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ARTMENT OF pgar ESTATE

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* k%

In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H-25803 LA

TOM GEORGE ROYDS,

)

)

)

)
Respondent. )
)

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT QOF LICENSE

On May 11, 1995, a Decision was rendered herein,
revoking the real estate salesperson license of Respondent, but
granting Respondent the right to the issuance of é restricted
real estate salesperson license. A restricted real estate
salesperson license was issued to Respondent on June 12, 1995
and Respondent has operated as a restricted licensee without
cause for disciplinary action against Respondent since that
time. |
/17
Iy
/77
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On April 27, 2006, Respondent petitioned for
reingtatement of his real estate salesperson license. The
Attorney General.of the State of California has been given
notice of the filing of Respondent’s petition.

I have considered Respondent's petition and the
evidence and arguments submitted in support thereof. Respondent
has‘demonstrated to my satisfaction that Respondent meets the
requirements of law for the issuance to Respondent of an
unrestricted real estate salesperson license and that it would
not be against the public interest to issue said license to
Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement is granted and that a real estate

galesperson license be issued to Respondent, if Respondent

satisfies the following conditions within nine (9) months from

the date of this Order:

Submittal of a completed application and payment of

the fee for a real estate salesperson license.

This Order shall be effective immediately.
Dated: f"l' &7

JEFF DAVI
Real Estate Commissgicner

ih
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* kK

In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H-25803 LA

)

)

PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO, )
)

Respondent. )

)

ORDER DENYING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE
On May 11, 1995, a Decision was rendered in

Case No. H-25803 LA revoking Respondent’s real estate

|salesperson license, but granting Respondent the right

to the issuance of a restricted real estate salesperson
license. Respéndent failed to épply for a restricted real
estate salesperson license within the time periocd required.

bn or about July 3, 1996, Respondent petitioned for
reinstatement of said license. Aan Order Denying Reinstatement
of License was filed on July 14, 1997. Respondent petitioned
for reconsideration. On August 22, 1997, an Order Granting
Reconsideration was filed. Respondent was granted the right to

the issuance of a restricted real estate salesperson license.
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On or about January 10, 2002, Respondent again

petitioned for reinstatement of said license and the Attorney

General of the State of California has been given notice of the
filing of therpetition.

I have considered Respondent’s petition and
the evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has
failed to demonstrate to my satisfaction that Respondent has
undergone sufficient rehabilitation to warrant the reinstatement
of Respondent’s real estate broker license, in that:

I

In the Decision in Case no. H-25803 LA which revoked

Respondent’s real estate broker license, there were
Determination of Issues made that there was cause to revoke
Respondent’'s real estate license pursuant to Business and
Professions Code (“Code”) Section 10177 (f).

Respondent had purchased a home. The down payment
money was not provided by Respondent, but were from the trust
account of a company that was under the direction of
Respondent's employer and broker.

IT
The burden of proving rehabilitation rests with the

petitioner (Feinstein wv. State Bar (1952} 39 Cal. 2d 541). A

petitioner is required to show greater proof of honesty and
integrity than an applicant for first time licensure. The proof
must be sufficient to overcome the prior adverse judgment on the

applicant's character (Tardiff v. State Bar (1980) 27 cal. 3d

385).
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The Department has developed criteria in Regulation
2911 to assist in evaluating the rehabilitation of an applicant
for reinstatement of a license. Among the criteria relevant in
this proceeding are:

2911(j) - Discharge of, or bona fide efforts toward

discharging, adjudicated debts or monetary obligation to others.
Respondent has not provided proof that he has satisfied Federal
and State tax liens.

2911(1) - Significant or conscientious involvement in
community, chuxch, or social programs. Respondent has not
provided proof of such involvement.

.2911 {n) (2} - Change in attitude from that which
existed at the time of the conduct in question as evidenced
by family, friends or others. Respondent has not proviaed
proof from others of a change in attitude.

Given the fact that Respondent has not established
that he has complied with Regulations 2911(3j), 2911(1l) and
2911(n){(2), I am not satisfied that Respondent is sufficiently
rehabili;ated to receive a real estate salesperson license.
/77
/77
11/

Iy
Iy
/177
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement of Respondent'’'s real estate

salesperson license is denied.
i spene—

This Order sha}l becomg effectiye atnig_glglock noon

P o o S

on April 5, 2004

DATED: /'{wre/ln [0 2004

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Acting Real Estate Commissioner

| %//u

cc: Paul J. Figueiredo
10382 Rossbury Place
Los Angeles, CA 90064
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
/

b// T

By

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* ok k

In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H-25803 LA

)

)

TONY POTENTI, )
)

Respondent. )

)

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE

On April 29, 1995, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking the real estate salesperson license of Respondent,
but granting Respondent the right to apply for and be issued
a restricted real estate salesperson license. A restricted
real estate salesperson license was issued to Respondent on
July 1, 1995, Respondent has operated as a restricted licensee
without cause for disciplinary action against Respondent since
that time.

On September 29, 2000, Respondent petitioned for
reinsﬁatement of said real estate salesperson license and
the Attorney General of the State of California has been

given notice of the filing of said petition.
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I have considered the petition of Respondent and
the evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent
has demonstrated to my satisfaction that Respondent meets
the requifements of law for the issuance to Respondent of an
unrestricted real estate salesperson license and that it would
not be against the public interest to issue said license to
Respondent TONY POTENTI.

NCW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's‘

petition for reinstatement is granted and that a real estate

—————

salesperson license be igsued to Respondent, 1f Respondent

satisfies the following conditions within nine (9) months

from the date of this Order:

1. Submittal of a completed application and payment

of the fee for a real estate salesperson license.

2. Submittal of evidence of having, since the most

recent isgsuance of an original or renewal real estate license,
taken and successfully completed the continuing education
regquirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real Estate
Law for renewal of a real estate license.

This Order shall be effective immediately. N

naces: _ St [8, 2002

cc: Tony Potenti
PMB365, P.0O. Box 7000
Redondo Beach, CA 90277

23609 Ladeene Ave.
Torrance, CA 90505
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In the Matter of the Accusation of

IRE D
|
OCT 2 7 ZU{]U “_/f

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
Bygﬂ/’
) |

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* . * %
NO. H-25803 La
DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN

Respondent.

e e e et e e

QRDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT QF LICENSE

On May 10, 1995, a Decision and Order was rendered

herein revoking the real estate sales erson license of
, P

Respondent, DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN (hereinafter "Respondent"),
effective June 5, 1995, but granting Respondent the right to
apply for and be issued a restriéted real estate salesperson
license. Respondent failed to apply for this restricted
license in a timely manner.

On December 14, 1999, Respondent petitioned for
reinstatement of said real estate salesperson license and
the Attorney General of the State of California has been

given notice of the filing of said petition.
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I have considered Respondent’s petition and the
evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has
demonstrated to my satisfaction that grounds do not
presently exist to deny the issuance of an unrestricted real
estate salesperson license to Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent’s

petition for reinstatement is granted and that an

unrestricted real estate salesperson license be issued to

Respondent, DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN, after Respondent satisfies

the following conditions within six months from the date of

this Order:

1. Submittal of a completed application and

payment of the fee for a real estate salesperson license.

Lg. Submittal of evidence satisfactory to the Real

Estate Commissioner that Respondent has, since his license

was revoked, taken and successfully completed the continuing

education regquirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the

Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license.

This Order shall become effectlve immediately.
=
DATED: 4/; ﬂ;'4_ J'“jfa"(oCV

PAULA REDDISH ZINNEMANN
Real Estate Comm15510ner‘“>

,,,(,/,//\_, //”/ fW

r /

¢
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DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN
759 Ave A
Redondo Beach, California

90277
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In the Matter of the Accusation of " NO. H-25803 LA
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS

)
)
)
)
Respondent. )
)

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE

On May 11, 1995, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking ﬁhe real estate broker license of Respondent,
BEARBARA MARY NICHOLS (hereinafter "Respondent"), effective
June 7, 1995. In said Decision Respondent was given the right
to apply for and receive a restricted real estate broker
license which was issued to her on June 7, 1995. This
restricted license is-due to expire on June 6, 2003,

On Septembe 29, 1998, Respondent petitioned for
reinstatement of said real estate broker license and the
Attorney General of the State of California has been given
notice of the filing of séid petition.

I have considered Respondent's petition and the

evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has

-1.
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demonstrated to my satisfaction that grounds do not presently
exist to deny the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
broker license to Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement is granted and that an

unrestricted real estate broker license be issued to

Respondent, BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, after Respondent satisfies

the following conditions within six months from the date of

this Order:

1. Submittal of a completed application and

payment of the fee for a real estate broker license.

This Order shall become effective immediately.

DATED: Sc.;,,h,,.._kz,,f 2_ /419

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Acting Commissioner

BARBARA MARY NICHOLS
1703 Morgan Lane
Redondo Beach, California 90278
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11; In the Matter of the Accusation of ) 'NO. H-25803 LA
125 CHARLES RAY MANNING ; "
13 ' Respondent . ;
14 | )
15 ' QRDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE
18 On Mayill, 1995, a Decision was rendered herein

17! revoking the real estate salesperson license of Respondent,
18 CHARLES RAY MANNING (hereinafter "Respondent"), effective

19; June 7, 1995, but granting Respondent the right to apply for
20; and be issued a restricted real estate salesperson license.
2l: said restricted real estate salesperson license was issued to
22 | Respondent immediately thereafter with an expiration date of
23| June 6, 1999. '
24; On September 29, 1998, Respondent petitioned for

25: reinstatement of said real estate salesperson license and the

28 Attorney General of the State of California has been given

27 | notice of the filing of said petition.
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I have considered Respondent's petition and the
evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has
demonstrated to my satisfaction that grounds do not pPresently
exist to deny the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
salesperson license to Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement is granted and that an
unrestricted real estate salesperson license be issued to
Respondent, after he satisfies the following conditions

within six months from the date of this Order:

1. Submittal of a completed application and

payment of the fee for a real estate salesperson license.

2. Submit evidence of having taken and

successfully completed the courses specified in subdivisions
(a) and (b) of Section 10170.5 of the Real Estate Law for
renewal of a real estate license since his present restricted
license was issued in 1995,
This Order shall become effective immediately.
DATED: /4 & lm+ 23 /1999

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Acting Commissioner

/JZ P, b
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CHARLES RAY MANNING
1703 Morgan Lane
Redondo Beach, California

90278
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

By Cffiia? pm——_

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * %

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA

)

)

)

PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO )
)

Respondent. )

)

ORDER GRANTING RECONSIDERATION

On July 9, 1997, an Order Denying Reinstatement of
License was rendered herein, effective September 4, 1997,
deﬁying the Respondent's petition for the reinstatement of his
real estate salesperson license.

On or about July 22, 1997, Respondent’s petition for
reconsideration was received.

I have considered Respondent's petition for
reconsideration and the evidence submitted in support thereof.
Respondent has demonstrated to my satisfaction that good cause
has been presented for reconsideration of the Order of July 9,
1897.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement of his real estate salesperson
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license is denied.  However, Respondent has offered evidence
———————— |

that he is partially rehabilitated and it appears that

Respondent will pose no danger to the publiﬁ_ifvissued a

properly restricted salesperson license.

Therefore, a restricted real estate salesperson

license shall be issued to Respondent pursuant to Section

10156.5 of the Code after Respondent satisfied the following

conditions within six (6) months from the date of this Order:

1. Submittal of evidence that Respondent has, since

his license was revoked, taken and successfully passed the
Continuing Education Requirements of Section 10170.5 of the
Business and Professions Code for renewal of a real estate
license.

2. Submittal of evidence that Respondent has, since

his license was revoked, taken and successfully passed the
Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate fee.

3. Submittal of a completed application and payment of

the fee for a restricted real estate salesperson license.

The restricted license issued to Respondent shall be
subject to all of the provisions of Secticon 10156.7 of the Code
and to the following limitations, conditions and restrictions
imposed under authority of Section 10156.5 of said Code:

1. The restricted license shall not confer any

property right in the privileges to be exercised thereunder and

the Real Estate Commissioner may by appropriate order suspend
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prior to hearing the right of Respondent to exercise any
privileges granted under the restricted license in the event of:

(a) The conviction of Respondent (including a plea of

nolo contendere) of a crime which bears a significant
relationship to Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real
estate licensee.

(b ) The receipt of evidence satisfactory to the Real

Estate Commissioner that subsequent to the date of the Order
herein Respondent has violated provisions of the California Real
Estate Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or
conditions attaching to said restricted license.

2. Réspondent shall submit with his application for

said restricted license under an employing broker or any
application in the future for a transfer of said restricted
license to a new employing broker, a statement signed by the
prospective employing broker which shall certify:

(a) That said employing broker has read the Order of

the Commissioner which granted the right to a restricted
license; and

(b} That said employing broker will exercise close

supervision over the performance of the restricted license of
activities for which a real estate license is required.

Respondent shall not be eligible to apply for the

issuance of an unrestricted real estate license nor the removal

of any of the conditions, limitations or restrictions attaching
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to the restricted license until at least one year has elapsed
from the effective date of this Order.

This Order shall become effective at 12 o'clock

noon on__September 10, 1997.

DATED; Gfsézf;Z$;7

JIM ANTT, JR.

g

PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO
156 S. Hayworth Ave.
Los Angeles, Califormia 90048
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * % X &

In the Matter of the accusation of NO. H-25803 LA
PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO,

)
)
)
)
Respondent. )
)

ORDER STAYING FFFECTIVE DATE

On July 9, 1997, an Qrder Denying Reinstatement of
License was rendered in the above-entitled matter to become
effective August 5, 1997. | |

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the effective date of the
Order of July 9, 1997, is stayed for a pericd of 30 days.

The Order of July 9, 1997, shall become effective at
12 o'clock noon on September 4, 1997.

DATED: July 22, 1997,

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

o Rondei a2, Do Gl

RANDOLPH BRENDIA
Regional Manager
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In the Matter of the Accusation of

NO. H-25803 LA
PAUL J. FIGUEIREDOQ

Respondent.

On May 11, 1955, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking the real estate salesperson license of PAUL J.
FIGUEIREDO (hereinafter referred to as Respondent), effective
June 7, 1995. Respondent was given the right to apply for and
receive a restricted real estate salesperson license which he
failed to apply for in a timely manner.

On July 3, 1996, Respondent filed a petition for
reinstatement of sald real estate salesperson license and the
Attorney General of the State of California has been given
notice of the filing of said Petition.

I have considered the petition of Respondent and the
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evidence submitted in support thereof. Respondent has failed to
demonstrate to my satisfaction that he has undergone sufficient
rehabilitation to warrant the reinstatement of his real estate
salesperson license at this time. This determination has been
made in light of Respondent's history of acts and conduct which
are substantially related to the qualifications, functions and
duties of a real estate licensee. That history includes:

1. After his petition was filed Respondent failed to
answer any of the inquiries mailed to him, thus failing to
establish that he had met any of the Criteria of Rehabilitation
set forth in Section 2911 of Chapter 6, Title 10, California
Code of Regulations (Regulations). This is cause for the denial
of his petition for reinstatement of license.

2. Further, Respondent failed to provide evidence that
he has completed any of the Continuing Education courses that
were required by the Decision and Order of May 11, 1995, for
Respondent to obtain and maintain a restricted real estate
salesperson license. This is additional evidence of a lack of
rehabilitation and is cause to deny Respondent’s petition
pursuant to Section 2911(h) of the Regulations.

3. Finally, as a result of the business practices that
led to the revocation of his license, Respondent was required by
the Decision and Order of May 11, 1995, to provide evidence that
he had taken and passed the Professional Responsibility
Examination to avoid the suspension of any restricted real
estate salesperson license issued to him. Respondent has failed

to provide evidence that he has taken and passed this
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examination. This is evidence of a lack of rehabilitation and is
cause to deny his petition for reinstatement pursuant to Section
2911(j) of the Regulations.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's
=====_

|+ e ks i, ot n ot s ———

petltlon for relnstatement of hlS real estate salesperson

license is hereby denied.
[ ———————ar ]

[—— o ——

This order shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon
T ey —

on August 5, 1997

EZITICTYITEY LT

oATED: 7/‘7//?7

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

/A

PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO
107 1/2 N. Sweetzer Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90048
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In the Matter of the Accusation of ) NO. H-25803 LA
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS ;
Respondent. ;
}
ORDER ING RE EMENT OF ENSE

On May 11, 1995, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking the real estate salesperson license of Respondent,
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS (hereinafter "Respondent"), effective July
1, 1995, but granting Respondent the right to apply for and
be issued a restricted real estate salesperson license. Said
restricted real estate salesperson license was issued to
Respondent on July 1, 1995.

On November 4, 1996, Respondent petitioned for
reinstatement of said real estate salesperson license and the
Attorney General of the State of California has been given

notice of the filing of said petition.
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I have considered Respondent's petition and the
evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has
demonstrated to my satisfaction that grounds do not presently
exist to deny the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
salesperson license to Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement is granted and that an
e Y

unrestricted real estate salesperson license be issued to

Respondent, DEAN ALLEN THOMAS, after Respondent satisfies the

following conditions within one (1) year from the date of

this Order:

1. sSubmittal of a completed application and

payment of the fee for a real estate salesperson license.

2. Submittal of evidence satisfactory to the Real

Estate Commissioner that Respondent has, since his license
was revoked, taken and successfully completed the 45 hours of
continuing education required in Section 10170.5 of the

Business and Professions Ccde.,

This Order shall become effective immediately.

DATED: /// £ / 7

U
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS ///
23227 Robert Road o
Torrance, California 90505
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In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 La
No. H-25579 La
No. H-25453 LA

No. H-25307 LA

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,

Re/Max Professionals Realty, QORDER MODIFYING
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty; STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
BOURGEOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; ) IN SETTLEMENT AND QRDER

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN }

THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )

THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDQ; )

BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )

Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )

MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )

MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )

SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )

Respondents. )

)

1. On April 29, 1995,_effective October 31, 1995, an

Order was signed as to Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD. The

Determination of Issues on page 4, commencing on line 16, recited:
“The conduct or omissions of Respondent ROBERT KENNETH
TODD, as set forth in Accusation H-25803 LA, paragraphs one (1},

two (2) and thirty two (32) through thirty two {(e) [32(e}]; in the
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Accusation H-25579 LA, paragraphs One (I) through three (III); and
in Accusation H-25453 LA, paragraphs three (3), four (4, five

(5) (a), six (6), seven (7), eight (8), nine (9), ten {10}, and
sixty two (62), filed in these proceedings, constitute cause to
suspend‘o; revoke his real estate salesperson license and/or
licénse rights under the provisions of Code Sections 10177(f} as to
Accusation H-25803 LA and H-25579 LA and 10177(h) .as to Accusation
H-25453 LA,

2. The recitation that the conduct or omissiions
consti;ute cause to suspend or revoke his real estate “salesperson”
license was error. Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD was at all times,
as alleged in the Accusation, licensed as a real estate broker.

| 3. Therefore, the Determination of Issues shall be
modified, nunc pro tunc, to read:

“The conduct or omissions of Respondent ROBERT KENNETH
TODD, as set forth in Accusation H-25803 LA, paragraphs one (1),
two (2) and thirty two (32) through thirty two (e} [32(e)]: in the
Accusation H-25579 LA, paragraphs One (I) through three (III): and
in Accusation H-25453 LA, paragraphs three (3), four {(4), five
{5) (a), six (6), seven (7), eight (8), nine (9), ten {(10), and
sixty two (62), filed in these proceedings, constitute cause to
suspend or revoke his real estate broker license and/or license
rights under the provisions of Code Sections 10177(f) as to
Accusation H-25803 LA and H-25579 LA and 10177(h) as to Accusation
H-25453 LA."

4. Exéept as modified herein, the Stipulation And

Agreement In Settlement and Order signed on April 29, 1995,
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effeetive October 31, 1995, remains in effect.
*-******.* .
Tbe foregoing Order Modifying Stipulation And Agreement
In Settlement And Order is hereby adopted as my Order as to
Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD and shall remain effective at 12

o'clock noon on October 31, 1995,
- /-'
IT ‘IS SO ORDERED [0 -Z4- TS
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Department of Real Estate

107 South Broadway, Room 8107 .

Los Angeles, California, 90012 j:j . [:::)
LEA _

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE QOF CALIFORNIA

* Kk k kX X

No. H-25803 LA
No. H-25579 LA
No. H-25453 La
No. H-25307 LA

In the Matter of the Accusation of

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,

’

Re/Max Professionals Realty, STIPULATION AND ACREEMENT
Coastal Financial Real Estate . :
Loans, and RKT Realty; IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
BCOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between ROBERT KENNETH

TODD (referred to as Respondent), acting by and throuéh his

attorney Walter R. Urban, Esg. and the Complainant, acting by and
through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as
follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation

filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be preéented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shdll instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisiens of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settiement And Crder (hereafter Stipulation).

| 2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 16, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense puréuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and veluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that he
understénds that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby Qaive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive
other rigﬁts afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as

the right to present ewvideace in defense of the allegations in the

Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in Accusation H-
25803 LA, paragraphs one (1), two (2) and thirty two (32) through

thirty two (e) [32(e}}; in the Accusation H-25579 LA, paragraphs
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One {I) through three (III); and in Accusation H-25453 LA,
paragraphs three (3}, four (4), five (5)({a), six (&), seven (7),
eight (8), nine (9), ten (10), and sixty two (62} filed in these
proceedings. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remaln silent and understand that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein., This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpbse of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an |
acknowlédgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis therecf, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understeed by the parties that the _Real Estate
Commissiongékﬁay adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the

Commissioner in his discreticn does not adopt the Stipulation, the
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Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall-retain the right to a hearing and
proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7.- The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to anf further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alléged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.

RETERMINATION QF ISSUES

By reascon of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for thé'purpose of settlement of‘the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it 1is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

e The conduct or omissions of Respondent ROBERT KENNETH
TODD, aé‘set forth in Accusation H-25803 LA, paragraphs cne (1),
two (2) and thirty two (32) through thirty two (e} [32(e})]; in the
Accusation H-25579 LA, paragraphs Cne (I) through three (III); and
in Accusation H-25453 LA, paragraphs three (3), four (4), five

(%) (a), six (6), seven (7), eight (8), nine (9), ten (10}, and
sixty two (62), filed in these proceedings, constitute_cause to
suspend or revoke his real estate égéggggggén license and/or

license rights under the provisions of Code Secticons 10177 (f) as to

Accusation H-25803 LA and H-25579 LA and 10177(h) as to Accusation

H=~25453 LA,
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WHEREFORE, THE FQLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent ROBERT

KENNETH TODD under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and

Professions Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real

estate salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent ROBERT

makes application therefor and pays to the Department of Real

Estate the appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90)

days from the effective date of the Decision. The restricted

license issued to Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD shall be subiject

to all of the provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and

Professions Code and to the feollowing limitations, conditions and

restrictions imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said
|

4

Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson license issued

Ito Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD shall ke suspended for six (6)

months from the date of issuance of said restricted license.

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent ROBERT

KENNETH TODD shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions--imposed--under—autherity of

Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissicner in the event of
Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD's conviction or plea of nolo

contendere to a crime which bears a significant relation to
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Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissicner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent ROBERT KENNETH
TODD has, during the timg he holds a restricted license, viclated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands
Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions
attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3) Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or
restrictions of a restricted license until two (2) yeafs have
elapsed from the date of issuance of the restricted license to

Respondent ,

(4) Respondent _RQBERT KENNETH TODD shall, within

twelve (12) months from the effective date of this Decision,
presenttevidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that
Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an original or
renewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
continuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of
the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If
Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may -.
order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent
presents such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent
the opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative

Procedure Act to present such evidence.

{5) Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD shall, within
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six months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass
the Professional ReSponsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examinaiion
fee. TIf Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order spspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.

