•actice isx,the State of C>;hio

The Cornsnissione:rs of the Cliezlts' Securiiy Fund of Oliicf fiiid that:

a} A n attorney client relai^ionslii^^ did c^^;isi: bet^^"eeri the clai^z^ant ari ci
Jantes wal:ter Wosifall, Jr.

^ l>) The cIaimai ^t suffYrect a Ioss of $1,^^^i5 on oi abouf P^^arch 5 2L13.

The Commissioners furtl-ter firad thatthe dishonest 4 csncltact ccznsisted of ttief€ of isnearri.eci feps,
a-nd that tl-if> fnllowiitf; disciplinary proceecIin€^s r^-ere tal:c?ne ,

Resignecl--DiscipIine I'enciing on fff^9/2013

The Conu'luSsioners f-urther fit-id that the clairnail t took affirBria€iv e action agai^^st the ^ffora^^y
withirt one year of becorriinr aware of the loss; anci that there is ria ffistFrarlce or bond WJtich wall
benc:fit the claimant;. anc.^ tl-iat said claihiant is not a spouse, clo se relat:ive, parther; iatsurer or boncliTtg
comFau-►y, riora govemmeilcal unit.

T herefore the Confnaissioners of the Clients' Securitv Fuizd do herebyr c.leteri^ie that th.e clairii
of Michael A. 41'ymaiY is elib b1efor reinxbursfmentin theanioAUnt of $1,3$5)0-'

Pai ment of said azriou7-it is condit-ioned aipon claimant comptyiilg with the subrogatioli
assi,̂mrrxent and other requirements of Sec. 6 of C,t3V. Rule jTltl of the Ohio Saprenle Court.

_ ^^_`^ ^̂ ,•% . A ,,^._^;•r^'°c.•;f, c ;.t ..^`' ^^^.;* ^/'f '
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