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Sean C. Buchanan sbuchanan@slaterzurz.com
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Ohio Supreme Court
Disciplinary Counsel

65 e. State Street, Suite 1510
Columbus, OH 43215

RE: Garko Grievance
Your File No. C1-1250

To Whom it May Concern:

|. represented Terri Garko in the Court of Claims regarding claims of abuse against the
Ohio Department of Corrections. She initially raised a myriad-of-clairas, but during the

- Tnitial Tlitigation—the nature of the—claims—shifted—constantlyand-we_filed a voluntary .

dismissal to attemipt to sortthrough what did, -and-did net-have.merit. This was necessary
as, after filing, she insisted that it was possibly a medical malpractice-case. We filed a
41a and then obtained-her medical records (see Exhibit “A"). a4

The June 3, 2020 letter to Ms. Garko lays this out to her(See Exhibit “B”). Specifically, it
states there might be merit to an injury claim between June 11 and June 17, aswell as a
possible First Amendment mail issue, as she alleged she was being denied mail based
on political content. The case was-then refiled based on her agréement with-the direction
of the litigation.*

I then-obtained-discovery-from :ODRC and reviewed it and provided Terri with the
correspondence dated January 15,*2021 (See Exhibit “C"). It both specifically lays out

-= - what, in my view, could-have béén a. wable_c!alm and what was not. it is also v when |

indicated to her that she was leaving lnappropnate messages as “she directed sexual
communications to myself, my paralegal, and our intake coordinator. This was in addition
ta an extraordinary large amount of letters most of which did not deal with issues relevant
to her case.
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called and impersonated other clients in an attempt to speak with different people in my
office. Unfortunately, due to the sheer volume of correspondence Ms. Garko has sent my
office, | cannot easily find specific leters within the time frame of the response to this, but
| can provide additionat letters from her if necessary. Areview of the court of claims docket

will also show she frequently sends congpiratorial and irrational letters to the courtas well.

—

As for the specific issues she raised, the correspondence shows | did substantial work
evaluating this case and pursuing the claims that | viewed that potentially had merit. She
was also informed at every stage of the litigation the specific claims | was pursuing. She
is correct that there was.an error that resulted in a $370 overpaymentgbut.she.was given
creditforthat'as, rgﬂectedlr'l”fﬁematé“rtaTs“ﬂsheher?elfﬁred%ith“fhéCfgurtafclaimsLasffy

| have done multiple cases of this ty

pe and every single case other than this was pursued

fo its conclusion; this is the only civil rights case | have ever withdrawn from due fo client

conflicts. Doing civil rights and crim
and | understand that comes with
difficalt:client:even justwithinthe.co

inal defense | have represented many difficult clients
the territory, piitMs<Garko-was-an-exiraordinarily
ntext.:otﬁgligigggug!ré“é‘"ﬁ‘?’iﬁ?ﬁri*sen‘-.» This.is shown by her

teftible prison conduct record, which ffiéludes 14 assault and-harassment convictions

during_her incarceration (See Exhibit “N”).

Sincere

~~Sean C. Buchan
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