{6) Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD shall submit

with any application for license under an employing broker, or any
application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement
signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form
approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

(a) That the employing broker has fead the

Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed
herein and the Decision of the Commissicner
wh'ich granted the right to a restricted license;

and,

(b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.
(7) Accusation H-25307 LA is hereby dismissed as to
Respondent ROBERT KENNETH TODD -only. Respondent ROBERT -KENNETH - —
TODD is hereby severed from Accusation H-25453 LA.
* ok ok KX Kk Kk Kk 0k
I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement
And Crder, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and

acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
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me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited'to Sections 11566, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code}, and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses

against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.

DATED « 7OG//éJ/-
ODD, Respondent.

patep: Y-4-9 S L\fudtﬂ-—, ﬁ vab‘a_\

WALTER R. URBAN, Esqg. Counsel for
Respondent Robert Kenneth Todd,
approved as to .form.

DATED : o < ‘(‘qdr M ‘%—c‘;——‘—’

DALE A. ELENIAK, Esg. Counsel for
Respondent Robert Kenneth Todd,
approved as to form,

DATED : "4?’-'7- ?3-’

N, Counsel for

Cohplainant.

x * * X * *x *x *x

The foregoing Stipulaticon And Agreement In Settlement is

nereby adopted as my Decision and Crder as to Respondent ROBERT

KENNETH TODD- and -shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon

on_0October 31, 1995

IT IS SO ORDERED /710,_,,.;] 29 (457

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Intrim Commissioner

/f_z... L1t

-8-
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11l In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA
12 ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba

Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,

13 Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,

Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,

}
)
}
}
}
)

14 Re/Max Professionals Realty, ) STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
Coastal Financial Real Estate )

15 Loans, and RKT Realty; ) IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER
JODI A, VQY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
18| BOURGEOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
17 THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B, )
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19 MANNING; TOM GEORGE. ROYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
o0l SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
' Respondents. )
21 )

Do It is hereby stipulated by and between LOUIS WRIGHT

o3 Il BOURGEQOIS (referred to as Respondent), acting by and through his

24 attorney Walter R. Urban, Esqg. and the Complainant, acting by and
25 through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as
2¢ || follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation

o7 filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1 1. 211 issues which were to be contested and all

2 evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
302 formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
4 accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
g || (APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on

8 the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In

7 Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

8 2. Respondent  has received, read and understands ﬁhe

9 Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and

10 the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this

11 proceeding.

12 3. On May 12, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of

13 Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the

14 purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the

15 Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and volunﬁarily withdraws

16 said Notice of Defense,. Respondent acknowledges that he

17 understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will

18 thereb& waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the

‘ 19 allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
f 20 accordance with the provisions of the 3PA and that he will waive

21 other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as

29 the right to present evidence_in defense of the allegations in the

2% Accusation and the right to cross-—-examine witnesses.

o4 4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and

25 Order relates ﬁo the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
%6 one (1), four (4), seventeen (17) and eighteen (18) in the

o7 Accusation, filed in these proceedings. Respondent chocses not to
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contest these factual allegations and to remain silent and
understand that, as a result thereof, these factual allegations,
without being admitted or denied, will serve as a basis for the
discipline stipulated to herein., This Stipulation and Agreement in
Settlement and Order and the findings based on Respondent's
decision not to contest the Accusation is hereby expressly limited
to this proceeding and made for the sole purpose of reaching an
agreed disposition of this proceeding, only. Respondent's decision
not to contest the factual allegations is made solely for the
purpose of effectuating.this Stipulation and is intgnded by
Complainant and Respondent to be non-binding upon him in any
actions against Respondent by third parties and shall not be
deemed, used, or accepted as an acknowledgement or admission.
However, the results of this Stipulation may provide the basis for
establishing prior discipline, and the basis théreof, in any
subsequent proceeding by Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner
shall not be required to provide further evidence to prove such
allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and

sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license

rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Reél Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregeoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT
BOURGEQIS, as set forth in Accusation H-25803 LA, paragraphs one
(1), four (4), seventeen (l17) and eighteen (18)-in the Accusation,
filed in these proceedings, conétitute cause to suspend or revoke
his real estate salesperson license and/or license rights under the
provisions of Code Sections LQ177(f).

ORDER
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent LOUIS

HEEGQT BOQURGEQIS under Part 1 of Divigion 4 of the Business and

Professions Code are revoked; grbvided, however, a restricted real
¥ —%

estate salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent LOUIS

WRIGHT BOURGEQIS pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if

Respondent -makes application therefor and pays to the Department of

Real Estate the appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety
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(90) davs from the effective date of the Decision. The restricted

license issued to Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEQIS shall be
subject to all of the provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business
and Professions Code and to the following limitations, conditions
and restrictions imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said-
Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson license issued |

to Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS shall be guspended for one (1)

vear from the date of issuance of said restricted license,.

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent LOUIS

WRIGHT BOURGEQIS shall be subject to all of the provisions of
Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the
following limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under 1
authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

{l) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real'Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BQURGEOIS's conviction or plea of nolo
contendere to a crime which bears a significant relation to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee,

(2) The restricted license may be suspendeg_ggior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence

satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT

BOURGEOIS has, during the time he holds a restricted license,
vioclated prnvisions of the California Real Estate Law, the
Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner,
or the conditions attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3) Respondent LOQUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOQOIS shall not be




eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate

1
é license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or
3| restrictions of a restricted license until two (2) years have
4 | elapsed from the date of issuance of the restricted license to
5 Respondent .
6 (4) Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS shall, within
o ll twelve (12) months from the effective date of this Decision,
8 present evidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that
9 Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an origiﬁal or
10 renewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
11 cqntinuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of
12 'the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If
13 Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may
14 order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent
15 presents such evidence. The Commissioner shall éfford Respondent
16 the copportunity for a hearing-pu¥suant to the Administrative
17 Procedure Act to present such evidence. |
18 (5) Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOQIS shall, within
; 19 six months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass
' 20 the Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the
21 Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
25 fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
23 Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until
24 Respondent passes the examination.
o5 (6) Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS shall submit
26 with any application for license under an employing broker, or any
o7 application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement
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signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form
approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

(a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed
herein and the Decision of‘the Commissioner
which granted the right to a restricted license;
and,

{b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

(8) Accusations H-25453 LA and H-25307 LA are

hereby Q;gmggggg as to Respondent LOUIS WRIGHT BQURGEOIS only.

—

* Kk Kk K k * * %k

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are unaerstood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and vpluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the

Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a

hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses

agairist me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.

DATED : (‘( - ( 7 "C{' S/
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. ,
patEp: A-2Y—F§ {’\"‘-‘L—\ R L‘VL’W—\

WALTER R. URBAN, Esqg. Counsel for
Respondent Louis Wright Bourgeois,
approved 38

pATED: L o-Ts "~

Complainant.

x Kk * Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent LOUIS

"WRIGHT BOURGEOIS and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

July 1, 1995,

'IT IS SO ORDERED /'/f,;, & 1938

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Intrim Commissioner
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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In the Matter of the Accusation of

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty;

" JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT
BCURGEQOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN;
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHQLS, dba

Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI

MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and,
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

Respondents.

DEAN ALLEN

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
}
}
)
)
)
)

No. H-25803 LA

STIRULATION AND AGREEMENT
IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER -

It is hereby stipulated by and between DEAN ALLEN THOMAS.

——t

{referred to as Respondent),
Lawrence H. Lackman, Esqg.

through Sean Crahan,

and the Complainant,

acting by and through his attorney

acting by and

Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as

follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation

filed on April 29, 13894,

in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance withbthe provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 17, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Secticon 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegaticns in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and volunfarily withdraws
sald Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that he
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive
other rights afforded to him in ceonnection with the hearing such as

the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the

Accusation and the right to cross—examine witnesses.

q, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), six (6) and twenty one (21) through twenty eight (£)

{28(f)], in the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in
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this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remain silent and understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby e#pressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Resp&ndent's decision not to contest the factual .
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulétion and shall have no collateral estoppel or res judicata
effect in any proceedings in which Respondent and the Department
are not parties. It is understood and intended by Complainant and
Respondent to be non-binding upon him in any judicial actions or
proceedings against Respondent by third partieé and shall not be
argqued deemed, used, or accepted as an acknowledgement or
admission. However, the results of this Stipulation may provide
the basis for establishing prior discipline, and the basis thereof,
in any subsequent proceeding by Complainant. The Real Estate
Commissioner shall not be required to provide furtﬁer evidence to

prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate

Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the

Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
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Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be wvoid and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on.the Accusation under all the provisicons of the APA

and shall not be bcound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any subsegquent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

8. A precondition to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS give full and
truthful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, DEAN ALLEN THOMAS will be severed from
the hearing. The signed stipulation would not Be submitted to
the Commissioner's office for its action until after respondent
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS testifies. 'If respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS
fails to testify, then the accusation will be reset for separate

hearing as to respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS.

RETERMINATION QF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivgrs, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS,

as set forth in paragraphs one (1), six (6) and twenty one (21)

through twenty eight (f) [28(f)] in the Accusation and Third
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amended Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real
estate salesperson license and/or license rights under the
provisions of Code Sections 10177(f).
QRDER
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made;

All licenses and license rights of Respondent DEAN ALLEN

THOMAS under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code_are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate

L A

salegperson license shall be issued to Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS

pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes
applicétion therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninet {90) days from the
PpProp Y ays

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall be subject to all of the
provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business ahd Professions Code
and to the following limitationé, conditions and restrictions
imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issued to Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall be suspended for

ninety (90) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license; provided, however, that if Respondent petitions, the first

60 days of =said 90 day suspension shall be stayed upon compliance
————r——re———

with all the terms and conditions hereinbelow:

{1) Respondent DEAL ALLEN THOMAS pays a monetary

penalty pursuant to Section 10175.2 of the Business and Professions

Code of $5,000;

(2) Said payment shall be in the form of a

‘13(3&.4(10 i
2B B -5-
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cashier's check or certified check made payable to the Recovery
Account of the Real Estate Fund. Said check must be delivered to
the Department prior to the effective date of the Order in this
matter;

(3) If Respondent fails to pay the monetary penalty

in accordance with the terms of this paragraph or this QOrder, the

Commissioner may, without a hearing, order the immediate execution

of all or any part of the sixty (60) days stayed suspension, in
which event the Respondent shall not be entitled toc any repayment
nor credit, prorated or otherwise, for money paid to the Department
under the terms of this Order,

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent DEAN

ALLEN THOMAS shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section

10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

{1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS's conviction or plea of nolo
contendere to a crime which bears a significant relation to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS
has, during the time he holds a restricted license, violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands

Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions
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attaching to these

(3)

Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall not be

restricted licenses.

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate

license nor the removal of any of the conditieons, limitations or-

restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

(4) Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall submit with any

application for license .under an employing broker, or any

applicatioﬁ for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement

signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form

approvéd by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

(5)

{a}) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed
herein and the Decision of the Commissioner
which granted the right to a restricted license;
and, -

{b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall, within nine

months from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence

satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,

since the most recent issuance of an orig}nal or renewal real

estate license, taken and successfully completed the continuing-

education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real

Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent
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fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the
suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents
such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidence.

(6) Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS shall, within six

months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the

Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.

X &k k k % x * X

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are understocd by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand.that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the righ; to crgff—examine witnesses

against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges,

DATED : «,;//_ //»;' s | ”/Cé’v Q,.-———-’

EAN ;7;4 TH S, Respé6bndent.
DATED : /’f—é"?S/ ﬁﬂ‘ : 222t

LAWRENCE H. IAACKMAN, Esqg. Counsel for
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Respondent DEAN ALLEN THOMAS,
gi as to foqggfjp

<

DATED: J':' 7 “9—" -

* ok ok Kk ok k Xk %k

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent DEAN ALLEN

THOMAS and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

July 1, 1995

IT IS SO ORDERED \f\fuu_g W 1945

i

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

By: flz-\vgwtbm\

Betty(R. Tudeman
Assis Commissioner
- Enforcement

————
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 1La
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty;

JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT

)

)

) STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
BOURGECIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

AN _SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and ,
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,
Regpondents.

It is hereby stipulated by and between MARTI MELILLO

(referred to as Respondent), acting by and through his attorney
James M. Hallett, Esq. and the Complainant, acting by and through
Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as follows

for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation filed
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on April 29, 1994, and the Third Amended Accusation filed on
December 20, 1994 in this matter:

1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Ac£
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has feceived, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 17, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdraws
salid Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that she
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, she will
thereby waive her right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that she will waive
other rights afforded to her in connection with the hearing such as
the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and

Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
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one (1), thirteen (13), seventeen (17) (a) through 17(h), and twenty
two (22), in the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in
this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to }emain silent and understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein., This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
BRccusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the

Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
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| ®
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and
proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.

DETERMINATION QOF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, 1t is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent MARTI MELILLO, as
set forth in paragraphs one (1), thirteen (13), seventeen (17) (a)
through 17(h), and twenty two (22), in the Accusation and Third
Amended Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real
estate salesperson license and/or license rights under the

provisions of Code Sections 10177(f).

ORDER

WHEREFORE, THE FCOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent MARTI

MELILLO under Part 1 of Divisien 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate

salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent MARTI MELILLO

pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes




COURT PAPER

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

STATE OF CALIFOANIA
STD. 13 (REV. .72

85 34789

@ = o e tw N -

application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90} days from the

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent MARTI MELILLO shall be subject to all of the provisioens
of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the
following limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under
authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperscon licenses

issued to Respondent MARTI MELILLO shall be suspended for one

hundred (120) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license,

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent MARTI

MELILLO shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

{l) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent MARTI MELILLO's conviction or plea of nolo contendere to
a crime which bears a significant relation to Respondent's fitness
or capacity as a real estate licensee.

{2) The restricted license may ke suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent MARTI MELILLO has,
during the time he holds a restricted license, violated provisions
of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands Law,

Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions
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attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3) Respondent MARTI MELILLO shall not be eligible

to applylfor the issuance of an unrestricted real estate license
nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or
restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed
from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

(4) Respondent MARTI MELILLO shail submit with any

application for license under an employing broker, or any
application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement
signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form
approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

(a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation filed herein and the Decision of the
Commissioner which granted the right to a
restricted license; and

(b} That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

{5) Respondent MARTI MELILLO shall, within nine

months from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence
satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,
since the most recent issuance of an original or renewal real
estate license, taken and successfully completed the continuing
education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real
Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent

fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the
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suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents
such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidence.

{(6) Respondent MARTI MELILLO shall, within six

months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the
Professidnal Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until
Respondent passes the examination.
* Kk * * *x %k k *

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement
And Order, and its terms are understocd by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses

i
against me and to present evidence in defense and/ mitigation cf the

charges. . \\Eg;’
, \‘ ;
DATED : £.2.95 e N A e

MARTIy MELZLLO,
DATED : ?{[ﬂ(/@(

g [f, Esq.founsel for
Resprndent Martl Melillo, approved
as toe form.




DATED :

Bmplainant.

* ok ok ok ok ok kK

g b o N =

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent MARTI

MELILLO and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

FA—

®x 3 &

June 29, 1995 '
9 IT IS SO ORDERED O vwe & /5%

10 JOHN R. LIBERATOR
11 Interim Commissioner
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bepartment of Real Estate E D

107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012 JUN 7 - 1995

DEPARTMENI-OF REAL BSTATE

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* ok ok ok

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND ACQREEMENT
IN _SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

)
)
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba )

Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )

Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )

Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )

Re/Max Professionals Realty, )

Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty:; )

JODI A. VQY; LOUIS WRIGHT )

BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )

THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )

THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )

BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )

Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )

MANNING,; TOM GEQRGE ROYDS; MARTI )

MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )

SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, }
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between JODI A. VOY

(referred to as Respondent), acting by and through her attorney

Scott S. Furstman, Esg. and the Complainant, acting by and through
Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department c¢f Real Estate, as follows
for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation filed

on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
{(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order {(hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusatioh, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 12, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and veoluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that she
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, she will
thereby waive his right %o require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that she will waive
other rights afforded to her in connection with the hearing such as
the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), three (3), twenty one (21), twenty three (23) and forty

one (41), in the Accusation and Supplemental Accusation filed in
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this proceeding. Respondent chocses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remain silent and understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed dispositioh of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon her in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissiconer may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein,.

7. The Order or any subsequent Ordér of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this ‘proceeding.

DETERMINATION QOF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and walvers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent JODI A. VOY, as
set forth in paragraphs one (1), three (3), twenty one (21), twenty
three (23) and forty one {41) in the Accusation and Supplemental
Accusation, constitute cause to suspend or revoke her real estate
salesperson license and/or license rights under the provisions of
Code Sections 10177(f) and 10177(j).

QRDER

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent JODI A. VOY

under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions Code are

revoked.
————

* Kk Kk *k Kk Kk Kk %
I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and

acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
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me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses

against me and to present evidence in. defense and mitigation of the

-,

charges.

"‘r,-".:'?'i.l’ .‘:.‘ - ‘- .‘l;’, " '
DATED : = P
JODI A, Vaxf Respondent .

Cot—

\$66TT 5. FURSTMAN, Esq. Counsel For
Respondent JODI A, VOY, approved as
to form.

DATED: j- ,U—:-?J—’ ‘f,' g}/._j;;. -

jS
kC-émplainant .

DATED ;- (l“ /‘L\\,

* ok Kk x ok Kk K Kk

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent JODI A.

VOYand shall become effective at 12 o'cleck noon on

June 27, 1995,

™

IT IS SO ORDERED \JUM S, 1975

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate ComfMissiorer

-5
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(213) 8973937
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, Califernia, 90012

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* Xx *x * %k

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND ACREEMENT
IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

)
)
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba )

Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )

Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )

Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, }

Re/Max Professicnals Realty, }

Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty; 3

JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )

BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )

THOMAS RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B, )

THCOMAS; PAUL J., FIGUEIREDO; )

BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )

Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )

MANNING; TCOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )

MELILLO; TONY PQOTENTI and, )

SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stlpulated by and between JACK B. THOMAS

(referred to as Respondent) and the Complainant, acting by and
through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as
follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation
filed on April 29, 19%4, in this matter:

1. All issues which were to be contested and all
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evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respcndent at

1
ol @ formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
3 accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
4 (APA)}, shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
5 the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
6 Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).
” 2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
8 Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
9 the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
10 proceeding.
11 3. On May 10, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
12 Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
13| Purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
14 Accusation. Respondent hefeby freely and voluntarily withdraws
15 sald Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledgeéAthat he
16 understands that by withdrawing.said Notice of Defense, he will
17 thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
18 allegétions in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
; 19 accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will wa;ve
4 20 other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as
o1 the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
- Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.
23 4. This Stipulation and Agreement 1in Settlement-;na -
o4 Order relates to the factual allegatioﬁs contained in paragraphs
o5 one (1), eight (8) and twenty eight (28) through twenty eight (f)
o6 [28(E)Y], in the‘Accusation and Third aAmended Accusation filed in
o this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
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allegations and to remain silent and understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or

denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to

herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and

the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby expréssly limited to this proceeding and made

for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this

proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual

allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upen him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission., However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior

discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by

Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be reguired to

provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license

rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the

CCURT PAPER

23
24
25
26
27

BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
STD. 113 (REV. 8.72}

B85 Ja709

Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, thé
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and
proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA

and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.
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6. The Order or any subsequent Crder of the Real Estate

Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute

‘an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil

proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

7. A precondition to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent JACK THOMAS give full and truthful
testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon signing this
stipulation, JACK THOMAS will be severed from the hearing. The
éigned stipulation would not be submitted to the Commissioner's
office for its action until after respondent JACK THOMAS
testifies. If respondent JACK THOMAS fails to ﬁestify, then the
accusation will be reset for separate hearing as to respondent
JACK THOMAS., The signed Stipulation may be submitted to the
Commissioners Office prior to réspondent R. R. THOMAS' testimony
if deemed appropriate.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made

solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation

without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following

Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent JACK B. THOMAS, as
set forth in paragraphs one (1), eight (8) and twenty eight (28)
through twenty eight (£f) [28(f)], in the Accusation and Third
Amended Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real

estate salesperson license and/or license rights under the
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provisions of Code Sections 10177(f).
QRDER
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING CORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent JACK B,

THOMAS under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate

broker license shall be issued to Respondent JACK B. THOMAS

pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Ccde if Respondent makes
application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) days from the

effective date of the Decision.

A. Any restricted real estate broker licenses issued to

Respondent JACK .B. THOMAS shall be suspended for sixty (60) days

from the date of issuance of said restricted license.

B. The restricted license issued to Respondent JACK B. THOMAS

shall be subject to all of the pfovisions of Section 10156.7 of the
Business and Professions Code and to the following limitations,
conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of Section
10156.6 of said Code and to the following limitaticns, conditions
and restrictions imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said

Code:

{1} The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent JACK B. THOMAS's conviction or plea of noclo contendere
to a crime which bears a significant relation to Respondent's
fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior
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to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent JACK B. THOMAS
has, during the time he holds a restricted license, violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands
Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions
attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3) Respondent JACK B. THOMAS shall not be eligible

to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate license
nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or
restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed
from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

{4) Respondent JACK B. THOMAS shall report in

writing to the Department of Real Estate as the Real Estate
Commissioner shall direct by his Order herein or by separate
written order issued while Respondent holds a reétricted license,
such information concerning Respéndent‘s activities for which a
real estate license is required as the Commissioner shall deem to
be appropriate to protect the public interest.

(5) Respondent JACK B, THOMAS shall, within nine

months from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence

satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,

since the most recent issuance of an original or renewal real

COURT PAPER
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estate license, taken and successfully completed the continuing
education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real

Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent
fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the

suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents
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such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the

opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure

‘Act to present such evidence.

(6) Respondent JACK B. THOMAS shall, within six

months from the effective date of this Decisicon, take and pass the

Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until
Respondent passes the examination.

h ok ok ok ok Kk ok Kk

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In-Settlement

and Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Aét (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, i1508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.
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DATED : 7}/955 . q

oatep: &f - L 8-~

Complainant.
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The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent JACK B.

THOMAS and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

June 12, 1995.
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IT IS SO ORDERED M L, 1d45

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

w=8m’2www

Bétty Ludeman
Assis t Commissioner
Enforcement

[RNPESIPS 1
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Department ©of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* % *x % %

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty;

)
)
) STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
\ :
)
)
)
)
)
JODI A, VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT : )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
}

IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEQORGE ROYDS; MARTI
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and,
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

Respondents.

.

It is hereby stipulated by and between SUSAN WRIGHT

FREEMAN (referred to as Respondent), acting by and through her
]

attorney Frank E. Di Giacomo, Esq. and the Complainant, acting by
and through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate,
as follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the

Accusation filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:




1 1. All issues which were to be contested and all

2 evidence which was to be preéentéd by Complainant and Respondent at
3| 2 formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
4 accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure act
5 (APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on

6 the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In

” Settlement And Qrder (hereafter Stipulation).

8 2. Respondent has received, read and understands the

9 Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and

10 the.Accusation, filed by the Department of Rgal Estate in this

11 proceeding.
12 3. On May 2, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of Defense
13 pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the purpose of
14 requesting'a hearing on the allegatibns in the Accusation.

15 Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdr&ws said Notice of
168 Cefense. Respondent acknowledgés that she understands tha; by

17 withdraﬁing sald Notice of Defense, she will thereby waive his

18 right to require the Commissioner to prove the allegations in the
19 Accusation at a contested hearing held in accordance with the

/ 20 provisions of the APA and that she will waive other rights afforded

51 to her in connection with the hearing such as the right to present
25, evidence in defense of the allegations inﬁthe Accusa;i?n_and thg-“mu
o3 right to cross-examine witnesses.
24 4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and

o5 Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs

o8 one (1), five (5), and nineteen (19) through twenty (£f) [20(f)], in
o7 the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in this
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proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remain silent énd understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basls for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not-to contest the
Accusation 1s hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factualr
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding uvpon her in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establisnihg prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and

sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license

rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreehent In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any éubsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT
FREEMAN, as set forth in paragraphs one (1), five (5), and nineteen
{19) through twenty (f) [20(f})], in the Accusation and Third
Amended Accusation constitute céuse to suspend or revoke her real
estate salesperson license and/or license rights under the
provisions of Code Sections 10177 (f).

QRDER
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made;

All licenses and license rights of Respondent SUSAN

WRIGHT FREEMAN under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and

Professions Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real

estate salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent SUSAN

WRIGHT FREEMAN pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if
Respondent makes application therefor and pays to the Department of

Real Estate the appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety
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(90) days from the effective date of the Decision. The restricted
license issued to Respondent'SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall be subject
to all of the provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and
Professions Code and to the following limitations, conditions and
restrictions imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said
Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issued to Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall be suspended for

ninety (90) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license.
A —

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent SUSAN

WRIGHT FREEMAN shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code: |

{1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN's conviction or plea of nolo
contendere to a crime which bears a significant relation to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence

satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT
FREEMAN has, during the time she holds a restricted license,
viclated provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the
Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner,

or the conditions attaching to these restricted licenses.
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(3) Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or

restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

(4) . Respondent. SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall submit

with any application for license under an employing brocker, or any

application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement

signed by the prospectiﬁe employing real estate broker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

{a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed
herein and the Decision of the Commissioner
which granted the right to a restricted license;
and,

(b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

{5) Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall, within

nine months from the effective date of this Decision, present

evidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that

Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an original or
renewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
continuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of
the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If

Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may
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order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent
presents such evidence, The'Commissioner shall afford Respondent
the opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative

Procedure Act to presgsent such evidence.

{(6) Respondent SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN shall, within

six months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass

the Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this conditicon, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.

* Kk k k* * k K &

I have read the Stipulation And Agreemepnt In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and

acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administraﬁive Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses

against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges. g [

e ' I-J (.// \
DATED : ‘3/‘37 /?f) ’ /&Ldﬁ ool ’(/ / b 84 s sl £

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN, Respondent.




o DATED: 47043/)6:; /é;;;; Pty g . (OB
VA4 FRANK E. DI GIACOMO, Esgq. Counsel for
3 Respondent Susan Wright Freeman,
approveg as to form.
: Q47
5| DATED: "j < .5
6 omplainant.
7
* X * * k Kx Kk X
8
9 .
10 The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is
11 hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent SUSAN
12 WRIGHT FREEMANand shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on
June 1 1 .
18] - 3, _995 -
14
15 IT IS SO ORDERED A-,,,;l A 18947
14 7
| JOHN R. LIBERATOR
16 Intrim Commissioner
o | /T¢:4::£1najg;/
18 A
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bepartment of Real Estate
107 -South Broadway, Room 8107 U E D

Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937 . 3 ‘“2?
DEPARTMENT OF/REAL }ESTATE

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
x *k k Kk x

No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
IN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

In theIMatter of the Accusation of

)
)
RCBERT KENNETH TODD, dba }
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professionals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty; )
JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
BOURGEQOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THCMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dbka }
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between TOM GEORGE ROYDS

(referred to as Respondent), acting by and through his attorney
Alvin S. Tobias, Esq. and the Complainant, acting by and through
Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as follows
for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation filed

on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted sclely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in fhis
proceeding.l

3. On May 12, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to‘Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdraws
sald Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that he
understénds that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accﬁsation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive
other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as
the .right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusgtion and the right to cross—examine witnesses.

4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), twelve (12) and thirty (30) through thirty (g) [30(g}]l, in

the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in this
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proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remain silent and understand that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to i
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's cecision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proéeeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent t¢ be

non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third

'parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an

acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this ' |
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complaiﬁant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties ﬁhat the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby. imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

6. The Order or any subseguent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

7. A precondition to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent TOM GEORGE .ROYDS give full and
truthful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, TOM GEORGE ROYDS will be severed from
the hearing. fhe signed stipulation would not be submitted to
the Commissioner's office for its action until after respondent
ROYDS testifies. If respondent ROYDS fails to testify, then the
accusation will be reset for separate hearing as to respondent
ROYDS.

DETERMINATION OF ISQUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of..Respondent TOM GEORGE ROYDS,
as set forth in paragraphé one (1), twelve (12} and thirty (30)
through thirty (g) [30(g)], in the Accusation and Third Amended
Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real estate
salesperson license and/or license rights under the provisions of

Code Sections 10177(f}.
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ORDER
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent TOM GEORGE

'BQYDS under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate
—

salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent TOM GEQORGE ROYDS

pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes
application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) days from the

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent ?OM‘GEORGE ROYDS shall be subject to all of the
provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code
and to the following limitations, conditions and restrictions
imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

The restricted licenses issued to Respondent TOM

GEORGE ROYDS shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7xof the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of

Respondent--TOM--GEORGE ROYDS's conviction or plea of nolo contendere
to a crime which bears a significant relation to Respondent's
fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence

satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent TOM GEORGE ROYDS
’ -
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has, during the time he holds a restricted license, violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands
Law, Regulaticons of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions;
attaching to these restricted licenses. |

(3) Respondent TOM GEORGE ROYDS shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or

restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

{(4) Respondent TOM GEORGE ROYDS shall submit with

any application for license under an employing broker, or any

application for transfer to a new employing_k;gﬁggﬁ_g_ggg;gmgnn

signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

{a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation filed herein and the Decision of the
Commissicner which granted the right to a
restricted license; and

{b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required. e}

{53) Respondent TOM GEQRGE RQOYDS shall, within nine

months from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence
satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,
since the most recent issuance of an original or renewal real

estate license, taken and successfully completed the continuing
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education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real
Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent
fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the

suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents

such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidence.

(6) Respondent TOM GEORGE ROYDS shall, within six

months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the

Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until
Respondent passes the examination.

* * Kk kx % *x % Xk

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Ordér, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code}), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of-requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegétions in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.
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'DATED: 4;/:/)43*" ‘ C—\CN 9’-@)\&%‘1@

TOM GHEQORGE ROYDS, Respondent.,
DATED: 4’/4?1’
Vi rd

ALVIN S, TOBIAS, Esg. Counsel for
Respondent Tom George Royds,
approveg o,

DATED: L{V(-’ 9‘(

Smplainant.

* * Xx *x *x % *x %

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent TOM GEORGE

ROYDS and shall become efféctive at 12 o'clock noon on

June 12, 1995,

T 15 50 oroErep _ Maxy 11,1944

Y

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

by:
< LUDEMAN
Assi nt Commissioner,
Enforcement
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107 [L: - |
Los Angeles, California, 90012 U E D
{213) 897-3937 . -
MAY 1 8 199
DEPARTM
By
L DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE ' '

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * *x * *

No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
AN_SETTLEMENT AND QRDER

In the Matter of the Accusation of

)
)
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba )
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professionals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty; )
JODI A. VOY; LCOUIS WRIGHT . }
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN . WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
. THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY }
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, }
Respondents. )

)

It is -hereby stipulated by-and-between- LHARLES_RAY
MANNING. (referred to as Respondent),.acti;é by and through his
attorney Robert J. Reamer, Esq. and the Complainant, acting by and
through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as
follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation

filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Aét
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulaticn).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 12, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegatipns in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby ﬁreely‘and voluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that he
understénds that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive
other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as
the right to present_evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusatigh aﬂaithé right to cross-examine witnesses.

4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
brder relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), eleven (11) and twenty nine (29) through twenty nine (f)

[29(f)], in the Accusation filed in this proceeding. Respondent
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chooses not to contest these factual allegations and to remain
silent and gnderstand that, as a result thereof, these factual
allegations, without being admitted or denied, will serve as a
bagis for the discipliné stipulated to herein. This Stipulation
and @greement in Settlement and COrder and the findings based on
Respondent's decision not to contest the Accusation is hereby
expressly limited to this proceeding and made for the sole purpose
of reaching an agreed disposition of this proceeding, only.
Respondent's decision not to contest the factual allegations is
made solely for Ehe purpose of effectuating this Stipulation and is
intended by Complainant and Respondent to be non-binding upon him
in any actions against Respondent by third parties and shall not be
deemed, used, or accepted as. an acknowledgement or admission.
However, the results of this Stipulation may p;ovide the basis for
establishing prior disciplinef’and the basis thereof, in any
subsequent proceeding by Complainant. The Real Estate Commissione;
shall ﬁot be required to provide further evidence to prove such
allegations.

5, It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his

decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and

rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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| @
and shall not be bound by any adﬁission or waiver made herein.

6. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estobpel, merger or bar to any further administrative or ¢ivil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged tc be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

7. A precondiﬁion to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent CHARLES .RAY MANNING give full and
tru;hful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, CHARLES RAY MANNING will be severed
from the hearing. The signed stipulation would not be submitted
to the Commissioner's office for its action until after
respondent MANNING testifies. If respondent MANNING fails to
testify, then the accusation will be reset for-separate hearing
as to respondent MANNING. |

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES
By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accgsation
without a hearihg, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions. of Respondent CHARLES RAY

MANNING, as set forth in paragraphs one (1}, eleven (11) and twenty
nine (29) through twenty nine (f) [29(£f)}, in the Accusation
constitute cause to suspend.qr revoke his real estate salesperson
license and/or license rights under the provisions of Code Sections

10177 (f).
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WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent CHARLES RAY

MANNING under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Profegsi

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate

salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent CHARLES RAY

MANNING pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes
application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the
appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) davs from the
effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall be subject to all eof the
provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code
and to the following limitations, conditions and restrictions
imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issued to Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall be

sixty (60) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license.

1. Said sixty (60) day suspension provided in

paragraph "A" shall be stayed for one (1) year upon the following

terms and conditions;

{(a) Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall obey

all laws, rules and regulations governing the rights, duties and
responsibilities of a real estate licensee in the State of
California;

{b) That no final subsequent determination be

made, after hearing or upon stipulation, that cause for
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disciplinary action occurred within one (1) year of the effective
date of this Order.

2. If no further cause for disciplinary action

against the real estate license of Respondent, as finally

determined after hearing or stipulation, occurs within one (1)

vear, the stay of thé the sixty (60) day suspension granted shall

become permanent.

B, The restricted licenses issued to Respondent CHARLES

RAY MANNING shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions'and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING's conviction or blea of nolo
contendere to a crime which beafs a significant relation to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent CHARLES RAY
MANNING has, during the time he holds a restricted license,

violated provisicons of the California Real Estate Law, the
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Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner,
or the conditions attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3} Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate

license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or
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restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

{4) Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING -shall submit

with any application for license under an employing broker, or any

application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement

signed by the prospective employing real estate Rroker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

{a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation filed herein and the Decision of the
Commissioner which granted the right to a
restricted license; and

{b) That the employing broker will. exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

(5) Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall, within

twelve months from the effective date of this Decision, present
evidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissicner that
Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an original or
renewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
continuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of

the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If

Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may
order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent
presents such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent
the opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative

Procedure Act to present such evidence,
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(6) Respondent CHARLES RAY MANNING shall, within

six months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass
the Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.

* * % * Kk * *k %

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are understcood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntérily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing'at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the
charges.

weso: AL 1ALI775 M LA

HARLES RAY MANNING, R dent.,

DATED: L/// ?”/5 SR

ROBERI;J”REAMER Esq. Counsel for‘“"
Respondent Charles Ray Manning,

ap rovi/kﬁs to form.

DATED: 4{/—-»_/';- 75—
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.The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent CHARLES

RAY MANNING and shall become effective at 12 o'cleocck noon on

June 7,

, 1995,

IT IS 50 ORDERED

e et b

Moo, H; 169¢

I

JOHN R. LIBERATQOR
Interim Commissioner

By:gcmﬂ ﬁl.\gﬁuum
Bettyii.l Ludeman
Assis t Commissioner

Enforcement




COURT PAPER

(3 B N

@ =N o

10

11

12
13
14
15
18
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

27

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
StTo. 113 (REV. B.721

BS 34769

Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107 :Ei
Los Angeles, California, 90012

: HAY 17 1995

(213) B897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE QF CALTIFORNIA
* *x * k *

No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
LN SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

In the Matter of the Accusation of

)
_ )
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba )
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professionals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty; )
JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN - WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI }
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
Respondents. )

)

- It is hereby stipulated by and-between-BARBARA--MARY

NICHOLS (referred tc as Respondent), acting by and through his

attorney Robert J. Reamer, Esg. and the Complainant, acting by and
through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as
follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation

filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which Qere te be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be& held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 12, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that she |
undersﬁands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, she will
thereby waive her right to require the Commissioner toc prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that she will waive
other rights afforded to her in connection with the hearing such as
the-right_to-present—ewidence in defense cf the allegations in the
Accuéagion and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual alliegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), ten (10) and twenty nine (29) through twenty nine (f)

[(29(f}], in the Accusation filed in this proceeding. Respondent
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chooses not to contest these factual allegations and to remain
silent and understands that, as a result thereof, these factual
allegations, without being admitted or denied, will serve as a
basis for the discipline stipulated to herein. This Stipulation
and Agreement in Settlement and Order and the findings based on
.Respondent's decision not to contest the Accusation is hereby
expressly limited to this proceeding and made for the sole purpose
of reaching an agreed disposition of this proceeding, only.
Respondent's decision not to contest the factual allegations is
made solely for the purpose of effectuating this Stipulation and is
intended by Complainant and Respondent to be non-binding upon her
in any actions against Respondent by third parties and shall not be
deemed, used, or accepted as an acknowledgement or admission.
However, the results of this Stipulation may provide the basis for
establishing prior discipline, and the basis thereof, in any
subsequent proceeding by Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner
shall nét be required to provide further evidence to prove such
allegations,

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
—ganctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license . __
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

6. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made’pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

7. A preconditicn to settling thig matter with the
Department is that respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS give full and
truthful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, BARBARA MARY NICHOLS will be severed
from the hearing. The signed stipulation would not be submitted
to the Commissioner'é office for its action until after
respondent NICHCLS testifies. If respondent NICHOLS fails to
testify, then the accusation_w;ll be reset for separate hearing
as to respondent NICHOLS.

DRETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following

Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissicns of Respondent BARBARA MARY
NICHOLS, as set forth in paragraphs one (1), tenrflo) and twenty
nine (29) through twenty nine (f) [29(f})], in the Accusation
constitute cause to suspend or revoke her real estate broker
license and/or license rights under the provisions of Code Sections

10177 (f).
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WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent BARBARA

MARY NICHOLS under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and

Professions Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real

estate breker license shall be issued to Respondent BARBARA MARY

NICHQLS pursuant to Secticon 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes
application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) days from the

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall be subject to all of the
provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code
and to the following limitations, conditions and restrictions

imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A, Ang restricted real estate broker licenses issued to

Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall be suspended for sixty (€0)

days from the date of issuance of said restricted license.

1. Said sixty (60) day suspension provided in

paragraph "A 1" shail be stayed for one (1) year upon the following

terms and conditions;

{(a) Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall obey

all laws, rules and regulations governing the rights, duties and

responsibilities of a real estate licensee in the State of
California;

{(b) That no final subsequent determination be

made, after hearing or upon stipulation, that cause for

disciplinary action occurred within one (1) year of the effective
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date of this Order.

2. If no further cause for disciplinary action

against the real estate license of Respondent, as finally
determined after hearing or stipulation, ocecurs within one (1)
year, the stay of the the sixty (60} day suspension granted shall

become permanent.

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent BARBARA
MARY NICHOLS shall be subﬁect to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 bf the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHCLS's conviction or pléa of nolo
contendere to a crime which bears a significant“relation to
Respondént's fitness or capacitf as a real estate licensee.

{2} The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory toe the Commissioner that Respondent BARBARA MARY
NICHOLS has, during the 'time she holds a restricted license,
vieclated provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the

Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner,
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or the conditions attaching to these restricted licenses.

(3) Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall report in

writing to the Department of Real Estate as the Real Estate
Commissioner shall direct by his Order herein or by separate

written order issued while Respondent holds a restricted license,
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such information concerning Respondent's activities for which a
real estate license is required as the Commissioner shall deem to
be appropriate to protect the public interest.

{4) Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHCOLS shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or

restrictions of a restricted license-until one (l) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent,

(5) Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall, within

twelve months from the effective date of this Decision, present

evidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that
Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an original or
fenewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
continuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of
the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. 1If
Respeondent fails to satisfy thié condition, the Commissioner may
order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent
presents such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent
the opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative
Procedure Act to present such evidence.

(6) Respondent BARBARA MARY NICHOLS shall, within

six months from the effective date of this Dacisjon, take and pass

the Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the

Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination,
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I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

And Order, and its terms are understcod by me and are agreeéble and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and veluntarily
walive those rights, including the right of reguiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the
charges. T

DATED: d-12-75 | @»;wﬁ@pu&ég{/&///—/i/'
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, Respondent.

DATED: %){//7/,/9\:”# Q?J-—*\ ==

B L= ‘—J;
ROEERT WR, Esqg. Counsel for
Respond Barbara Mary Nichols,

approved as to form.

paTED: _H el P - P8

3 CRAHAN,
emplainant.

/
/
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The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent BARBARA

MARY NICHOLS and shall become effective at 12 o'clock neoon on

June 7, 1995,

IT IS SO ORDERED M ( 194 C

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

Assis t Commissioner
Enforcement
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* Kk k * &

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H=-25803 LA
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermocsa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty:

JODI A. VQOY; LOUIS WRIGHT

)

)

) STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT

)

)

)

)

)

)

}
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )

)

)

)

)

)

)

!

)

)

)

IN _SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and ,
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

Respondents.

T Tt is hereby stipulated by and BeEwséN PAUL FIGUEIREDO ~—

{(referred to as Respondent), acting by and through his attorney
Jeffrey L. Krivis, Esg. and the Complainant, acting by and through
Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as follows

for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusaticn filed
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on April 29, 1994, in this matter:

1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusaticn, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), .shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order {(hereafter Stipulation).

2. ~ Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On June 20, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Secticn 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges that he
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to reguire the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive

other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as

the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.
4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and

Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs

one (1)}, nine (9) and twenty two (22} through twenty two (g)
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[22(g)], in the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in
this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
allegations and to remain silent and understands that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decisicn not to, contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be required to
provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his

decision and order in this matter thereby impesing the penalty and
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sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no

effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and
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proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisicns of the APA
and Qhall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any subseguent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

8. A precondition to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO give full and
truthful testimeony in the above enti;led proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO will be severed
from the hearing. The signed stipulation would not be submitted
to the Commissioner's office for its action until after
respondent FIGUERIEDO testifies. If respondent FIGUERIEDO fails
to testify, then the accusation will be reset for separate
hearing as to respondent FIGUEIREDO.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following

Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Regbondent PAUL FIGUEIRBDO;
as set forth in paragraphs one (1), nine (9) and twenty two (22)
through twenty two (g) [22(g)], in the Accusation and Third Amended
Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real estate

salesperson license and/or license rights under the provisions of
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Code Sections 10177(f) .
ORPER
WHEREFQRE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent PAUL

FIGUEIREDO under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and

Professions Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real

L —_]

o |
estate salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent PAUL

FIGUEIREDO pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent
makes application therefor and pays to the Department of Real

Estate the appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (20)

days from the effective date of the Decision. The restricted
license issued to Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO shall be subject to
all of the provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and
Professions Code and to the following limitations, conditions and
restrictions imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said
Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issﬁed to Respondent PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO shall be suspended for

sixty (60) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license.

S —tr

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent PAUL J.

FIGUEIREDO shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section

10156 .7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissiconer in the event of
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Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO's conviction c¢r plea of nolo contendere
to a crime which bears a significant relation to Respondent's
fitness or capaqity as a real estate licensee, except that the
restricted license may not be suspended prior to hearing in the
event of respondent PAUL FIUGUEIREDO's conviction or plea of nolo
contendere to criminal accusatiéna arising out of or relating to
the factual allegations contained in paragraph 22 thorugh 22 (g)
finveolving 19832 Graham Avenue],

{2) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfaétory to the Commissioner that Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO
has, during the time he holds a restricted license, violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands
Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner, or the conditions
attaching to these restricted licenses. |

{3) Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO shall not be

eligible "to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or

restrictions of a restricted license until cne (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

{(4) Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO shall submit with

any application for license under an employing broker, or any

applicaiion for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement

signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall cortify:

{(a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation filed herein and the Decision of the
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Commissioner which granted the right to a

restricted license; and

(b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

(5) Respondent PAUL FIGUEIREDO shall, within nine

months from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence

satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,

since the most recent issuance of an original or renewal real
estate license, taken and successfully completed the continuing
education reguirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real
Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent
fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the
suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents
such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidence.

{6) Respondent PAUL FIGUEIRED i i '

months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the

Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until
Respondent passes the examination.

* Kk Kk k Kk %k Kk ok

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement
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And Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sectioné 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.

| DATED: /O /;é/'q;rq 1995 ////%

PAUL FIGUEIRERG, Respondent,

Z

. 3/ 7)55
T4 F { JKRIVIS, Esg. Counsel for

Paul Figueiredo, approved

DATED: f/"gfﬁ i

The foregoing Stipulaticn And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent PAUL

FIGUEIREDO and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

June 7, 1995,

IT 1s so oroerep [ hay (1. 1445

Il
il 7

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interir Commissioner

.- "LUDEMAN
Assi nt Commissioner,
Enforcement
_8_
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Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Rcom 8107
Los Angeles, California, 90012

(213) 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* *x *x * *x

In the Matter of the Accusation of

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professiconals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty;
JODTI A, VQY; LOUIS WRIGHT
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHOCLS, dbka
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and,
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

Respondents,

and through Sean Crahan,

Accusation filed on April 29,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

No. H-25803 LA

EULED

l':’ MAY 1 5 1995

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
IN SETTLEMENT AND QRDER

It is hereby stipulated by and between DAVID ELLIS

1. All issues which were to be contested and all

1594,

as follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the

in this matter:

FREEMAN (referred to as Respondent) and the-Complainant,'acﬁing by

Counsel for the Department of Real Estate,
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@ ®

evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA}), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

. 3. On April 27, 1995, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense for the purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations
in the Accusation. Respondent freely withdraws said Notice of
Defense., Respondent acknowledges that by withdrawing said Notice
of Defense, he will waive his riéht to require the Coﬁmissioner to
prove the allegations in the Accﬁsation at a contested hearing held
in accordance with the provisions of the APA and will waive other
rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as the
right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the
Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4, This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and

Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs

one (1), five (5) and nineteen (19), except nineteen (e) [19(e)],
in the Accusation filed in this proceeding. Respondent chooses not
to contest these factual allegations and to remain silent and
understands that, as a result thereof, these factual allegations,

without being admitted o / / / / / / /7 / /7 / / /L /1 /L /S S/
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denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Bccusation is hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the sole purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis thereof, -in any subsequent proceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner shall not be reguired to
provide further evidence to prove such allegatiénsl -

5. It is understood Ey the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his .
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulatien, the

Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no

effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA

and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.
6. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate

Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
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an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or ciwvil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.
DETERMINATION OQF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusaticn
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination Qf Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent DAVID ELLIS
FREEMAN, as set forth in paragraphs one (1), five (5) and nineteen
{19), except nineteen (e) 19(e) in the Accusation constitute cause
to suspend or revoke his real estate salesperson license and/or
license rights under the provisions of Ccde Sections 10177 (f).

ORDER ) —m—

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent DAVID ELLIS

FREEMAN under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate

R — \
salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent DAVID ELLIS

FREEMAN pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes

application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the

appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) days from the

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to
Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall be subject to all of the
provisions of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code

and to the feollowing limitations, conditions and restrictions
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imposed under authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code:

A. Any restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issued to Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall be suspended for

ninety (90) days from the date of issuance of said restricted

license.

B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent DAVID

ELLIS FREEMAN shéll be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

{l) The restricted license may be suspended prior

to hearing by order of the Real Estate. Commissioner in the event of
Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN's conviction or plea of nolo
contendere to a c¢rime which bears a significant relation to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as a real estate‘licénsee.

{2) The restricted license may he suspended prior

to hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence
satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent DAVID ELLIS
FREEMAN has, during the time he holds a restricted license,
violated provisicns of the California R%?l Estate Law, the

Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioconer,

or the conditions attaching to these restricted licenses.

{(3) Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall not be

eligible to apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate
license nor the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or

restrictions of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed

from the date of issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.
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{4) Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall submit

with any application for license under an employing broker, or any

application for transfer to a new employving broker, a statement

signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:

{(a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed
herein and the Decision of the Commissioner
which granfed the right to a restricted license;
and,

{b) That the employing broker will exercise

close supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

{(5) Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall, within

nine months from the effective date of this Decision, present

evidence satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissicner that
Respondent has, since the most recent issuance of an original or
renewal real estate license, taken and successfully completed the
continuing education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of
the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If

Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may

order the suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent

presents such evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent

the opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative
Procedure Act to present such evidence.

(6) Respondent DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN shall, within
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® ®
six r »nths f--m the effective date of this Decision, take and pass
the iLofess.. .al Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee, 1If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension.of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.

*x * * & *x * * %

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement

and Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11508 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, ‘intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Acéusation at a
hearing at which I would have tﬂe right to cross-examine witnesses

against“me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges. : é
DATED : fi [/ 5 99;// 9/\2.@’“—-—’

DAVID E,_IS FREEMAN Respondent.

patep: EEAD- P8

~omplainant.
/
/
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The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent DAVID

ELLIS FREEMAN and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon-on

June 5, 1995,

IT 15 80 ORDERED .., /0 Ak}
ey

JOHN R, LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner
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Department of Real Estate [L:
107 South Broadway, Room 8107 !

Los Angeles, California, 90012 b

MAY 1 5 19Q5

L
(213) 897-3937 DEPARTMENT OF

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE COF CALIFORNIA

* & % * *
No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
AN SETTLEMENT AND QRDER

In the Matter of the Accusation of

)
)
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba }
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professiocnals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate }
Loans, and RKT Realty; )
JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT . )
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROQYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between SHERI LYNNE

SKULICK (referred to as Respondent), acting by and through his
attorney Alvin S. Tobias, Esq. and the Complainant, acting by and

through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as

follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of the

Supplemental Accusation filed on May 11, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on
the basis of the proﬁisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order (hereafter Stipulation).

2, Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On June 3, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and Qolunﬁarilf withdraws
said Notice of Defense, Responéent acknowledges that she
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, she will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that she will waive
other rights afforded to her in connection with the hearing such as

the right to present evidence in defense of the allegations in the

Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses,

4. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
thirty eight (38), thirty nine (39) and forty one (41) in the

Supplemental Accusation filed in this proceeding. Respondent
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chooses not to contest these factual allegations and to remain
silgnt and understand that, as a result thereof, these factual
allegations, without being admitted or denied, will serve as a
basis for the discipline stipulated to herein. This Stipulation
and Agreement in Settleﬁent and Order and the findings based on
Respondent's decision not to contest the Accusation is hereby
expressly limited to this proceeding and made for the sole purpose
of reaching an agreed disposition of this proceeding, only.
Respondent's decision not to contest the factual allegations is
made solely for the purpose of effectuating this Stipulation and is
intendéd by Complainant and Respondent to be non-binding upon him
in any actions against Respondent by third parties and shall not be
deemed, used, or accepted as an acknowledgement or admission,
However, the results of this Stipulation may provide the basis for
establishing prior discipline, and the basis théreof; in any
subsequent proceeding by Complainant. The Real Estate Commissioner
shall not be required to provide further evidence to prove such |
allegations.

| 5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
| sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing_and

proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA
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® | ®
and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

6. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

7. A precondition to settliné this matter wiph the
Department is that respondent SHERI LYNNE SKULICK give .full and
truthful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, SHERI LYNNE SKULICK will be severed
from the hearing. The signed stipulation would not be submitted
to the Commissioner's office for its action until after
respondent SKULICK testifies. If respondent SKULICK fails to
testify, then the accusation will be reset for separéte hearing
as to respondent SKULICK.

RETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent SHERI LYNNE
SKULICK, as set forth in paragraphs thirty eight (38), thirty nine
(39) and forty one (41) in the Supplemental Accusation constitute
cause to suspend or revoke her real estate salesperson license

and/or license rights under the provisions of Code Sections

10177 (£} .
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ORDER
WHEREFQORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent SHERI LYNNE

SKULICK under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are suspended for sixty (60) days.

Said sixty {60) day suspension shall be stayed for two

(2) years upon the following terms and conditions;

{a) Respondent SHERI LYNNE SKULICK shall obey

all laws, rules and regulations governing the rights, duties and
responsibilities of a real estate licensee in the State of
California;

(b) That no final subsequent determination be

made, after hearing or upon stipulation, that cause for
disciplinary action cccurred within two (2) years of the effective
date of this Order.

3, If no further cause for disciplinary action

against"the real estate license of Respondent, as finally
determined after hearing or stipulation, occurs within two (2)
years, the stay of the the sixty (60) day suspension granted shall

become permanent.

x * Kk *x * % *x %

I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement
e ey

And Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 115069 and 11513 of the

Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and wvoluntarily
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waive those rights, including the right of requiring the
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the

charges.

DATED ; J/Z 7/ 95
DATED : 5// < ?/ 73"

] A
ALVIN 8. TOBIAS, Esq. Counsel for
Respondent Sheri Lynne Skulick,

approved as to form.

DATED: 7 "2’7“'%/

* *x kX X* *x % * %

The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent SHERI

LYNNE SKULICK and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

June 5, 1995.

IT IS SO ORDERED /W,\}, /0, /595

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

(A4

—— TFZt
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Department of Real Estate |
107 South Breadway, Room 8107 .
Los Angeles, California, 90012 L

e BLE

(213) B897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* Kk Kk Kx Xk

No. H-25803 LA

In the Matter of the Accusation of

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
IN SETTLEMENT AND QRDER

}
)
ROBERT KENNETH TOQODD, dba )
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, )
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, )
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professiconals Realty, )]
Ceastal Financial Real Estate }
Loans, and RKT Realty; )]
JODI A. VOY; LQOUIS WRIGHT )
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; }
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN }
THOMAS: RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDOC; }
BARBARA MARY NICHQOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE RQOYDS; MARTI }
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and, )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, }
Respondents. )

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between RICK RAY THOMAS

s e &

(referred to as Respondent) and the Complainant, acting by and
through Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real EZstate, as
follows for the purpose of settling and disposing of tﬁe Accusation
filed on April 29, 1994, in this matter:

1. A1l issues which were to be contested and all
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evidence which was to be preéented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hea;ing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
{APA), shall instead and in place therecf be submitted solely on
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order <{hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.,

.3, On May 24, 19924, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant to Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and veluntarily withdraws
said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges'that.he
understands that by withdrawingvsaid Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive
other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing éuch as
the right to present evidence in defense ¢of the allegations in the
Accusation and the right to cross-examine witnesses.

4. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement andr
Qrder relates to the factual allegaticns contained in paragraphs
one (1), seven (7) and twenty six (26) through twenty six (g)
[26(g)], in the Accusation and Third Amended Accusation filed in

this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to contest these factual
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allegations and to remain silent and understand that, as a result
thereof, these factual allegations, without being admitted or
denied, will serve as a basis for the discipline stipulated to
herein. This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement and Order and
the findings based on Respondent's decision not to contest the
Accusation 1s hereby expressly limited to this proceeding and made
for the scle purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision net to contest the factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by third
parties and shall not be deemed, used, or accepted as an
acknowledgement or admission. However, the results of this
Stipulation may provide the basis for establishing prior
discipline, and the basis therecf, in any subsequent ﬁroceeding by
Complainant. The Real Estate Cémmissioner shall not be required to
provide ‘further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
decision and order in this matter thereby imposing the penalty and
sanctions on Respondent's real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not ad;;ZmZ;;_Stipulation, the
Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void anc of no
effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and
proceeding on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA

and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.
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7. The Order or any subseqguent Crder of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for

accusation in this proceeding.

8. A precondition to settling this matter with the
Department is that respondent R. R, THOMAS give full and
ctruthful testimony in the above entitled proceedings. Upon
signing this stipulation, R. R. THOMAS will be severed from the
hearing. The signed stipulation may not be submitted to the
Commissioner's office for its action until after respondent R.

R. THOMAS testifies. 1If respondent R. R. THOMAS fails to
testify, then the accusation will be reset for separate hearing
as to respondent R. R. THOMAS. The signed Stipulation may be
submitted to the Commissioners Office prior to respondent R. R.
THOMAS' -testimony if deemed appropriate.
DETERMINATION OF JISSUES .

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
sclely for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipulated and agreed that the following
Determination of Issues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of-Respondent RICK RAY THOMAS,

as set forth in paragraphs one (1), seven (7) and twenty six (26)
through twenty six (g) [26(g)], in the Accusaticn and Third Amended
Accusation constitute cause to suspend or revoke his real estate

salesperson license and/or license rights under the provisions of
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Code Sections 10177 (f) .
ORDER
WHEREFQORE, THE FOLLOWING QRDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent RICK RAY

THOMAS under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code shall be suspended for ninety (90) days from the effective

date of this QOrder.

1. Respondent shall serve the first 30 days of said 90

day suspension commencing on the effective date of thi er.

2. The last sixty (60) days of the 90 day suspension

shall be stayed for one (1) year upon the following terms and
conditions;

{a) Respondent RICK RAY THOMAS shall obey all laws,

rules and regulations governing the rights, duties and
responsibilities of a real estate licensee in the State of
California;

{b) That no final subsequent determination be made,

after hearing or upon stipulation, that cause for disciplinary
action occurred within one (1) year of the effective date of this
Order.

3. Respondent RICK RAY THOMAS shall, within three months

from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the

Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the

Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.




COURT PAPER

N

@ 3 < O e a

10
11
12
13
14
15
186
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

STATE OF CALIFOANIA
STD. 113 (REV. B.72)

BS 34789

0 | o

4., If respondent (1), timely takes and passes the

Professional Responsibility examination and, (2), if no further
cause for disciplinary action against the real estate license of
Respbndent, as finally determined after hearing or stipulation,
occurs within one (1) year, the stay of the the sixty (60) days of
the 90 day suspension shall become permanent.

* * Kk ok Xk k K %k

I have read the Stipulatiocon And Agreement In Settlement

and Order, and its terms are understood by me and are agreeable and
acceptable to me. I understand that I am waiving rights given to
me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but
not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the
Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily
waive those rights, including the right of requiring the ‘
Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a
hearing at which I would have the right to . cross-examine witnesses
against me and to present evidence in defensg and mitigﬁtidn of the‘
charges.

7 75 f'/j /z /2 {7w71 T
DATED: .J"'/" /3 LocAd —. c?/;}/ A 2

RICK RAY THOMAS , Respondent.

o
Ly T

ey

DATED : f—j. -G

Complainant— - -
/

/
/
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The foregoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as'my Decision and Order as to Respondent RICK RAY

THOMAS and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on

June 5, 1995.

IT IS SO ORDERED /%“‘/— /o, 1138

JOHN R, LIBERATOR
Interim Commissioner

— e ——
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Department of Real Estate :
107 South Broadway, Room 8107 .
Los Angeles, California, 90012 . U E @

(213) 897-3637
wAY 2 1995
AL ESTATE

DEPARTMENT O

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * * *x *

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT
IN _SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba

Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosd Beach,

Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate
Loans, and RKT Realty;

JODI A. VQOY; LOUIS WRIGHT
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI
MELILLO; TONY POTENTI and,

SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Respondents. )
)

It is hereby stipulated by and between TONY POTENTI

(referred to as Reépondent), acting by and through his attorney

Joseph T. Vodnoy, Esqg. and the Complainant, acting by and through
Sean Crahan, Counsel for the Department of Real Estate, as follows
for the purpose of settling and disposing of the Accusation filed

on April 29, 1994, in this matter:
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1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was to be presented by Complainant and Respondent at
a formal hearing on the Accusation, which hearing was to be held in
accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA), shall instead and in place thereof be submitted solely on -
the basis of the provisions of this Stipulation And Agreement In
Settlement And Order {hereafter Stipulation).

2. Respondent has received, read and understands the
Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and
the Accusation, filed by the Department of Real Estate in this
proceeding.

3. On May 10, 1994, Respondent filed a Notice of
Defense pursuant t® Section 11505 of the Government Code for the
purpose of reqguesting a hearing on the allegations in the
Accusation. Respeondent hereby freely and voluntérily withdraws
said‘Notice of Defense. Respondént acknowledges that he
understands that by withdrawing said Notice of Defense, he will
thereby waive his right to require the Commissioner to prove the
allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing held in
accordance with the provisions of the APA and that he will waive

other rights afforded to him in connection with the hearing such as

the right to present evidence ;n defensg of the allegations in the
Accusation and'théhright tc cross—examine witnesses.

q, This Stipulation and Agreement in Séttlement and
Order relates to the factual allegations contained in paragraphs
one (1), fourteen (14) and thirty one (31) through thirty one (e}

[31(e)], in the Accusation and 36 as modified by the Second Amended
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Accusation filed in this proceeding. Respondent chooses not to
contest these factual allegations and to remain silent .and
understand that, as a result thereof, these factual allegations,
without being admitted orideniéd, will serve asAa basis for thé
discipline stipulated to hereiﬁ, only. This Stipulation and
Agreement in Settlement and Order and ﬁhe findings based on
Respondent's decision not to contest the Accusation is hereby
expressly limited to theese administrative proceedings only and
made for the-solg purpose of reaching an agreed disposition of this
proceeding, only. Respondent's decision not to contest thé factual
allegations is made solely for the purpose of effectuating this
Stipulation and is intended by Complainant and Respondent to be
non-binding upon him in any actions against Respondent by any third
parties, governmental or otherwise, and shall not be deemed, used,‘
or accepted as an acknowledgement or admission, -However, the
results of this Stipulation may brovide the basis for establishing
prior discipline, and the basis thereof, in any subsequent
proceeding by Complainant., The Real Estate Commissioner shall not
be required to provide further evidence to prove such allegations.

5. It is understood by the parties that the Real Estate
Commissioner may adopt the Order in this Stipulation as his
sanctions on Respondent’'s real estate licenses and/or license
rights as set forth in the below Order. 1In the event that the
Commissioner in his discretion does not adopt the Stipulation, the

Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement shall be void and of no

‘effect, and Respondent shall retain the right to a hearing and
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proceeding on the Accusaﬁion under all the provisions of the APA
and shall not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

7. The Order or any subsequent Order of the Real Estate
Commissioner made pursuant to this Stipulation shall not constitute
an estoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil
proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with respect to any
matters which weré not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.

RETERMINATION QF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing stipulations and waivers, made
solely.for the purpose of settlement of the pending Accusation
without a hearing, it is stipuiated and agreed that the following
Determination of Fssues shall be made:

The conduct or omissions of Respondent TONY POTENTI, as

.set forth in paragraphs one {(l), fourteen (14) and thirty cne (31)

through thirty one (e) [31(e)],lin the Accusation and 36 as
modified by the Second Amended Accusation, constitute cause to
suspend or revoke his real estate salesperson license and/or
license rights under the provisions of Code Sections 10177(f).

QRDER

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

All licenses and license rights of Respondent TONY

POTENTI under Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions

Code are revoked; provided, however, a restricted real estate
T itits Ny ————tp

salesperson license shall be issued to Respondent TONY POTENTI

pursuant to Section 10156.5 of the Code if Respondent makes

application therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the
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appropriate fee for said licenses within ninety (90) days from the

S

effective date of the Decision. The restricted license issued to

ReépoAdent TONY POTENTI shall be subject to all of the provisions

of Section 10156.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the
following limitations, conditions and restrictions impeosed under-

authority of Section 10156.6 of said Code: o

A. BAny restricted real estate salesperson licenses

issued to Respondent TONY POTENTI shall be suspended for thirty

[ e e ]

(30) days from the date of issuance of said restricted license;

provided, however, that if Respondent petitions, the suspension
shall be stayed upon compliance with all the terms and conditions

hereinbelow:

(lF Respondent TONY POTENTI pays a monetary penalty

pursuant to Section 10175.2 of the Business and Professions Code
of $1,000;

{2} Said payment shall be in the form of a

cashier's check or certified check made payable to the Recdvery
Account of the Real Estate Fund. Said check must be delivered to
the Department prior tc the effective date of the Order in this

matter;

(3) If Respondent fails to pay the monetary penalty

in accordance with the terms of this paragraph or thiF-Order, the
Commissioner may, without a hearing, order the immediate execution
of all or any part of the thirty (30) days stayed suspension, in

which event the Respondent shall not be entitled to any repayment

nor credit, prorated or otherwise, for money paid to the Department

under the terms of this Order.
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B. The restricted licenses issued to Respondent TONY

POTENTI shall.be subject to all of the provisions of Section
10156.7 of the Bﬁsiﬁess and Professions Code and to the following
limitations, conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of
Section 10156.6 of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended priocr to

hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner in the event of
Respondent TONY POTENTI's conviction or plea of nolo contendere to
a crime which bears a significant relation to Respondent's fitness
or capacity as a real eétate licensee,

(2) The restricted license may be suspended prior to

‘hearing by Order of the Real Estate Commissioner on evidence

satisfactory to the Commissioner that Respondent TONY POTENTI has,
during the time he holds a restricted license, viclated provisions
of the Californiaz Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands Law,
Regulations of the Real Est&te dommissioner, or the conditions
attaching to these restricted licenses.

{3) Respondent TONY POTENTI shall not be eligible to

apply for the issuance of an unrestricted real estate license nor
the removal of any of the conditions, limitations or restrictions
of a restricted license until one (1) year has elapsed from the

date of ‘issuance of the restricted license to Respondent.

(4) Respondent TONY POTENTI shall submit with any

application for license under an employing broker, or any
application for transfer to a new employing broker, a statement
signed by the prospective employing real estate broker on a form

approved by the Department of Real Estate which shall certify:
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(a) That the employing broker has read the

Accusation filed herein and the Decision of the
Commissioner which granted the right to a
restricted license; and

(b} That the employing broker will exercise close’

supervision over the performance by the
restricted licensee relating to activities for
which a real estate license is required.

(5) Respondent TONY POTENTI shall, within nine months

from the effective date of this Decision, present evidence
satisféctory to the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has,
since the most recent issuance of an original or renewal real
estate license, taken and successfully completed the contiﬁuing
education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter 3 of the Real
Estate Law for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent
fails to satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the
suspension of the restricted license until the Respondent presents
such evidence. The Commissiconer shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidehce.

(6) Respondent TONY POTENTI shall, within six

months from the effective date of this Decision, take and pass the
Professional Responsibility Examination administered by the
Department including the payment of the appropriate examination
fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the

Commissioner may order suspension of Respondent's license until

Respondent passes the examination.
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1

2 I have read the Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement
3 And Order, and its terms are understcod by me and are agreeable and
4 acceptable to me. I understand that I.am waiving rights given to

5| me by the California Administrative Procedure Act (including but -

6 not limited to Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513 of the

" Government Code), and I willingly, intelligently and voluntarily

8 waive those rights, including the right of requiring the

9 Commissioner to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a

10 hearing at which I would have.the right to cross—examine witnesses
11 against'me and to present evidence in defense and mitigation of the
12 charges.

13| DATED: 3-29-95
%
14 ({~KO'C’}§ (\\

DATED:

T
7 (E

approved

Respondent Tony Potenti
16 as to form.

DATED : 4-'//-- e

A _
15 JOSEPH T. VODNOY, Esq. ;:}nmsel for

17

18

20
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The foregeoing Stipulation And Agreement In Settlement is

hereby adopted as my Decision and Order as to Respondent TONY

POTENTI and shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon on July 1,

1995.
=
IT IS 50 ORDERED __ Ay | 29 , 19957

L4

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Intrim Commissioner
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Realty; JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN:
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J, FIGUEIREDO,; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEQORGE ROYDS: MARTI MELILLO,
TONY POTENTI and SHERI LYNNE SKULICK makes the following
amendments to the accusation filed April 29, 1994
1.
Complainant amends paragraph 17 (commencing on page 7)
by adding sub paragraph (h).
"(h) Respondent MELILLO, Karen Lalor and Shirley
Kenney of BCE conspired with respondent BOURGEQIS to conceal from
Citibank the fact that respondent BOURGEOIS placed substantially
no mohey down on his purchase of the Avenue "C" Property.
(i) On or about October 31, 1990, Karen Lalor and
Shirley Kenney of Beach Cities Escrow, Inc. (hereafter BCE) issued
a check from the BCE escrow trust account for $181,000 payabie to
respohdent MELILLO, Said fuﬁds from the escrow trust account were
not the.funds of respondents BOURGEQIS, MELiLLO or of sellers.
Respondent MELILLO used salid escrow trust account check to
purchase a cashier's check for $152,500 which respendent MELILLO
delivered to BCE which BCE credited to respondent BOURGEQIS as a
_,deposit by him toward his purchase of the Avenue "C" Property. To
further conceal the fictitious nature of respondent BOURCGEQIS'
deposit, BCE backdated its. escrow receipt to Cctober 30, 1990.
(iii) Respondent MELILLO used the balance of the
proceeds of the escrow trust account check to purchase cashier's

checks: $14,250 payable to respondent BOURGEQIS; $9,000 payable to
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Citibank and 55,235 payable to respondent Melillo.

{iv) Respondent MELILLO'S and BOURGEOIS'S conduct
herein constitutes fraud or dishonest dealing which subjects their
real estate licenses and license rights to suspension or
revocation under the provisions of Code Sections 10176 (a),

10176 (1) or 10177(3)."
2.

Complainant amends paragraph 20 {commencing on page 12)
by adding sub-paragraph (f).

"(f) On or about January 5, 1990, BCE, through Karen
Lalor and Shirley Kenney, issued a BCE escrow trust account check
to Tory Blazek, then secretary to respndent S, FREEMAN, in the
amount of $42,000. Said funds from the escrow trust account were
not the funds of Blazek, respondent 5. FREEMAN, the buyers or of
sellers. Blazek then purchased a cashier's check in that amount
and delivered it to Karen Lalor who credited that amount to the
buyeré as the buyers' deposit toward the purchase of the 167th
Street Property. To further conceal the fictitious nature of
buyer's deposit, BCE backdated the receipt to January 4, 199%0."

3.

Complainant amends paragraph 22 (commencing on page 21)
by adding sub-paragraph (g)}. . .

“"{g) On or about October 2, 1590, BCE,.through Karen
Lalor and Shirley Xenney, issued a BCE escrow trust account check
to respondent BOURGECIS in the amount of $38,250. Said funds from
the escrow trust account were not the funds of Respondents

BOURGEQIS, FIGUEIREDO or of sellers. PRespondent BOURGECIS then
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purchased a cashier's check in that amount and delivered it to
Karen Lalor who credited that amount to the respondent FIGUEIREDO
as the his deposit toward the purchase of the 1932 Graham
Property. To further conceal the fictitious nature of buyer's
deposit, BCE and Lalor backdated the receipt to October 1, 1990.
4.

Complainant amends paragraph 26 (commencing on page 21)
by adding sub-paragraph (g).

"{g) On or about October 23, 198%, BCE, through Karen
Lalor and Shirley Kenney, issued a BCE escrow trust account check
in tﬁe amount of $22,300 payable to Lisa D'Amore, then secretary
to respondent D. THOMAS. Said funds from the escrow trust account
were not the funds of D'Amore, respondent D, THOMAS, buyers or
seller. D'Amore then purchased a .cashier's check in that amount
and delivered it to BCE which credited that amount to the buyer as
the buyer's deposit toward the purchase of the 135th Street |
Propérty."

5.

Complainant amends paragraph 28 (commencing on page 25)
by adding sub-paragraph (f}.

"(f) On or about January 5, 1990, BCE, through Karen
Lalor and Shirley Kenney, issued a BCE escrow trust account check,
in the amount of $36,150 pavable to Lisa D'Amore, then secretary
to respondent D. THOMAS. Said funds from the escrow trust account
were not the funds of D'Amcore, respondent D. THOMAS, buyers or
sellers. D'Amore then purchased a cashier's check in that amount

and delivered it to BCE which credited that amount to the buyer as




COURT PAPER

g b o N

® -~ O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
STO. 113 (mEY 8721

BS M789

the buyer's deposit toward the purchase of the Denker Property."
6.

Complainant amends paragraph 30 (commencing on page 28)
by adding sub-paragraph (g).

"(g) On or about November 27, 1989, BCE, through Karen
Lalor and Shirley Kenney, issued a BCE escrow trust account check
in the amount of $25,400 payable to Respondent ROYDS. .Said funds
from the escrow trust account were not the funds of respondent
ROYDS, buyers or seller. Respondent ROYDS then purchased a
cashier's check in that amount and delivered it to BCE which
credited that amcunt to the buyer as the buyer's deposit toward
the purchase of the 187th Street Property."

7.

The facts set forth above constitute further grounds to
suspend or revoke the real estate licenses and license rights of
respondents BOURGOEIS, MELILLO. S. FREEMAN, D. THOMAS and ROYDS
under the provisions of Code Sections 10176(a), 10176(i) and
10177(3) .

8.

The facts set forth in this Third aAmended Accusation
were not discovered until on and after May 18, 1994,

WHEREFORE, Complainant prays that a hearing be conducted
on the-alleéations of the Accusaticon filed April 29, 199%4, the
Supplemental Accusation filed May 11, 1994, the Amended Accusation
filed June 16, 1994, The Second Amended Accusation filed September
8, 1994 and on this Third Amended Accusation and that upon proof

thereof, a decision be rendered imposing disciplinary action
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this 20 th day of December, 1994.

against all licenses and license rights of respondents RCBERT
KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, Re/Max of Hermosa
Beach, Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max Professionals Realty,
Coastal Financial Real Estate Loans, and RKT Realty; JODI A. VOQY;
LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN,; SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN;
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B, THOMAS; PAUL J.
FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian Properties; CHARLES
RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLQO; TONY POTENTI and
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, under the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division
4 of the Business and Professions Code) and for such other and
further relief as may be proper under other applicable provisions
of law.

Dated at Los Angeles, California,

e

~STEVEN J. ELLI?
Deputy Real Esfate Commissioner

cc: Robert. Kenneth Todd Walter Urban, Esqg.
Jodi A. Voy Dale Eleniak, Esqg.
Louis Wright Bourgeois Scott S.. Furstman, Esq.
David Ellis Freeman Frank E. Di Giacomo, Esg.
Susan Wright Freeman H. Andrew Wasmund, Esqg.
Dean Allen Thomas Jeffrey L. Krivis. Esq.
Rick Ray Thomas ,__. Robert J. Reamer, Esqg.
Jack B. Thomas aAlvin S. Tobias, Esqg.
Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichols Sacto./AS

Charles Ray Manning

Tom George Royds

Marti Melillo

Tony Potenti

Sheri Lynne Skulick
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc.
Mark Shelton

Seaside Financial Corporation

-6-
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107 South Broadway, Room 8107 GEP -8 1994
Los Angeles, California 90012

Sean Crahan, Counsel U & E
Department of Real Estate '

{213} 897-3937

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* kx * Xx *

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25803 LA

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba SECOND AMENDED
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, ACCUSATION

)

)

)

)

)
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, )
Re/Max Professionals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate )
Loans, and RKT Realty; )
JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT )
BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. )
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDQ; )
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI )
MELILLO; TONY PCTENTI; and )
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
)

)

)

Respondents.

The Complainant, Steven J. Ellis, a Deputy Real Estate
Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of accusation
against ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max

Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate Leoans, and RKT




COURT PAPER

)]

o ~3 O

10
11
12
13
14
15
le
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

BTATE OF CALIFOANIA
STD. 113 (REV. 8-72)

8BS 34769

Realty; JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO;
TONY POTENTI; and SHERI LYNNE SKULICK amends paragraph 36 (on page
34) of the Accusation filed April 29, 1994, by including the name
of respondent TONY POTENTI on line 18 in said paragraph so that

line 18 now reads "ROYDS, MELILLC and POTENTI,..."

WHEREFORE, Complainant prays that a hearing be conducted
on the allegations of the Accusation filed april 29, 1994, the
Supplemental Accusation filed May 11, 1994, the Amended Accusation
filed June 16, 1994, and on this Second Amended Accusation and
that upon proof therecf, a decision be rendered imposing
disciplinary action against all licenses and license rights of
respondents ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max
Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate Loans, and RKT
Realty; JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGECIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO;
TONY POTENTI; and SHERI LYNNE SKULICK under the Real Estate Law

/

™~
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v 1 (Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions Code) and
2 for such other and further relief as may be proper under other
3 applicable provisions of law.
4 Dated at Los Angeles, California,

5 this 8th day of September, 1994.

i e 2

STEVEN J. E
Deputy Rea state Commissioner

10

11

12 cc: Robert Kenneth Todd
Jodi A. Voy

13 Louis Wright Bourgeois
David Ellis Freeman

14 Susan Wright Freeman
Dean Allen Thomas

15 : Rick Ray Thomas
Jack B. Thomas

16 Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichols

17 Charles Ray Manning
Tom George Royds

18 Marti Melillo
Tony Potenti

19 Sheri L. Skulick
Walter R. Urban, Esqg.

20 Dale A. Eleniak, Esq.
Scott S. Furstman, Esqg.

o1 Frank E. DiGiacomo, Esq.
H. Andrew Wasmund, Esqg.

20 Jeffrey L. Krivis, Esq.
Robert J. Reamer, Esqg.

23 Alvin §. Tobias, Esqg.
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc.

24 Real Estate Collection
Mark Shelton

o5 Seaside Financial Corporation
Sacto.

26 AS

27
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Sean Crahan,

Counsel

Department of Real Estate

107 South Broadway,

Room 8107

Los Angeles,

(213)

California 90012

897-3937

JUH 18 1884

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* kX * * %

Loans,

- ..Coastal_Financial Real_Estate _ .

and RKT Realty:

JOoDI A, VOY;

LOUIS WRIGHT

BOURGEQCIS:

DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN;

——THOMAS;-RICK RAY THOMAS;
PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;

THOMAS ;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS,

DEAN ALLEN
JACK B,

dba

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-25B8B03 LA
ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba AMENDED
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, :

Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, ACCUSATION
Re/Max of Manhattan Beach,
Re/Max Professionals Realty,

CHARLES RAY
MARTI

Meridian Properties;
MANNING; TOM GEQORGE ROYDS:;
MELILLQO,; TONY POTENTI; and
SHERI LYNNE SKULICK,

Respondents.

The Complainant, Steven J. Ellis, a Deputy Real Estate

Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of accusation

-against ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba--Re/Max-Beach-Cities -Realty, = - -|-—

Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max

Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate Loans, and RKT




-4 .
0 1 Realty; JODI A, VQY; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
2 SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
3 THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS,'dbé Meridian
4 Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GECRGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO;
5 TONY POTENTI; and SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, amends paragraph 21
6 (commeéncing at page 13} of the Accusation filed April 29, 1994, as
- 7 follows:
8 1.
9 Respondent BOURGEOQIS is deleted from line 21, page 13.
10 2.
11 Paragraph 21(c) is amended as follows:
12 (a) On page 14, line 12, the figure $500,000 is
B 13 deleted and the figure $£$297,000 is subétituted thereat.
T T T 14 {b) - On—page l47—line1l47—the—figure—$140,000—is —
15 deleted and the figure $39,500 is substituted thereat.
- -————wm*AI;f —— - — = - R - ——— -
S ;_iéA Mmm;—éﬂai#éuéafagraph—i14d%:as:fiied:on~Ap:il£29¢=1994,:&5;3tricken,:::;
18 1.
?.**"“Ig- ——— _-—-—A:-new paragraph 21(d) is added and-alleges-as follows:
' 20 217d) 1In fact, buyer borrowed $34,300 £3F thé down
21 payment for deposit to escrow, pursuant to an agreement entered
22 into prior to the close of escrow. The Juckes Construction
— 23 || _Company deposited $34,300-into escrow-on-or.about September114,_
24 1389. This fact was not known to Citibank nor to the Department
25 prior to June 2, 1894, Buyer thus purchased the Mathews Avenue
T g T Property” withT virtually no down*payment “and-respondent MELILLO==—|
! — = : —
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) 1 WHEREFORE, Complainant prays that a hearing be conducted
' 2 on the allegations of the Accusat:‘gon filed April 29, 1994, the
3 - supplemental Accusation filed May 11, 1994 and on ‘this Amended
4 Accusation and that upon proof thereof, a decilsion be rendered
5 imposing disciplinary action against all licenses and license
6 rights of respondents ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities
— 7 Realty, Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, R;a/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max
8 Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate Loans, and RKT
9 Realty; JODI-A, VQOY; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIé; _I;AVID EI:LI—S“ FREED’IAN;
10 SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
11. THOMAS,; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
T T 12| Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE "ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO; -
o 13 /
14 /
15 - /
- 16 / _
= — el Ve SO
, . - -
- = L9l - — mmo—= — /= S s ==
/ ]
20 . ) / B -
- 21 a
22 ) / - -
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24 /
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and TONY POTENTI, under the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division 4
of the Business and Professions Code) and for such other and
further relief as may be proper under other applicabie provisions
of law,.

Dated at Los Angeles, California,

this 16th day of June, 1994, % j %g

JSTEVEN J. ELLIS
Deputy Real Estate Commissicner

cc: Robert Kenneth Todd
Jodi A, Voy
Louis Wright Bourgeois
David Ellis Freeman
Susan Wright Freeman
Dean Allen Thomas
Rick Ray Thomas
Jack B. Thomas
Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichols
Charles Ray Manning
Tom George Royds
Marti Melillo
Tony Potenti

e e Sh@ ri-Lynne..Skulick - —_— . - : —
Walter R. Urban, Esqg.
Dale A. Eleniak, Esg.
Scott §. Furstman, Esq.
Frank E, DiGiacomo, Esqg.
Robert J. Reamer, Esqg.
Alvin S. Tobias, Esq.
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc.
Mark Shelton
Seaside Financial Corporation
Sacto.
AS
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I

Case Nos. H-25579 LA \/ U

H-25803 LA

In the Matter of the Accusation of

ROBERT KENNETH TODD, etal,,

L-63715

)

)

) )

) OAH Nos. L-62450
Respondents. )
)

NOTICE OF COMBINED HEARING ON ACCUSATION

To the above-named Respondents:

You are hereby notified that a combined hearing will be held before the
Department of Real Estate at Office of Administrative Hearings, 314 West First
Street, Los Angeles, California, on

May 2, 3,4,5,8,9,10,11, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24,
25,26,30,31; Junel,2,5,6,7,8,9,12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19,
20, 21, 22,23, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, 1995,

all at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon
the Accusation served upon you.

You may be present at the hearing. You have the right to be represented by
an attorney at your own expense. You are not entitled to the appointment of an
attorney to represent you at public expense. You are entitled to represent yourself
without legal counsel. If you are not present in person nor represented by counsel
at the hearing, the Department may take disciplinary action against you based upon
any express admission or other evidence including affidavits, without any notice to

you.

You may present any relevant evidence and will be given full opportunity
to cross-examine all witnesses testifying against you. You are entitled to the
issuance of subpenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of
books, documents or other things by applying to the Department of Real Estate.

The hearing shall be conducted in the English language. If you want to
offer the testimony of any witness who does not proficiently speak the English
language, you must provide your own interpreter. The interpreter must be
approved by the Administrative Law Judge conducting the hearing as someone



Notice of Combined P"ing .

on Accusation

Page Two

Case Nos. H-25579 LA, OAH L-62450
H-25803 LA, OAH L-63715

who is proficient in both English and the language in which the witness will testify.
You are required to pay the costs of the interpreter unless the Administrative Law
Judge directs otherwise. '

Dated: September 7, 1994.
DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

S'EAN CRAHAN, Counsel

o« Robert Kenneth Todd
Jodi A. Voy
Louis Wright Bourgeois
David Ellis Freeman
Susan Wright Freeman
Dean Allen Thomas
Rick Ray Thomas
Jack B. Thomas
Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichols
Charles Ray Manning
Tom George Royds
Marti Melillo
Tony Potenti
Sheri Lynne Skulick
Walter R. Urban, Esq.
Dale A. Eleniak, Esq.
Scott S. Furstman, Esq.
Frank E. DiGiacomo, Esq.
Jeffrey L. Krivis, Esq.
Robert J. Reamer, Esq.
Alvin S. Tobias, Esq.
H. Andrew Wasmund, Esq.
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc.
Mark Shelton
Seaside Financial Corporation
Sacto.
OAH
AS
Tha Real Estate Collection RE 501 (Mac 8/92vj}



;ﬁtk:”' 1 Sean'Crahan, Counsel L e ey,
L Department of Real Estate T
2| 107 South Broadway, Room 8107 o
5 Los Angeles, California 90012 Y101 1804
(213) 897-3937
4
5
: - -8 _ . . —
7 _ a ’
8 DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE '
9 STATE OF CALIFCRNIA
10 ® X K K %
“‘“““““”*MIII““In_thE”Matter’of“the“Accusation*of"“T*““———NoT—H—QSBOBMLA_
- - . -AA)_
12 ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba ) .
Re/Max Beach Cities Realty, ) SURPRERLEMENIAL
13 Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, ) - - C e
' Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, ) ALCCUSATION
14 Re/Max Professiocnals Realty, )
Coastal Financial Real Estate )
T 15 ~ Loans, and RKT Realty;*— =" ~ )= T T TrImE o e e
_ L |l JopI_a. vOY; LOUIS WRIGHT. ) e
18 BOURGEOQIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
SUSAN .:WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN )
- = 17 THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B, ) e R
THOMAS:; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; )
18 BARBARA MARY NICHQLS, dba )
Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY )
i 19 MANNING; TOM GEORGE RQOYDS; MARTI }
/ MELILLO; TONY POTENTI; and )
20 SHERI LYNNE SKULICK, )
)
21 Respondents. )
)
22
23 The Complainant, Steven J. Ellis, a Deputy Real Estate
24 Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of accusation
25 against ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,
T 28T Ré/Max of Heérmdsa Beach; Re/ Ma‘x*of"Manhatt'an—Beach‘“,“”‘ﬁe_f/;d;}-c_;:—-z:-_—vw
27

" professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate-'Loans, and RKT
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1 Realty; JODI A. VOQY; LOUIS WRIGHT BQURGECIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
2 SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN, DEAN ALLEN THOMAS;, RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B,
3 THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
4 Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO;
5 and TONY POTENTI, supplements tl;:e Accusationrfiled April 29, 1994,
61 " by adding SHERI LYNNE SKULICK as-a respondent  and alleging as -
7| follows: o s ]
8 38,
.9 The Complainant, Steven J. Ellis, a Deputy Real Estaﬁe
10 Commissioner of the State of California,_ makes this Supplemental
T 11 "TAC'Cusaf*ion"*in'hiS" official capacity:= P -
12 LICENSING -
- R K s oamm, e W e iy e : -
14 SHERI LYNNE SKULICK (hereafter respondent SKULICK) is
sz 16 -.“L;present-_ly:l;icensed-"anqr/n-gr:_'_has:;;;,igg_xg-s_e;rigrggs;un:c!gl;_:the_—~ReaL~Estate:_ ey
T 718|| Law. At all times mentioned herein, respondent SKULICK was and |
e —17{|-—now—is-licensed-by-the ‘Department-of-Real_Estate-of the State.of .| _
18 California (hereafter the Department) as a real estate
/ 19 salespersoh, licensed at all times herein mentioned to respondent
o 20 TopD. ’ -
21 CONSPIRACY
22 40.
23 ‘Respondents TODD, VOY, BOURGE(QIS, 5. FREEMAN, D.
_24 FREEMAN, D. A. THOMAS, R. R, THOMAS, J. THOMAS, FIGUEIREDO,
256 NICHOLS, MANNING, ROYDS, MELILLO, POTENTI and SKULICK agreed
——— 28 [[-—amongst—themselve s-,—and—ot—hers,——i—nc-l-udingwbut—noglﬁxfnti?éam:t?ﬁé;;ﬂ: =
“®7l1 " Cittes Escrow, Inc. (BCE), solely-owned-by=respondent—TODD;- -its ===

“TCOURT PAPER
BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1l escrow officers, Karen Lalor and Shirley Kenney, and Manhattan
2 Escrow, to engage in the business of buying or selling real
3 properties, as principals or agents for or in expectation of
4 compensation, whereby buyers of real propertles would borrow part
5 or all of the down payments to purchase the propertles and
g concealing from Citibank that the down payments were borrowed,
mwwm_“_m“mm;_—héontrary to statements on buyerg' loan applications to Citlbank -
8 that no part of their down payments were borrowed. In fact, down
9 payments were borrowed from third parties, sellers, or from funds.
10 in BCE or Re/Max Beach Cities Realty (RMBCR) bank accounts.
- ”TTT“““119W“Pursuant*to this—agreement;—respondent s—TODD;-VOY;-BOURGEQIS ,~D+-——|—
T el F”FA{EEMAN;'SHRIF”I;{;:“.EDEAN:“I-D_”A THOMAS, R. R. THOMAS, FIGUEIREb-Cm)A;— I
0 " 134 'NICHOLS, MANNING, ROYDS, MELILLO, POTENTI and SKULICK,™
14 cooperaﬁion with other members of RMBCR, BCE, Manhattan Escrow,
e “15-~‘and-othersﬁ~jointly and severally, -engaged-in-the-below—— .|
B 16 __Eihnsactzéngib N
A e a1.. .. S e =
18 The 2605 Mathews Avenue Property
) ‘19 Respondents SKULICK, VOX and TODD
! 20 " {a) ‘On or about March 16, 1989, respondent SKULICK,
21 acting-onlbehalf of respondent TODD, for or in expectation of
29 compensation, negotiated the sale of real property located at
23 2605 Mathews Avenue, #B, Redondo Beach, California (hereafter the
24 2605 Mathews Avenue Property), from Craig R. Casner to Mark and
25 Barbara Brunn, buyers, for a purchase price of $315,000, paid for
26 by $63,000 cash through escrow at Manhattan Escrow, a-loan Of -
27 [T $252,000 secured by a first-trust-deed-on-the-2605-Mathews—Avenue— —




1 Property. ©n or about May 3, 1989, escrow closed on the sale of
2 the 2605 Mathews Avenue Property. At the close of escrow, there
3 was no second trust deed on the 2605 Mathews Avenue Property.
o 4y = (b To purchase the EEQ?AMat?ffi_P_WE{IEe Property, on or
b about March 27, 1989, buyers applled to Citibank for a loan of
8 $252;000 secured by a first trust deed on the 2605 Mathews Avenue
R 4 ﬁroﬁert& ] éuyefs reﬁ?EEEhted they were going to provide 557, 500 -
8 as a down payment, provided from savings, sale of equity and a
- 9 company buy~-out of borrowers home and that none of the down
10 payment was borrowed.. _Buyers falled to disclose to Citibank that _
lre”“buyer5“were going~toTrecord-a—second-trust-deed—secured-by-the——}—
- wiz égﬁgﬂﬁatﬁéﬁs Ave;;e.Pfe;erty “*Resp;;aeﬁ:mvaf tébkﬁéﬁéfloan .
ST T 13 applicatlon.~—_“__'"TTff:?*"f?—é~u‘ S == T e
14 (c) 1In fact, buyers borrowed a substantial portion of
15' the down payment- for deposit to—escrowri}ncludihg—$31r500mfrom the |-
1el C. R. Casner Construction Co.; OF the amount of thé down payment |
: - 1% Was:;gfegtleg;;beck to.buyers pursuant to.an_agreement_entered __ | _
18| into prior to the close of escrow, with the consequent reduction
19 in buyers' equity. Respondent SKULICK knew the down payment was
/ 20 borrowed and knew the borrowing of down payments was inconsistent
21 with Citibank loan policy.
22 -(d) After escrow closed on May 3, 1989, respondent
23 SKULICK caused, allowed or permitted the recordation of a second
24 trust deed on the 2605 Mathews Avenue Property in the amount of
25 $31,500 in favor of seller. .Buyers, by this amount, thus reduced
ég' their equity in fhe 2605 -Mathews—Avenue Property. The-note-and |
27 4 -
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1 second trust deed were signed by buyers on or about April 29,
2 1989, and recorded on May 25, 19889.
3 (e} Respondent TODD was to'receive a commission in
_____ 4| .connection with the purchase of the 2605_E§E§§yE_Aven9e Property
5 by buyers. Respondents TODD and SKULICK contributed half the -
8 commission toward buyers' down payment. Respondent TODD knew or
a1l should have known of the conduct of respondent SKULICK set forth T
a8 above. Respondent TODD failed to exercise reasonable supervision
9 over respondent SKULICK,

10 {f) Citibank made a loan on the 2605 Mathews Avenue
_::::___:Ir'——Property_ln‘reasonable*rellance_on the representatlons of-the—-"- —=|—
S ;; hr;;;;gﬁé;s and-that the£;:wouldNSQH;o“jﬁn;;;JEEHEHZ{ZQJIEJHMGF_ﬁ.-”rﬂ
~=-===— =—-7g |- —connection—with“the-above transactlof™ == 5 i s T

14 42.
150 - = Citibagk -
T 1e] (a) In the transaction set forth above, Citibank made
77 ' i7l Jloans in reasonable reliance on_the reéprésentations of the " T 7| °
18 borrowers and that there would be no junior financing in
( 19 connection with the 2605 Mathews Avenue Property transaction.
- 20 - ~ 7" "(b)” Had Citibank known thedown payment was borrowed;
21 the reduction in equity or about the second trust deed in the
22 above transaction, Citibank would not have made the loan on the
23 2605 Mathews Avenue Property.
24 (c) Citibank did not. discover these facts prior to
25 June 1, 1993, and could not have discovered these facts in the
o 28 exercise of reasonable care prigr to June 1, 1993,
27 o /
rare o7 CALIFORNIA
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3 The conduct_or omissions of respondent TODD, as set
4 forth above, subjects his real estate license to suspension or
5 revocation under the provisiongjof Code Sections:
8 (a) 10176{a) for causing or allowing substantial
7 .x;nisArepreserhuta—;.ions. . L e T
8 (b) 10176(i) for fraud or dishonest dealing. r
9 / (c). 10177 (f) for conduct which would have warranted the
10 denial of a real estate license if the conduct is not in
ST '“,;1 f connection with a.transaction for which a real estate_license is
12 7 requiredl o o | o _ R
T T T 13| T T, T dy 10177 (h) for failure to Supervise his licensee T 7T
14 employees in the conduct of acts requiring a license.
B 156 - -~ (e)- 10177{j) for fraud or dishonest dealing if the
18 conduct is not in connection with a transaction for which a real
T T TT17| estate license is requireéd. R
i8 44 .
; 19 The conduct or omissions of respondent VOY, as set forth
e 20 above, subjeét§ her real estate license and license rights to
21 suspensioh or revocation under the provisions of Code Section
22 lOl??(f) for conduct which would have warranted the denial of a
23 real estate license and/or 10177(3j) for fraud or dishonest
24 dealing.
25 /
26 / .
) T e T / h ) S a
gouranen., | —6- o o

.. STD. 113 (mEv. 8.7y ||
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) 2 Tpe conduct or omissions of respondent SKULICK, as set
3 forth above} while acting on behalf of others, subjects her real
4 estate license and license rights to suspension or revocation
5 under the provisions of Code Seéﬁions:
8 {(a) 10176(a) for causing or allowing substantial
7 misrepresehtations. o L
8 (b) 10176(i) for fraud or dishonest dealing. ‘
M 9 (c) 10177(f) for conduct which would have warranted the
10| denial of a real estate license.
i 11 ‘e (dL_m10177(j)mfor fraud_or dishonest dealing, if: the
ud“u“hﬂu-i;.-f;;nductpls not i; connection Wlth a téégggéélon for whlch a real N
13 estate license 1is required.
14 \
o 15 WHEREFORE, Complainant prays tha; a_heéring_pe condu;t?d
16 on the allegations of the Accusation and this Supplemental
- 17| Rccusation and that upon proof thereof, a decision be rendered )
18 imposing disciplinary action against all licenses and license
; 19 rights of respondents ROBERT KENNETH TODD, dba Re/Max Beach Cities
! 20 Realty, Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, Re/Max of Manhattan Beach, Re/Max
21 Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial Real Estate Loans, and RKT
29 Realty; JODI A, VOY¥; LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN;
23 /
24 /
25 /
Z g T T ——— i 2 T B
2 —oTrT o e —/ - - e
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SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B.
THOMAS; PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO; BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian
Properties; CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MAR&I MELILLO;
TONY POTENTI; and SHEéI LYNNE SKULICK under the Real Estate Law
{Part 1 of Division 4 of the Bu;iness and Professions Code) and

for such other and further relief as may be proper under other

t

e D

STEVEN J. ELLI
Deputy Real Es ate Commissioner

applicable provisions of law.

Dated at Los Angeles, California
this 1llth day of May, 1994.

cc: Robert Kenneth Todd
Jodi A. Voy
Louls Wright Bourgeois
David Ellis Freeman
Susan Wright Freeman
Dean Allen Thomas
Rick Ray Thomas
Jack B. Thomas
Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichels
Charles Ray Manning
Tom George Royds
Marti-Melillo
Tony Potenti
Sheri Lynne Skulick
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc

T " "T"Mark Shelton o — = -
Seaside Financial Corporatlon
Sacto..__. _ o
AS
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Sean Crahan Counsel
Department of Real Estate

107 South Broadway,
Los Angelee,

897-3937

J STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

H 4

In the Matter of the Accusation of

ROBERT
Re/Max
Re/Max
Re/Max
Re/Max

KENNETH TCDD, dba
Beach Cities Realty,
of Hermosa Beach,
of Manhattan Beach,

Coastal Financial Real Estate

Loans,
JODI A. VOY;
BOURGEQIS;

and RKT Realty;
LOUIS WRIGHT

SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN; DEAN ALLEN
JACK B.

THOMAS ;
THOMAS;
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS,
Meridian Properties;
MANNING;
MELILLO;

RICK RAY THOMAS;
PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO;
dba

and TONY POTENTI,

IR

Room 8107 ! ;
California 90012 '
ﬂ

DEPARTMENT

Professicnals Realty,

)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN; )
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
}
)
)

I i
Ef

OF REAL ESTATE

k h ok 0k K

I'H-25803 LA

CHARLES RAY
TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI

i Respondents,

,
! 1

1
The Complainant,
J

Comm;ss;oner of the State of Callfornia,

agalnst ROBERT KENNETH TODD”

Steven J. Eliis,

\il F
p
dba Re/Max Beach Cltles Realty,

acclusarion

a Deputy Real Estate -

for cause of acdﬁsation‘

N
|

f
% | :
| ' '
Re/Max of Hermosa Beach,lRe/Mafaof Manhattan: Beacr WRe/Max A) %ﬁ
‘ | ! ;! ; i o
Profe551on%ls Realty, Coastal Fﬁnaqc1al RJal|Estare|Loans, iﬁd RKT
. ) { L i Co t; [
! X Bod {i
Realty; JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIG%TJ¥OURGEOIS, :DAVID. ELLIS FR%EMA&,
o : AR | ET T 4 |
h : I .i % ijwxm!‘j“1 !'i‘ {.; |
L S | | S Y I A " f1
. ;l : i ! [ J , [ lE [ I 1 IR
cop B A R RN 11 I TP
o S AR b
. ; . . v - !Iil I ":i'l ‘ i !
! cpl | i * l ull”“ | Jll
SR R R L e R (A
! R T R J“ﬂ IIH 1M [# ki1 Hu
BT A [ TTR ;:t-';-z%‘&‘l!ilf;'!:a;-‘!tr'ix-#%’i:“ra..-‘,;f:- rlaik!ehmseIlliwlaanxwuhnt;;aJ .rﬁ [H ;}h Jgi’um '!Lli I-”»f L”gl El
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SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN DEAN ALLEN THOMAS

il I‘
il
ll .
.||; ‘l

4[ [

|
<i‘

RICK RAY

THOMAS; PAUL J FIGUEIREDO BARBARA MARY. NICHOLSi

dba Meridian

|| |

/] L
| !
qMAs, JACK B

Hh
[i
fl
:

!

; S |ﬁ

Properties;: CHARLES RAY MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS, MARTI MELILLO,
|
and TONY POTENTI, alleges as follo&s: - ¢
. ]
1. I

The Complainant, Steven J. Ellis, a.Dephty Real Estate

Commissioner of the State of!California; makes this Accusation in

his official capacity. | f
' © LICENSING .
¥ l.‘. . 2. . ”‘.!: ' ;

i i
|
ROBERT KENNETH TODD (hereafter respondent TODD) is

| k! | [ |

presently llcensed and/or has license rlghts under the Real Estate

Part ﬂ of Division 4 of the Business' and Professions Code

Law,

respondent 3

(herein "tﬁe Code"). At all times 'mentioned herein,

TODD was aﬁd now is licensed by the Department'of“Real Estate of!
- . . : | :
the State of California
; .

individually and doing business as Re/Max'Beach Cities
i L

(herein "the Departmentﬂ)fas a real estate
broker,
{hereafter RMBCR), Re/Max of Hermosa Beach, Re/Max of

. . !
it | .
Manhattan Beach, Re/Max Professionals Realty, Coastal Financial

Realty

ﬁeal Estate Loans, and RKT Realty,

: 3.,

i i
) i

| JODI A. VOY (hereafter respondent VOY) is,presently .
1 ‘ | : — ' .
licensed and/or has license rlghts!under the Real'Estate Law.

Respondent VOY became 11censed by the Department on or about
!

!
! i
QOctober 27 1993 as a real estate]salesperson. Durlng the tlmes
| , i ] o ; + !E?I N I ¢
Hereln bel%w mentloned, respondenthOY wajuemplode%byyCithank!
! 1S | 1 tﬁh'w.! i g L
avings, Federal savings‘BanE Fregeafterﬁcktibank)}as a loan | L
F | [ ‘ | co i ¢ R
) : é“ | [ J%ﬁ‘il i jiLJLEU: | SR
| o | | ! i T ;JIM 3 . i
‘: | l L v ; 1 L— ] l.‘i. ‘! :: I L:‘ ‘: { i
‘ ! ) s ' 1 P B 3 1 RN i\‘ . | ‘: i
3 ' i . i . R i i e . B hy
Il . % : “ s -HL M L o
: ’ ’1 Lo ‘ ;;-';i' ‘L ‘l H\ll I: !
; , » ‘E o \ !
Bl s ot e i b b Lejii‘i‘hg::ii” Homads :'I i“”u L E I

1
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Joe I (I
officer S ' S (R :
-~ ! -!1
I; - _' ‘4, R R ';; o o W} :
. I f bed 00 o
LOUIS WRIGHT BOURGEOIS (hereafterErespondent BOURGEOI%)
|
is presently licensed and/or 'has license Jights under the Real |
Estate Law. At all times mentioned herein, reSpondent BOURGEOQIS
1 r | 1 '
PR
was and now is licensed by the Department as a real estate .
L -’ . : i
salesperson, licensed at all times herein.mentioned to respondent
I B .
TODD . l : o e
i . 1.
i! 5. R T{i
DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN and SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN (hereafter
respondent D FREEMAN and 5. FREEMAN, respectlvely,'ln the ,
!I
singular, or respondents FREEMAN in the plural) are presently
licensed and/or have license. rights under the Real Estate Law. At
all times mentioned herein, respondents FREEMAN.were and now are
1 | : y
licensed by the Department as real estate’ salespersons
Respondent S. FREEMAN was and is licensed at all‘times herein
a' H ]
ment ioned to respondent TODD. '
t : - I
5 6. a '
b ' !
DEAN ALLEN THOMAS (hereafter respondent D. A. THOMAS) 'is
! ‘ ' S
presently licensed and/or has license rights under the Real Estate
o L p
Law. At all times mentioned herein, respondent D. A. THOMAS was
and now is ‘licensed by the Department as a real éstate'
salesperson, licensed at all times herein mentioned’to réspondent
- . | ' i |
TODD. 1l : X : : :
O | i
E 7 . X ! T Jd
. £= . . “. o L . E "1 . [4{ £ .'1'1' : H AR !. ‘
1 - {RICK RAY THOMAS (hereafter respindent‘s,;ny-THOMAS) isy
' R T} f ‘ ) 1 Jp P . I
[ : i R b rpid i
presently’ﬂ'censed and/or has 11cense rights)under ne[Real 'Estate | |
; } g | ‘Wﬁw|~ Pog | | R
o IRRTIE | I vl e I
!" . :: | o ”'Ii i "-- L !’ 1 N |l “‘ : 'i !', j l
Do H SN R ‘--f‘i-';l'«‘ gl 4 i{ J.‘,@‘ [T R ) N I
!“ i A .. . i' "1I— - ‘ Sl ."‘ L * l"]‘"‘i | "* i 1
L ' . { W .“.Jt!{;i PR *l [
R’ : 11‘ ‘ "L p‘l 1" 1:1_l:%!' i'i‘“|'” g ~‘i H {‘j }‘ L i ! ii!'
f [ 1'!1: . gi.’i‘n!;L \;u“.a'?u ar ‘| et i Al
| | TN | RO T RS OS2 0% [ PR SO 1§
PE L I e 6] B i s e i) I s sebea gt u-emue“n Ll -w‘énin‘.l ;'?MJ.":.;J;Ja S N A 1] | T
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|

| | |
f ' LR ‘I j
., @ L
Al RN : i i
o] L Sl i
Law. At a%l times mentioned'herein, respondent Rw'ﬁleHOMAS was}
T ;
| '»l (Y A
and now ls|11censed by the Department as a real eét%ﬁel 2k ]
. i ; ﬁ i
salesperson : : _ g f WE $
. i ' i
I | 8. ‘1 r f
| . 1 l‘ :
. i :l

JACK B. THOMAS (hereafter respondent J..THOMAS) is

. i .
presently licensed and/or have license rlghts under '‘the Real !
| |
Estate Law.
: | v
was and now 1is licensed by the\Department;as a real“estate broker,

dba Jack "B" Thomas Real Estate Investments. (S
Lo ' Do ; o

i . 9, . i Pob

t ; vt : "I-‘i e ¥

P

- |
PAUL J. FIGUEIREDO (hereafter respondent FIGUEIREDO) is

presently 11censed and/or‘has license rights under the Real Estate

Law. At all times mentionedwherein, respondent FIGUEIREDO was and

‘now is licensed by the Department as a real estate salesperson,

licensed at all times herein mentioned to respondent TODD.
10. ' . .
BARBARA MARY NICHOLS (hereafter respondent NICHOLS) is

presently licensed and/or have license rights under the Real
. | '

' i

Estate Law. At all times menticned herein, respondent NICHOLS was
and now is licensed by the Department as a real'estéte broker, |

' |
individually and dba Meridian Properties. _; | |
L 11 | l h

' 1 . oo i !
' v l! ' ]
. 'CHARLES RAY MANNING (hereafter respondent;MANNING) is ||
' ' 13' "l ;‘i
presently licensed and/or have license rights undrrithe Real W
i U I

! = | '
Estate Law. At all times mentloned hereiJ,,respondent‘MANNING was

i t i & i

|

B i R IgEN - 1
and now is licensed by the Depaﬁtment as a real eet%tei; ﬁl. “t
| L i l “ ‘ "l‘ ‘l \\; i i i [ ”‘i :I 1'
salesperson. From March,K 28,’ l986f“throug%LMarch 273.1%90, W;; J
| . ' ) ‘ 1o : I. %“' “ e ' | o

\ | S I A [ S
S 2 - P il '“%Ui*%“ w[ '
o Lo L '41 il 4{5'1§ N
| i ' P ? ; ‘Wﬁe:li i4] i'$] *‘ !
g ' : CIn e ! o ‘
! ii v Co b ‘i{;ﬂ»” P | 1I il
0§ N (XN 1Y BRNTERPUURR: 11 [t JORPER b F L1t L Ul

At all times mentioned herein,frespondgnt J. THOMASI
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| ®
: 4 ; | Js [ gk

o
|

1 t 'r.
. ) g L
' i N l £ T

| t
1

l
J ! i
respondent MANNING wa's employed by and licensed go rgspondent
a

| nE

TODD . Thereaftef, respondent MANNING wasnand 1S'employed by and

licensed to respondent NICHOLS until December 26 1993 after

whlch he became licensed to Seaside Financial Corporatlon

t |

i 12. ! 3
[ TOM GEORGE ROYDS (hereafter respondent ROYDS) is |
| .

presently llcensed and/or has license rlghts under the Real Estate

|
Law. At all times mentioned hereln, respondent ROYDS was and now

s licensed by the Department as a real estate salesperson”
. . .

oL Co)
chensed at all times herein mentioned to' respondent TODD. !
} B _ 13. SRR

o i 1 i
MARTI MELILLO (hereafter respondent MELILLO) is

|
presently.ficensed and/or has license rights under éhe Real Estate

Law. At all times mentioned herein, respondent MELILLO was and

now is licensed by the Department as a real estate salesperson,

licensed at all times herein mentioned to’fespondenﬁ TODD.

! ; 1'4 ' 1

TONY POTENTI (hereafter respondent POTENT&) is presently

licensed and/or has license rights under the Real Estate Law. At

|
all times mentioned herein, respondent POTENTI was and now is

|
licensed by the Department as a real estate salesperson, licensed

i
at all times herein mentioned to respondent TODD;untﬁl August 2,
Froo3 ,
1'993. . . | N Lt : |
v : | ] i : 1
CONSPIRACY ' '
: ' [ ; i : ' 1‘ :
; % ‘ 15?\\ li Iu i il£f|l i ’ !
1 i ! . 1
: .ﬁespondents TODD VOF BOURGEOIb,'S.EﬁEE?AN, D.[” RN
: o | L] 3 R AR P
FREEMAN, D. A. THOMAS, R, R. MTHéMAS,\J “T}QMAS,jFIGUFIREDOJI! o
| | | oo [ T Xiu;w 'w- !
; ) ) A TN ;"'. TIRERR ¥ NI ‘ Jod
| i o e **I'- SINE ¢ (RIS I E LINE M X |‘!*E
| - o RS 1R R L 1 ELS B B
| i ' E ' | i 1!;.{1; 1, A L4 !:’ : i bl G j
i | | U R U
| . | ‘ : o IS e b B -
: | ! f Voo umi{nr |%Hawl b 1
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° ) -
o L l \i ! I"}i
NICHOLS, MANNING, ROYDS, MELILL and POTENTI agreedgamongs@
' ' ! - l
and others, including but not. Qimited to Beach Citie
. !,l 1 "
(hereafter BCE), solely owned by respondent TODD,
o

Karen Lalor and Shirley Kenney,|to engage in the
‘ : !

business of buying or selling real properﬂies, as prinCipals or

1]
|

f
ﬂ
I!%

themselvesﬁ
i

Escrow, Inc,. 1ts

escrow officers,

agents for or in expectation of compensation, whereby buyers of
real properties would borrow part or all of theldown payments to

purchase the properties and concealing from Citibank that the down
i., 'E . i

contrary to statements on’ buyers'

. o .
appliqations to Citibank that no part of their down payments were

‘ P
- In fact, down payments were borrowed '!from third
' § ot
. !

or from funds in BCE orﬁRMBCR?banﬂ accounts.

payments were borrowed, loan

borrowed.

parties, sellers,

respondents TODD,

FREEMAN, S FREEMAN, D. A. THOMAS, R. R. THOMAS,IFIGUEIREDO,

Pursuant to this agreement, VOY, BOURGEQIS, D.

i

NICHOLS, MANNING, ROYDS, MELILLO and POTENTI, infcodperation with

$
other members of RMBCR and BCE, jOintly and severally, engaged in

|

the below transactions. '
' - 16. : i j
Respondent VOY engaged in advising licens%es associated
at RMBCR, that Citioank did not care where

!
. 4
|
own payments came from and on how to structure transactions using

i
with respondent TODD,
i

d
% second trust deed with the object of allowing borrowers to
5
|

)

:
Qrrow the:down payments, which second trust deed was to"be

Thishadvrce was contrary to

recorded after the close of escrow,
o

. , , o
and in derogation of Citibank's'lending policies ReSpondent VOX
| Y o .
well knew1this was contrary[to and ‘in derégataon.of ?itibank s |
' ] 4 ] DRES
lending polic1es Respondent VOY''took most of the'ilban l’l .
| | v . |l, iy Pos | '

|- R : ) ) : Y
E‘ | i 1 I ENTI

i l‘i ¥

|
| |

. . o b .
i ' % Lo ‘] .
|
I

: ! Wi
! o l} damll

il v

i 1 il "”“"iL
b B »ﬁnLn i lmmminﬁnwwrn mm\j t:.-r-ssmvji'sé-'n-'ni thrtaney, . r!‘.'.‘"l
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| ; : i “ . . i,
| ® 4 r’ 8L R I
o i P
. . " T ‘= ’ '%”-W' 1 | ﬁm 41;
il H1N LN ' oy f )
appllcatlo#s of the buyer/borrowers identlfled below i 4 J
S ! e o ] - |
e St . v 1
‘ IBANSAQIIQNS:r =_r[{ri ; o |
| prant 1 S AR A
[ e A Pk
I o f! LI !
1 . " '

‘(a). On or about October 31, 1990 escrow closed on the
sale of real property located at 1032 Avenue "ce, ' Redondo Beach,

Californiaﬁ(hereafter the Avenue "C" Property),.from the Fabiano
H | s ‘ |
Corporation and the Bayoun Corporation, sellers, to respondent

BOURGEOIS,ﬂbuyer, for a purchase price of $710 OOO, paid for by ,

$142,000 cash down payment and a loan of $568 OOO ‘gecured by a
1 Y
first trust deed on the Avenue "C" Property

esSCrow, there was no second trust deed on the Avenue "C" Property.

‘At the close of

'(b) To purchase the Avenue "C“ Property, on or about

October 9,h1990, respondent BQURGEQIS applied to Citibank for a

loan of $5%8,000 secured by a first trust: deed on‘the Avenue "C"
Property. iRespondent BOURGEOIS Yepresented he was going to
provide approximately $156,000 ss a down payment, from savings,
and that none of the down payment was borrowed.

;(c) Respondent BOURGEQIS falsely represented to
Citibkank he intended to reside at the Avenue "C" Property as his

primary residence when, in fact, he intended to purchase it for

‘ ‘ £ { T~

resale at a profit. : i : ,
) i L (o
{(d) Respondent BOURGEQIS failed”to disclose to, énd

. 1 . ! } : !
concealed from, Citibank .that he was g01ng to record agsecond w;
| i el i 0 el
trust’deed secured by the Avgnuq “C" Property { ThlS conduct ;j.
constitute; dishonest conduct b; respondent BOURGEOIS Lﬂ; /!
ok N EIS IR A N A
. i Pl il Bk b e z P I
. o | N 1s‘ 4 T B O
! i‘_ ' I ¢ e ! i ! o o ,! ' R TT
! 3 ,?,, —7- ] P w

| R 1 ; A ,1 M F ‘:
! S “ l‘ | t o p T I 4 "" i:
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. plus a comﬁission credit of $23 375, and J loanu f

N
AR

.

. N .';iI i
] RN :
(e) In fact, respondent BOURGEOIS borrowed a '
! ! i

i .
substantial portlon of the down payment for deposrt ‘to escrow, or
i |.il P

4'
the amount of the down payment was ' later lent back to hlm pursuant

.i. It
to an agreement entered into prlor to the close of escrow, with

the consequent reduction in his|equ1ty : s
(f) After escrow closed on October 31,,1990 respondent

BOURGEOQIS caused allowed or permitted the recordation of a second

trust deed on the Avenue "C" Property in the amount, of $71, 000 in

‘

. .o . h |
favor of sellers. Respondent BOURGEQOIS by this ramount thus

reduced his equity in the Avenue "C" Property. ‘The note and
i . , : |
second trust deed were prepared on October: 29, 1990, and signed by

respondent BOURGEOIS in favor of sellers on October 31, 1990,
prior to the close of escrow an& fundlng of the loan.

{g) Citibank made a loan on the Avenue "C" Property in
reasonable reliance on the representations of thelborrowers and
that there‘would be no junior financing.

'18.

i lerbilt P !
. Respopndents BOURGEQIS, VOY and TODD
(a} On or about June.16, 1988} escrow' closed on the

sale of real property located at 2002 Vanderbilt Lane, Redondo
il ' i
Beach, California {(hereafter the Vanderbilt Property), from

! ! .
Maynard J. 'Kleln, seller, to respondent'BOURGEOISi buyer, for a

3
purchase price of $527,500, paid for by $87 775 cash down payment

422,000 | .

g i

o}

, | || Ig :
secured byia first trust deed on the Vanderbllt'P
1
o}

£ $

I ! a
| \ | roperty. %t the.
I' I |l ' !. ' l T E B
close of escrow, there was ﬁo second trust deed n t

' . { ,; l-'! 4 1

L ; . t 1
J -h 1] f i

he Vanqérbilti
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[
i

i
I
i; . " I |
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|
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-the consequent reductlon ln his equlty T

i

:

oo
e
f |
l‘ i

{

1 | |
Property. i s i

i

R NI D T 0
u,;ﬁ | )

1

i «“' [ i:
i-!\> | ‘ . i .
R oo "l
|EgF'l . ! . "
1l

(b) To purchase the VanderbiltgProperty,lon or aboutr
Rl Al by N
Bpril 8, 1988 respondent BOURGEOIS applled to Citibank forla’loan

of $422, OOO secured by a flrst trust deed on the Vanderbllt
Property. Respondent BOURGEOISJrepresented he was g01ng to

provide approximately $109,500 as a downhpaymentgjfrom savings,
and that none of the down payment was borrowed.lrgRespondent

BOURGEOIS failed to disclose to} and conceéaled from, Citibank that

. bt .
he was going to record a second !trust deed secured by the

PR

: Vanderpilt_Property. Thls conduct constitutes;dishonest conduct

i )

" by respondent BOURGEOIS. o o b 4

i .
I L
‘ H H

(¢) In fact, respondent BOURGEO;S borrowed a ‘
substantiai portion of the dounlpayment‘for'depdsituto escrow, or

the amount cf the down payment was later lent back to him pursuant

. I
l’ ;lx" {

to an agreement entered into prior to the! close[of escrow, with

L f-i

Bt

: i
'(\

o i l
b . 1
1 ’
[
1:
o

BEET I -

(d) After escrow closed on June 16, 1988 respondent
BOURGECIS caused, allowed or permitted the recordatlon of a second
trust deed ‘on the Vanderbilt Property in the amount of $100,000 in

favor of seller, Klein. Respondent BOURGEOIS by this amount thus

reduced his equity in the Vanderkilt Property. ,The note and

second truet deed were signed by‘respondent BOURGEOIS in favor of

seller, Klein, on June 14, 1988, prior to the close of eScrow and

| i . |
funding of (the loan. ‘ ' oy ’ G
v *‘ "'" ' ! :

k

e} Respondent TODD recelved a commlssion
i
I

e

with the purchase of the Vanderbllt Property by respondent:‘ |

; i J"“ L ri

BOURGEOIS.;TRespondent TODD. conérlbuted that*comﬁis

[ t

dre ] o
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f

® |
®

BOURGEOIS' down payment. Respondent TODD knew Or should have

xnown of the conduct of respondent BOURGEQIS set foﬁth above.

’ Respondent TODD failed to exercise reasonable supervision over

respondent-BOURGEOIS.
(£) Citibank made a loan on the Vanderbilt Property in
reasonable reliance on the representations of the borrower and

that there would be no junior financing in connection with the

~ above transactions.

19.

The Voorhees Property

'
t

Respondents FREEMAN, VQY and TODD
- {a) On or about January 17, 1990, escrow closed on the
sale of real property located at 2003 Voorhees, Unlt A, Redondo
Beach, California (hereafter the Voorhees Property), from Cralg
Casner, seller, to respondents FREEMAN, buyers[ fo; a purchase
price of $389,000, paid for by $38,900 cash down peyment, and a
loan of $350,100 secured by a first trust deed'on the Voorhees
Property. At the close of escrow, there was no seoond trust deed
on the Voorhees Property.
(b} To purchase the Voorhees;Property,jon or about
November 21, 1989, respondents FREEMAN applied tolcitibank for a
!

loan of $350,100 secured by a first trust deed on‘tne Voorhees

pProperty. Respondents FREEMAN represented they were going to

provide approximately $33, 800 as a down payment, from the sale of
an existing property. and that none of the down payment was
Respondents FREEMAN failed to dlsclose‘to, and
concealed from, Citibank thatithey were' going to ;ecord a: second

‘ l
P

3

horrowed.

k]
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trust deed secured by the Voorhees Property This conduct

constitutes dishonest conduct by respondents FREEMAN E

|
(c) In fact, a. substantial part of the down payment was
i .
provided by an $18,477 commission credit by respondent TODD, and a

loan of $15, OOO from Casner.pursuant to an agreement entered into
e
before the close of esCrow: - ReSpondents FREEMAN did not disclose
. ‘- 4
to the lender the commission credit or the loan., By said loan,

respondents FREEMAN, 'by that-amount, reduced their eguity in the

B kS ‘o

Voorhees Property . o ’ ‘ y' S

; _ (d) After escrow closed on January 17! 1990,

zn !lr

respondents FREEMAN caused allowed or permitted ‘the recordation

e I

of a second trust deed on the Voorhees Property in the amount of

515,000 in -favor of seller,‘Casner. Respondents‘FREEMAN, by this

amount, thus reduced their_equity in the Voorhees Property. The

note and second trust deed were signed by;respondents FREEMAN on
or about danuary 6, 1990, prior to the close of escrow and the
funding of;the Citibank loan. : |

@(e) Respondent TODD received a_ oommis81on in connection
wlth the purchase of the Voorhees Property by respondents FREEMAN.
Respondent TODD contributed that comm1351dn toward éhe FREEMANS'

‘\
i

down payment. Respondent TODD, knew or. should have known of the

conduct of respondents FREEMAN|set forth above'<"Respondent‘TODD”

; ;

\
l

failed to! exerCise feasonable supervision'over respondents o %
‘s s . R A ; ! ' f
FREEMAN, '

. i ‘ :
£ E L } ' ‘ [ :! ‘
J ' (£) Citibank made. a loan on thT Voorhees Property in
1 [ ' oy i I
* W T 1 Lot g ;
feaSonable”IEliance on the FLpresentations of the“borrowers”and 1
: | [ .
i : ‘

Fr y .ection with the

H |

that therevwould be no juri
|
|

!
¢

kfinanc;ng i'
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above transactions.

e

‘.' . 7 .'.‘ | . l|. ;»l 'T %'. ‘ : t
Ih.e_lﬂth_s_tr_eet_zrnp_em ?; i; '
gt i

4

‘(a) On or about November 21, 1989,_respondent

S. FREEMAN, actlng on behalf of respondent TODD, for or in L |
. {

!

expectation of compensation, negotiated the sale’ of real property

located at ‘4229 West' 167th Street, Lawndale, California (hereafter

the'lS?th-Street'Property), from Debra J. Barnes, Paul L. Barnes -

and Barbara J. Barnes to Joseph Oliver Lindsey Wright and Jennifer
\; ]

L. Davies, buyers, for a purchase price of $210 000, paid for by
$42,000 cash through escrow, a loan of $168 000 secured by a first

trust deed on the 167th Street Property At the cldse of escrow,
i - ﬁf !
there was no second trust deed on the 167th|Street Property On

[ Ir .‘.,,

or about January 4, 1990, escrow closed on’: the sale of the 167th
Street Property. _ L 5 i
. (b) To purchase the 167th Street Property, on or about

I

December 4; 1989, buyers applied to'Citibank for’a loan of
$168,000 secured by a first trust d‘ ed othhe 161th Street {
Property. Buyers represented they were‘goang toiprcvide $48,300i
as a downdpayment and that none of the dé&h‘paymékt was borrowed[
Buyers faiied to disclose. to C?tlb&%k that bnyers?were going to L
record a third trust deed secured by the 167th Street Property.

™ ™S

=
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(e In fact, buyers borrowed a substan t al portion of
N ' |t . '

i

the down payment for deposit 'to escrow,,or ‘the amount of the down
B o
payment was  later lent back to buyers pursuant to_an agreement ﬂ

i

i ¢

|
|
3l
i

entered 1nto prior to the close of escroy,:w;thfthewconsequent :

SR “

reduction in buyers' equity. LRespondent'S.;FREEMAN knew the down

ra

payment was borrowed. Tory Blazek, secretary to respondent TODD,
delivered 542,000 tolescrow prior to close of‘eécrow and at close

of escrow received back that amount. ; : - i

b

1

(d) After escrow closed on January 4, 1990, respondent
S. FREEMAN caused, alloued or permitted the recordation of a
second trust deed on the 167th Street Property inithe amount of

$42,000 1n favor of seller. Buyers, byithis amount, thus reduced
N . . i

- |
their equlty in the 167th Street Property; The noté and second

trust deediwere signed by buyers on or about December 29, 1989,

Il . ' ] ! |
[

and recorded on QOctober 9, 1991, ‘“J: ' ! i '
'(e) Citibank made a loan on the 167th|Street Property
in reascnable reliance on the representatlons oﬁ the borrowers and

1

that there would be no junior financing.

21. .

The Mathews Avenue Property ‘T
i
Respondents BOURCEOIS, MELILLO, VOY and TODD

(a) On or about July'zsl 1989, respon&ént MELILLO,
. I
acting forgor in expectation offcoﬁpensation, as agent fS} g i
respondenthODD, prepared a purchaee contract forLand negotiated
i - t '
the sale o% real property at:1906 Mathews ' Avenue #A,,Redondo i

o b i ‘:" 1 N ‘

by
Beach, California (hereaften the Nathews Avenue Property), from
‘ W ‘ xl
l;(buyer). The -

+

f

N i
Debra Lynn |Juckes (sellef) Ho Kathryn L

1
|
s
] v
} 1':,‘ .
M Tyt

i
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) i“"hl : g: | B b ! ‘; 1 “i ‘:;1
purchase price:of $330 000, with
Py
ed by a first trust

! l R |
S o ST

purchase contract prov1ded for a
$33,000 cash dbwn, and a locan of $297,00Q'secur
deed on thé Mathews Aeehue PLoerty. Theienwas to be no seeond

. | " . i
trust deed. At the close of escrow, there was no|second trust

deed on the Mathews Avenue Property.

{b} Respondent MELILLO knew the terms by which Ketchum

was to purchase the MathewsrAvenue Property. Respondent MELILLO

knew there was to be no second trust deed secured by the Mathews
Property. N o J'::.' ‘]

i '(c) To purchase the ‘Mathews Avenue Property, on or

1989, buyer- applied to Citibank fLr a loan of
i 1
$500,000 seCured by a first trust deed on’ the Mathews Avenue

Buyer represented that she would put approx1mately

about August 7,

Property.

$140,000 as a down payment ‘and- that none of the down payment was

beorrowed.

‘(d) Respondent BOURGEQIS loaned'$38,25bltoward the down

payvment toward the purchase of tHe Mathews'Avenue1Property and
. ) "!
received sald sum back at the close of that escrow.

E(e) After escrow closed on October 2,.F990, respondent

MELILLO,

with knowledge of the terms of the‘transaction, caused,

allowed or‘permitted the recordation of a second trust deed on the
Mathews Avenue Property in the amount of $31,500 in favor of the
Juckes Famﬂly Trust. The note and second trust deed werE"shgned

on or about September 7, 1989, hy'ﬁetchum and theltrust deed waa;

on that date notarlzed by respondent MELIPLO
| ! l

1
k

F(f)

Cltlbank mac

I
o

' ‘

e a loan on the’Mathew

‘Wﬂi

#J

‘M,H
NE

U)

'J

iy
i
A

|
Avenue Rroperty

i
|

F
k‘

i
i

reasonable rellance on thé representatuons of the borrowers and
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that there would be no junior flnanc1ng in connection with the |

l I"'.
J;

|

R . N |
above trahSactions. ! 1 g L
t |!| 1
l
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Respofdents BOURGEQIS, FIGUETREDO, MELILLO. VOY and TODD

- (a) On or about October 2, 1596, eschw closed on the
sale ef real property locsted at 1932 Graham'Ayenre #A, Redondo
Beach, Californis (hereafter the 1532 Gpsham Preperty), from !
Rodger D. iewis, seller, to respoﬁdent FIéUEIREﬁO; buyer, for a ‘
purchsse p;ice of $382,500, paid for by $40 750 . cash down payment
including a commission credit of $6,311]25, and 'a’ loan of $344,250
secured bysa first truse deed on the 1932'Grahah Froperty. At the
close of escrow, there was no second trﬁsf'deed on the 1932 Graham
Property. |

ifb) To purchase the 1932 Graham_PropeEty, on or about
September:iz, 1990, respondent'FIGUEIREﬁO appliedi to Citibank for
a loan of:§344,250 secured by a.first trust deed on the 1932
Graham Preperty. Respondeht FIGUEIREDO falsely-represented he was
going to p%ovide $36}250 as a down payment, provided by savings,
and falsei§ represented.that none of the dowﬁ péyhent was

i
beorrowed. :|Respondent FIGUEIREDQ intended: to occuby the property.

' | : |
Respondenq!FIGUEIREDO failed toldisclose to, and concealed from,

Citibank that he was ‘going to record a seeend tfu?t deed secured

by the 193é Graham Property. fhis conduet‘constktutes dishonest

donduct by,respondent FIGUEIREDO [ b N i o

| ' l 1‘

'; il :&cf Respondent.BOURG?O;S loan?d $38, ESOrto respondent
. ' : oo v i

Hi o .
close of escrow,
l
i

FIGdEIREDO as part of theldown payment before the

'

li o 1
: . i i
LA CA

)
A
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B ; ‘ )
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!
i
R
or as a loan _on respondent FIGUEIREDO'S equ ty in({the 1932 Graham

' ) ! ;
. i ‘ y w'-;:
) J (!l ‘ ”s,:'; ’ f ‘ A
i
; 1

Property pursuant teo an agreement entered 1nto prior'to the close
; <: .n‘ ) ; !: f ‘
of escrow. ‘At close of escrow, respondent BOURGEOI§

This repayment was concealed: by BCEIto Citibank.
[ |

1990,

was repaid

this amount .

r

(d) After escrow closed on October 2, respondents

g . f

FIGUEIREDO and MELILLO, with knowledge of ‘the false statements to
allowed or permitted the recordation of a second

Citibank, -caused,

trust deed,on the 1932 Graham Property in-the amodnt of $38,250 in
+ . s !"2t‘l ' !

favor of seller, Rodger D. Lewls, Respondent FIGUEIREDO, by this

amount, thug reduced his equlty in the 1932 Graham Property. The
note and second trust deed were signed by respondent FIGUEIREDO

: : ;
and notarlzed by respondent . MELILLO on or:about September 26,

1990, prior to the close of escrow and fundlng of the loan,

‘(e) Respondent TODD received a comm1551oh in connection
with the purchase of the 1932 Graham Property by respondent

FIGUEIREDO. Respondent TODD contributed that commission toward

.“
: A

: | '
FIGUEIREDQ's down payment. Respondent TODD knew or should have
known of the conduct of respondent FIGUEIREDO set;forth above.,

Respondent TCDD failed to exercise reasonable'sﬁpervision over

respondent. FIGUEIREDO, R i
b [ Ty frl
i{f) Citibank made a loan cn the 1932:Graham Property in
L _ o
reasonablehreliance on the representations of the borrowers and
that there lwould be no junior financing”iniconnec?ion with the
! : [ : e : “ )
. . ! ! . ; . 1
above transaction. | \ .
i 1 | :
i , ] | . | /i, .} |
b ‘ AN A oy ‘
! “; TEN :~.:} :'I ‘H ‘ ’i‘;| | i
! f“t ' ‘1‘ 3 /'“ TR ! Elj"
i o i r"E o e '\E s
[ A R
. K I all o
i o I N ' L ! Ly
- | 4ol IS T
i H ‘ t 1 " B ‘l: v :r-i’ [ ' i §o
| j SRR Rin &t
I T e .
“ ] t E! 1 Pl 3 f‘;‘ I Ii Y. ‘m:‘
| | S \ | Yoy | I | [ i ’1“
| A I S B e b
‘. | } \:5 ) I Eli .1_! ll‘l] . ‘ i “! ‘h‘
: ‘ | . [ B f«-";ia‘ Iw“ i‘ t b {
sosilen - L SRR TP N | SR R e




v

® N & 19 2N - S 7

10
11
12
v 13
14
15
lg

17
18
19
20
2l
22
23
24
25
26

27

JRT PAPER
¥E oF CALIFORNIA
[ 113 (REV. B-72)

760

Ay -
(V]

¥ o
{a) On or about February 21, 1989, resﬁondent D. A,

THOMAS, act&ng on behalf of respondent TODD, for or in expectation

of compensation, negotiated the sale of real property located at

14701 Miller Avenue, Gardena, California (hereafter the Miller

Avenue Property), from Mario Sanchez, seller, to Michael Thomas
Worden and‘Jay Santi Saekhow and Jan Lim Saekhow, buyers, for a

purchase price of $229,000, paid for by $22 900 cash ‘through

es5crow, a loan of $206,100 secured by a first trust deed on the f

Miller Avenue Property. At the close of escrow,;there'was no!

second trust deed on. the Miller Avenue Property.i
. f

On or about

April 21, 1989,'escrow closed on the sale of the’giller Avenue

!
Property.
-(b) To purchase the Miller Avenue Property, on or about

February 15, 1989, buyers applied to Citibank for|a loan of

$206,100 secured by a first trust deed on the Miller Avenue

Property. Buyers represented they were going to prov1de $28,700

as a down payment and that none of the down payment was borrowed.
Buyers failed to disclose to Citibank that buyers, and respondent
: |
THOMAS, were going to record a third trust deedsecured by the
' \ }

ilil : -

4
Miller Avenue Property.

. ' ! ' Co !
'(c) In fact, buyers borrowed a substaJtial portion of

the down pﬁyment for dep031tito'esdrow, or the amount of the down
. i o |> 5" -Iu. |

payment wa's later lent back}To;buyérs pur@uant to an,agreement

i . TN A i ' !

entered 1nto prior to the close|oflescrow,l 1th tne éo'sequent

"i_} vilte :
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|

reduction in buyers' equity.‘ Respondent‘D{rA; THOMAS knew the
- - ra E . F' 1] J )
down payment was borrowed. ' P

(d) After escrow closed on Aprll 21 1989 respondent

{
|
f
D. A. THOMAS caused, allowed or permitted the recordatlon of a

second trust deed on the Miller Avenue Property in the amount of
$10,104 in favor of seller and respondent D. A. THOMAS. Buyers,

by this amount, thus reduced their equity in the Miller Avenue

Property. :The note and second trust deed were signed by buyers on

i

or about April 20, 1989.. i T
; 1 : ' ;::- o 1

. + . I

L }(e) Respondent VOY learned from respondent THOMAS that

;H
buyers had to borrow part of thElr down payment and advised

respondent“THOMAS that he and’ the seller could loan buyers part

of the down payment. Thls advice was in derogatlon of Citibank's
lending policies. Respondent VOY's conduct constitutes dishonest
dealing,

i
4

v
i(f) Citibank made a lcan on the'MillenlAvenue Property

in reasonable reliance on the reﬁresentetions~offthe borrowers and
that there would be no junicr financing.

; 24,

Respondents D, A. THOMAS, VOY andWiQDD .

| bl
acting on behalf of respondent TODD, for or in expectation of .
‘ I \ a
w \ ’| .
compensatlon, negotiated the sale of real'property located at
. 4 . “'=

! 11g ! L !F

Streetj awndali, Califrfnla (hereafterj
i “l N ‘; “ 4‘ l. 1 ;

| | g
the‘172nd étreet Propertr),from Wllllan anQQSandra

%613 and 4615 West 172nd

!.
sellers, to Alan Everette Mdd

4! " W%““

" -
I
? |

e S F L [T B
wellpdaf o : ‘ ’ -:‘al\EiiLiw! Hils

|
[
i
i
!
I

, : v | ‘[' i |
(a) On or about July'30, 1990, respondent D. A. THOMAS,.
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A !
ol o
purchase prlce of $288,000, pald for by $60 400 c

| ]

i |
B
7sh through' 1
e3Crow, a loan of $230,400 secured by a first trust

| L B

deed on. the J

; !

172nd Street Property. On or about August 31, 1990f escrowlclosed-

on the sale of the 172nd Street Property;f At theiciose of escrow,
there was no second trust deed on the 172nd Street Property;

(b) To purchase the 172nd Street Propeérty, on or about
August 6, 1990 buyers applied to Citlbank for a loan of $230 400
secured by a first trust deed on the 172nd Street Property.

|
Buyers represented they were 901ng to provide $55’600 as a down
.,‘! , ' |

payment and that none of the down payment was borrowed Buyers

failed to disclose to Citibank that[Buyers were going to record a
second trust deed secured by the 172nd Stieettfgoperty |
LR 1
| f(c) In fact, buyers borrowed aisubstaLLial gortion oﬁ
the down payment for deposit to.estrow, or the amount of the dowd
payment was later lent back to buyers pursuant ﬁéfaﬁ agreement

AN
entered into prior to the close of{escrow, w1thtthejconsequent '
. S . t ,
reduction in buyers' equity. Respondent D. A, TH?MAS knew the |
down payment was borrowed and buyers had’ represented to Citibank

ncne of the payment was borrowed; $57, 600 was paid at the close of
. | I
escrow to Julie Thomas, wife of respondent D. A. THOMAS This
' H
’ !
i
t

payment was reported by BCE to Cidibank as a. "Payoff Per | |

Instructions" without 1dent1fy1ng the payee,

" l 1 . 1
fact that the down payment was borrowed f . W b L
\ (d) After escrow closed!on August,31,i19§0,'re5pondent

J

A A :

)
Tecond trust deed on the|172nd Street Property 1n't1e amount of
S

A, THOMAS caused, allowed or permitted the. recordation of a ‘i
i
(. 1) L
S LT el T
-

|
|

|

I

yers,rbyqthis amount, thus reduced

57, 600 1n|favor of sellers|

b

1
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i ‘ ‘ ‘;i . -;- ‘ &i;‘ . \‘
their equty in the 172nd Streeé PropertylllThe'note and second !
D h I
trust deed were 31gned by buyers on or abouthugrLt 28, 1990 ‘w
u e - ; i
| I‘; 3
(e) <Citibank made a loan on the 172nd Street Property
.\

in reasonable reliance on the representatlons of the borrowers and

that there would be no junior financing in connecFion w1th the ;

above transaction. . 'I; ' :!
25 - ' ; E' '
‘ L .E
' Cranbrook Property L.
. \ -'— .
i " (a) On or about September 14,:1989, éJétow closed on.

the sale of real property located at 15123'Crangr%0k, Lawndale, !
California (hereafter the Cranbrock Property), fr%m respondent D.
A.jTHOMAS iet al., sellers, to Dane A. Roberts enh Deborah A.
Howard, buyers, for a purchase price of $266,000,§paid for by

$26, 600 cesh tﬁrough escrow, a loan of $207,200jeeéured by a first
trust deeqion the Cranbrook Property, a lodn ofzgég 200 seéured;by
a second trust deed in favor of ‘zeller. - At the' close of escrowj
there was no third trust deed on the Cranbrook Prgperty ;

flb) To purchase the Cranbrook .Property, 'on or about

August 21 and 22, 1989, buyers applied to Citibank for a loan of

i

$207,200 secured by a first trust deed on the Crahbrook Property.

10
Buyers represented they were going to provide $28,600 as a down
F
] - i
payment and that ,none of the down payment was borfowed Buyers
! |

failed to dlsclose to Citibank that buyers, and respondent D. A.

C ‘ g
THOMAS, were going to record a. thlrd trust deed;secured by,the
1 .
! \ o ’ Ll g ‘ : (. di
‘ it : i v
Cranbrook ?roperty. : ﬁ§ A ﬁ: -ﬂiﬁfl “n X
. ‘ ik o L ;
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i’

(c) buyers borrowed'a substant

In fact,

the down payment for dep051t to escrow, or the ameunt of the dow

payment was later lent back to buyers pursuant to
F 1
entered 1nto prior to the close of1escrow,

reduction in buyers' equity.

(d) After escrow closed on June 16, 19§

A. THOMAS caused,

trust deed.Pn the Cranbrook‘Propert} in the,amount

] o - |
favor of seller, respondent D. A. THOMAS,Wet'al;“’

third trust deed were signed by buyers on or about

prior to the close of escrow and the funding
} )

1989,
(e)

reasonable reliance on the representations of the

that there would be no junicr financing in connection with the

above transaction,
26. s “a

135th Street Property

1

:(a) On or about September 19, 1989,
; ' |
THOMAS,

respondent.TODD,

4821 West 135th Street, Hawthorne, California

4

Street Property), from respondent R. R, THOMAS, ‘ge

Richard Phllllps and Mellssa Wise, buyers;

for arp

$239,500, paid for by $47, 300 cashtthrough escrow;

oo k]
trust‘deed onlthe 135

|
A i 11’1

No second or thlrd truﬁJ deed was part

N ! HE— }; 3
] . "‘i ) . ! g
j SRR ljn
_ L1 s ! T
1! ] J ! 1 v 'm‘l'i :-I ,i ‘
, : . . l‘ i {‘ b ?ll “l{ o . l‘z

‘l - ! nihlJivt:"‘

$191, 600 secured by a flrSt
Property. i 1
| i 1o

kit - ai w R e )

i;i! !..2i E}<
e L
B b ’ :
| ™

an agreement §
I

w1thlthe consequent

, ]
allowed or permitted the recordation of-a third

The note and

Citibank made a loan on the Cranbrpok Property in

BﬂSRQnd&DLﬁ_IL_Jln,IHQMASh_B4_Bu_ﬂﬁﬂmﬂﬁh_jﬂli_and_mﬂnn

negotiated the sale of real property located at

ial portlon of

:!
!

o= e

8, respondent D,

‘of $14,300 iJ

September 12,
’ l

bf the lecan,

borrowers and’

respondent D. A, |
|
|

actlng for or in expectation of compensatxon on behalf of

|

(hereafter the 135th.

ller, to Thomas

urchase price of
' P
a loan of

hFStreet
o ‘ 1,

of the wrltten'
: : , Ii
k P 1.

I 1

{

L
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4
i

|
® ! - .,J; o

, 1989 ;escrow Flosed on the ﬂ

On or about October 2

i
agreement. |
I

sale of the 135th Street Property At the closé oﬁ escrow, there
| i

."!: . ' 1
l

was no second or third trusﬁ deed : jon the '135th Stf%et Property.

PR 70 S

|
|
(b)» To purchase the 135th Street Property, on or about

!

September 18, 1989, buyers applled to Citlbank for a loan of
Slsé 000, later increased to $191 000, secured by a first trust
' |

0 i E
deed on the 135th Street Property : Buyers represented they were
: o , .

going to provide $46,400 as a down.payment and that none of the
down payment was borrowed. Buyers failed to disciose to Citibank
that buyers; and respondents R. 'R. THOMAS and D A. THOMAS, were
going to record second and thlrd trust deeds secured by the 135th

: Lo
Street Property " R _-ﬁ
: . "
: ‘tc) In fact, buyers‘borrowed a substantial portion of

the down payment for deposit to;escrow,'or?the amount of the down
! SR s :
payment was later 1ent back|to buyers pursuant to!an agreement
i .
entered 1nto prior to the closelof escrow, with the consequent
.

reduction in buyers' equity. The transfer of funds went through
respondent -D. A. THOMAS. Respondent D. A. THOMAS knew that a

substantial part of the down payment was borrowed.

i
B i

-(d) After escrow closed on October 23,r 1989,

b
respondents R. R. THOMAS and D. A, THOMAS causedi|allowed or

permitted the recordation of second and.thlrd trust deeds on the
135th Street Property, (a) the second trust deed ‘in favor of Louis

and Bonnie Bourge01s for $29 937 50 andfkbfithe'third trust deed

l

. ‘ i 'HI :
in the amount of $23,950 in!favoracf sel;er” res%ondents R, R,
. ) . e'; | ; R

THOMAS, D.|A. THOMAS, et alii uyers, by"?i this am'o

ri::_
o
-t
t
g
=
9]

i I . s
reduced their equity in the | 135th StreetﬂProperty
! | | o]
| | - B

| t i |
: ' . . E
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K. o
) . ' % .
the second-and third trust deeds were dated and|signed by buyers

1

on Octobe£!13;.f§89, ten days prior to thé close of escrow and the
funding ofrthe loan. -

(e) Respondent TODD anticipat;d the receipt of a
commission:in connection with the sale of the 135th Street
Proﬁerty bQ respondent R. R. THOMAS, Réspondent TODD waived that
commiésion'to the benefit of fesﬁondent R. R. THOMAS. Respondent
TODD knew or should have known of the conduct of respondent D. A,
THOMAS set  forth above. Respbndént TODD ‘failed to exercise

reasonable supervision over respondents R. R. THOMAS and D. A.

THOMAS,

5
P H
'

;ff) Citibank made a loan on'fﬁé‘1§5th‘skreet Property
in‘reasongble reliance on the representéﬁions of the borfowers and
that therétwould be no junior financing'in'connection with the
above transaction. |
27,
; The 224th Street Property
Respondents D, A, THOMAS, R. R, THOMAS, VOY and TODD
(a) On or about September 19, 1989, respondent D. A,

THOMAS, acting for or in expectation of compensation on behalf of

respondent TODD, negotiated the sale of real property located at

1517 West 224th Street, Torrance, California (hereafter the 224th

Street Prdﬁerty), from respondent R. R. THOMAS, seller,“Eb Jeff

Michael McPherson and Misty Manist, buyers, for a purchase price
of $210,000, paid for by $42,000 cash t@ipugh e?ciow, a loan of
$168,600'éécured by a first!trust deed éghthezgéth Street
Propertyf’ No second trust déed w§§ paréjaf the?ﬁ

itten agreement.
[ .




10
11

23
24
25

26

27

COURT PAPER
BTATE OF CALLFORNIA
STD. 113 {REV. 8.72)

&5 J4760

w W NN e O e N

Property.— - - - - : : T L

D. A. THOMAS and BOURGEOIS caused, allowed or permitted the

= ey s mm e AL B AR e = % e

escrow closed on the sale of the

On or about October 6,

1989,

224th Street Property. At the close of escrow, there was no

second trust deed on tfg 224th Street Property.

(b) To purchase the 224th Street Prdbe?ty, on or about
September 7, 1989, buyers appli;a to Citibank for a leoan of
$168,000'secured by a first trust deed on the 224th Street _

Buyers represented they were going to provide $43,000
[

Property.
as a down payment froﬁ savings and checking and that none oflthe
down payment was borrowed. Buyeis failed to disclose to Citibank
that buyefé, and respondents D. A. THbMAS and BOURGEOIS, were

going to ‘record a second trust deeds secured-by-the 224th Street

(E) 'In fact, buyers'bag}oﬁedkg éubéEéHEiﬁlpﬁaitlbn of
the dowq payment for deposit to escrow, or the gmount of the down
paym?ﬁt ;ési{éﬁer lent back to_buyérS'éprsuahE‘ta'aﬂ ééree&ent'
entered into ﬁfior to the close of escrow, with the consééuent

reduction in Buyers' eéquity. The transfer of funds went through

respondent BOURGEOIS.

Respondents BOURGEOIS and D. A. THOMAS knew
that a substantial part of the down paymént was borrowed.

{d) After escrow closed on Octobe;_s, 1889, respondenté

recordation of a second trust deed on the 224th Street Property in

favor of Louls and Bonnmie Bourgeois for $29,937.50 Buyers, by

this amount, thus reduced their equity in the 224th Street

Property., The notes and the second trust deed was dated and
signed by buyers on Octocber 6, 19889,

e L. - .
_24_
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'"was part of the wrrtten agreement

[ P R A S Sy

(e} Citibank made a lcan on the 224th Street Property
in reasonable reliance on the representations cof the borrowers and

that there would be no junior financing. -

- 28.

-

The Denker Property

(af On or about November 14, 1989, respondents

[

¢

J. THOMAS and D. A. THOMAS acting for or in expectation of

compensation-on behalf of respondent TODD, negotiated the sale of

real property located at 21522 Denker, Torrance, California

{hereafter the Denker._Property),-from Michael McPherson, sellerh

to Louis SimpSon, buyer, for a purchase price of $235,350, paid -

for by $82 150 cash through escrow, 'a loan;of“SISBTGOO;secured by 1

a flrst trust deed on- the Denker Property No second trust deed

] LTI . -

On .or about January 8, 1990,5

Saver SR o [ [ R4 -

escrow closed on the sale of the Denker Property At the close of

escrow, there“was no second trust"deed on the Denker Property.

- '(b); To purchase the Denker Property, on or about

September 7, 1989, buyers applied to Citibank for a loan of

$168,000_secured by a first trust deed on the Denker Property

Buyers represented they were going to provide $43 000 as a down

payment from savlngs and checking and that none'of therown‘
payment was borrowed. Buyers failed to disclose to Citibank that-

buyers were going to record a second trust deed secured by the

224th Street Property.
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(c) In fact, buyers borrowed

the down payment for deposit to escrow,

a substantial portion of

or the amount of the down

’ of seller for $81 150

_J_ THOMAS T ) . o A o R

) that there would be no junlor f1nanc1ng

_Patricia Galiocne,

payment was™ later lent back to buyers pursuant to an agreement

entered into prior to the close of escrow, with the consequent

reduction in buyers' equity. Partial down payment was provided by

At close of

Lisa D'Amofe, secretary to respondent D. A. THOMAS.

escrow, D'Amore received back that same amount. Respondent

D. A. THOMAS knew that a substantial part of the down payment was

borrowed. - -

respondents

(d) After escrow closed on January 8, 1990,

D. A. THOMAS and J. THOMAS caused,-allowed or permitted the...-

recordation of a second trust deed on the Denker Property in favor

..... ‘Bhyersr‘EQ-thiguémdﬁﬁfjlthu§'reaUCEd o

thelr equlty in the Denker Property. The note and second trust

1990

deed were dated and 51gned by buyers on January 3, -Both the

first and second trust deeds were notarized by respondent

(ei Cltlbank made a loan on the Denker Property in

reasonable reliance on the representations of the borrowers and

29,
Lhe Speyer lLane Property’ - -
, ~HOLS, MANNING. VOY and TODD- -
(a) On or about March 7, 1990, escrow closed on the
sale of real property located at 2009 Speyer Lane, Unit A, Redondo

Beach, California

seller, to respondents NICHOLS. and MANNING,

{hereafter the--Speyer Lane—Property),—from-------1
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.11

January 24,1990, respondents-NICHOLS and MANNING applied to

‘down payment; from savings, checking and commission, and that none

'would occupy the property Respondents NICHOLS and MANNING failed

“to disclose to, and concealed from, Citibank"that“tHeY"were'going

) This conduct constitutes dishonest conduct by respondents NICHOLS

_close of escrow._

‘was providedfby~the Fabiano-Corporation as-a-loan to respondents..

buyers, for a purchase price of $349,000, paid for by $69,800 cash
down payment, and a loan of $279,200 secured by a first trust deed
on the Speyer Lane Property. At the close of escrow, there was no

second trust deed on the Speyer Lane Property.

s

(b} To purchase the Speyer Lane Property, on or about

'

Citibank for a loan of $279,200 secured by a first trust deed on
i

the Speyer Lane Property. Respondents NICHOLS and MANNING

represented they were going to provide approximately $71,900 as a

©of the down payment was borrowed - Respondents NICHOLS and MANNING

to record a second trust deed secured by the Speyer Lane Property.

~

UL -

e

and MANNING - After the filing of the loan application, respondent

MANNING informed reSpondent VoY buyers did not. want- to- place their

money down.i Respondent "VOY adv1sed them to negotiate w1th the

seller and to record a trust deed in favor of seller after the

{c}) 1In fact, buyers borrowed a substantial portion of
the down p;;ment for deposit to escrow, or“the"amount“of thé”dowd
payment was later lent back to buyer pursuant to an agreement
entered into prior to the close of escrow, with the consequent

reduction in buyers' equity. In fact, $34,9%00 of the down payment]

NICHOLS and MANNING pursuant to an agreement entered into before

-27-
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the close of escrow..

R 1
2 (d) After escrow closed on January 17, 1990,
3 respondents NICHOLS, MANNING and VOY caused, allowed or permitted
4 the recordation of a second trust deed on the Speyer Lane Property
5 in the amcunt of $34,900 in fador of the Bapoun Corporation and
6 the Fabiano Corporation. Respondents NICHOLS and MANNING, bf this
7 amount, thus-reduced tneir equity in the Speyer Lane Property.
8 Tne note and second trust deed were signed by respondents NinOLS
9 and MANNING on March 2, 1990, prior to the close of escrow or the
o7 10 funding of the Citibank loan. Respondent VOY ‘knew of but
e 111_ concealed this second trust deed from her employer, Citiban%ﬂ_n_“__
-__ - 12 —— _ . _(e)__.Respondent TODD received a commission_in -connection
S 13 '.w1th the-purchase of the Speyer Lane Property by respondent T
14 NICHOLS Respondent TODD contributed that commission toward
_é?ij 15 respondent NICHOLS down payment s Respondent TODD knew or’ should
16 have known of the conduct of respondent MANNING set fortn‘above
B e 17 ,ARespondent “TODD failed to exercrse reasonable supervrslon over
18| respondent MANNING. .
19 (f) Cilitibank made a loan on the Speyer Lane Property in
- _j_"_ 20| _reasonable reliance on the representations of the borrowers and
) 21 tnet there wo:id pe no junior financing. ~ o -
- T TeolT 0 T T T T T 30, CoTTTTEE s Tma .
- 23 - The 187th Street Property ‘
24 Respondents ROYDS, VOY and TODD B
25 {(a) On or about September 20, 1989, respondent ROYDS,
ég for or in-expectation of -compensation, acting-on behalf of
27 respondent TODD, negotiated the sale of real property at 3232 West

COURT FAPER

BYATE OF CALIFONNIA
STD. 113 (REV. 8.72)

85 34780

-28-




©w O 3 ® ;b o N

- e o
N ~» O

COURT PAPER
BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
STD. 113 (REY. 8.7

85 4769

R Rl T C I . - e . —_—

187th Street, Torrance, California (the 187th Street Property),
between Knobby Yoshida, seller, and Jose Luis Rodriguez, buyer,
for a purchase price of $254,000, financed by-a first trust deed
of $226,800 and a casnmdeposit of $29,200 by buyer.

{b} To purchase the!ISTth Street-ﬁroperty, on or about
October 23, 1989, Rodriguez applied to Citibank‘for a leoan ofi
$228 000 secured by a first trust deed on the Vanderbillt Property
Redriguez represented that he would put approximately $34, 300 as a
down payment and that none,of the down payment was borrowed.

“(c) " In fact, buyer borrowed a substantial portion of

the down payment for deposit to escrow, or the amount of the down

payment was. later lent back to buyer pursuant -to an agreement

- A A

"entered into prior to the close of escrow, with the consequent

reduction in buyer's equity. Respondent "ROYDS knew of the

borrow1ng or. w1thdrawal of the down payment from escrow.with the’

Foetrcder

consequent reductlon in buyer's equity.

(o) BCE provided COplES of escrow 1nstructlons and -

'c1081ng statement "to Citibank, representlng that Rodrlguez had

deposited $29,200 when, in fact, Rodriguez had not deposited that

amount BCE concealed from Citibank that respondent ROYDS was

paid $25, 400 as relmbursement for funds respondent ROYDS supplled

or caused to be supplled to escrow as part of the down payment

{e) After escrow closed on November 28, 1989,

respondent ROYDS caused, allowed or permitted the recordation of a

second trust deed on the 187th Street Property in the amount of

$25,400 in favor of seller, Yoshida. The note and second trust

deed were . signed by Rodriguez on November 21, 1989, prior to the




\

y l close of escrow and the funding of the loan. Respondent ROYDS
2 advised seller to accept the second trust deed as a substitute for
3 buyer's down payment. This was dishonest dealing by respondent
4 ROYDS. B
5 I(f) Citibank made a‘zoan on the 187th Street Property
6 in reasonable reliance on the representations of the borrowers and
7| that there would be no junior financing. | .
8 31. "
9 The 2007 Graham Avenue Property
10 Tt T Respondents POTENTI, VOY and TODD T
IR ¢ ¥ = ta) Between on or_about_May 8, 1989, through on or .
- 12 about July:’ 26 1989, respondent POTENTI,'for‘cr-in-expectation-of
T - 13 f_bompensatlon, actlng S behalf of respondentHTODD“'dba RMECR,
14 'negotlated the sale‘of real property at 2007 Graham Avenue,
2zji.ri5 Redondo Beach Callfornla (hereafter the 2007 Graham Avenue -
) 113 _ Propertiy:-hy the Fablano Corporatlon and the Bayoun Corporatlon,
__“__;i;"_;y ;Vsellers, to_the. Clsneroe_Famlry Trust, buyer, by Larry J. ana
- - 18 Marla é:sneros, truetees, for a purchase E;:Z;*SE'5555—655_"-_"“"_
. 19 flnanced-by a first trust deed of SSO0,0GO and a cash depbsit of
_K - 20 $135 000 by buyer. i L
| 21 | “:-w;hs To purchase the 2007 Graham Avenue Pro;ert;; onmcr‘
) 20 _about Ma& 15, 1989, buyer applied to Citibank-ror a loan of
23 $500, 000 secured by a first trust deed on the 2007 Graham Avenue
24 Property. Buyer represented that it would put approximately
25 $140,000 as a down payment and that none of the down payment was
= ... ®e| borrowedsivwiio oo oseer—m— e T
ol - - L /o , | )
AL 30— '

© BTD. 113 (REV. 8.TD

55 4700
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{c) In fact, buyer borrowed a substantial portion of
the down payment for deposit to escrow, or the amount of the down
payment was later lent back to buyer pursuant—to an agreement

entered into prior to the ciose of escrow, with the consequent

’-

reduction in buyer's equity.
- {(d)y——Escrow for the sale of the 2007 Graham Avenue

Property closed on July 26, 1989. Respondent POTENTI caused,.

s

allowed or permitted the recordatien of a second trust deed on the
2007 Graham Avenue Property in the amount of $62,000 in favor of
respondent POTENTI. The note and second trust deed were signed by

bUYeEﬁPQ_QH}Y;l@L_}Qﬁgg prior to the close_of escrow and the

fundlng of the loan. . Respondent POTENTI advised buyer to execute

_ the second trust deed as a substitute for buyer s down’ payment

Thls was dlshonest dealing by respondent POTENTI

“Ef-""f (e)_ Cltlbank made a loan on the 2007 Graham Avenue ~ =

sor H -

Property in reasonable reliance on the representatlons of the

-borrowers and that there would be no. junlor flnancing

—— = D T — L~ -

— =TT e ' E 32 . ) R

(a) On or about March 30 1990, escrow closed on the
sale-of_;;al property located at 405 21st Place, Manhattan Beach,
California (hereafter the 21lst Place Property), from Allan H,.
Juckes and Joan €. Juckes, Marlen G. Hubbard and Raphaele F.
Hubbard, sellers, to respondent TODD, buyer, for a purchase price

of $595,000, paid for by $119,000 cash down.payment anq a_loan of

$476,000 secured by a first trust. deed on the_21st Place Property.

_31...
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At the close of escrow, there was no second trust deed on the 21st
Place Property.

(b} To purchase the 21st Place Property, on or about

March.6, 1990, respondent TODD applied to Citibanh for a lcan of
$476,000 secured by a first trust deed on the 21lst Place Property.
Respondent TODD represented he was going to provide approxrmately
'$126 000 as a down payment, from savings, and that none of the
down payment was borrowed. Respondent TODD failed to discloée to,
and concealed from, Citibank that he was going to record a second

1trust déé&”seéafed by'the 21st Place Property. This conduct

.constltutes dlshonest conduct.:. .. I EET U

’(c)¢ In fact, respondent TODD borrowed a substantial

- - - PR

portlon of ‘the down payment ‘for deposit td escrow, or the amount

of the down payment was later lent back to respondent pursuant to

- ~

an agreement entered 1nto prlor to the close “of escrow, thh_the'

2 kX . T .. A - A

consequent reductlon in buyer s equity. . - - = -

et _(dLe,After escrow closed on March 30, 1990 respondent

TODD caused, allowed or permltted the recordatlon of a second ———

trust deed on the 2lst Place Property in the amount of 559, 000 in
favor of sellers. Respondent TODD, by this amount, thus reduced

his equity in the 2lst Place Property. The note and second trust
deed were siéﬁéa by respondent TODD on March' 36 _5990 p;iormtoT;:
the close of escrow and funding of the loan.

(e} Had Citibank known the down payment was borrowed,

the reduction in equity, or about the second trust deed, Citibank

would not have made the-loan. Citibank did—not-discove{_the—fraud

-—-in this .transaction alone prior to July 22, _1992.. [This .

=32~ . - e
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transaction 1s alsc alleged in an Accusatlon agalnst respondent
. I ;
.]I Toare . .E‘I'
TODD, H—25ﬁ79 LA, filed October 6, 1993.Jg4i':vi%| , |
; ! ) IR L

|
|
|

't

] SR < R A R A
i P
. il

| Ciribank - Lii E
. : : o it ‘ I
(a) In each tranéaction set forth aboveﬂ Cltlbank madg

. PR |
s

v
L

loans in reasonable reliance on the repreSentations of the
. i
borrowers and that there would be no junior financing in

connection with the above transacribns.

{b) Had Citibank.knownﬁhe'down:pafments were borroweé,
the reauctions‘in equity or about the second truet deeds in the
above traneactions, Citibank would not have madejthe loans .

(c) Citibank did not discover these facts priorito

May 1, 1993, and could not have disoovered'thesewfaots in the

' q4 ]
exercise of reasonable care prior to May 1, 1993, except f&r the
f {
transactlon described in paragraph 32 above The conspiracy and
4, ‘ !

respondent VOY s involvement was not discovered until after May 1

1993. Lo

CAUSES FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

i
|
i

. _ 34.)

The conduct or omissions |of respondent TODD, as set

: . ) ! g S .
forth above, subjects his real estate license to suspension or
. - i N .
revocation under the provisions of Code Sections:
[ )

“{a) 10176(a) foricausin& or alloWing substantial

' ! b R

, ' l l o |; ; ) \‘

" (b) 10176 (1) for'fraud ?r dlshonest djallngn %

. g : ! ! LT T

P {c)y 10177(f) .for conduct whichTwole_pave warranted F
i
i

misrepresentations.

o ' SRR
; o ; -..: |
denial of -a real estate llcense 1flthe condurt 1"no
.',; ' ' J \ [N . af .
.. , i il | i gl
& ! 'h»n'.wil'
1 il o

T - -33 A
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connection with a transaction for which a real estate license is

required.

(d) 10177(h) for failure to supervise his licensee
employees in the conduct of acts requiring a license.

(e} 1C177(3) for fraud or dishonest dealing if the
conduct is not in connection with a transaction for which a real
estate license is required.

35,

The conduct or omissions of respondent VQY, as set forth
above, subjects her real estate license and license rights to
suspenslion or revocation under the provisions of Code Section
10177 (£f) for conduct which would have warranted the denial of a
real estate license and/or 10177(j) for fraud or dishonest
dealing.

36.
The conduct or omissions of respondents BOURGEOILS,
D. A. THOMAS, J. B. THOMAS, D. FREEMAN, 5. FREEMAN, FIGUEIREDO,
ROYDS and MELILLO, as set forth above, while acting on behalf of
others, subject their real estate licenses and license rights to
suspension or revocation under the provisions of Code Sections:

{a) 10176(a) for causing or allowing substantial
misrepresentations.

{b} 10176(1) for fraud or dishonest dealing.

(c) 10177 (f) for conduct which would have warranted the
denial of a real estate license.

{d) 10177(3j) for fraud or dishonest dealing if the

conduct is not-in connection with a transaction for which a real

_34_
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estate license is required.
) 37.

The conduct or omissions of respondents BOURGEQIS,
D. FREEMAN, S. FREEMAN, D. A. THOMAS, R. R. THOMAS, FIGUEIREDO,
NICHOLS, individually and dba Meridian Properties, MANNING and
MELILLO, as set forth above, while acting as principals, subject
their real estate licenses and license rights to suspension or
revocation under the provisions of Code Sections:

(a) 10177(f) for conduct which would have warranted the
denial of a real estate license.

(b) 10177(j) for fraud or dishonest dealing if the

conduct is not in connection with a transaction for which a real

estate license 1is required.

T T

~

-~~~

-35-




COURT PAPER

0 ® I O (4 I S 1 N

=g
= ©

12
13

14
15
lse
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

BYATE OF CALIFORMNIA
STOD. 113 (REV. 8.72)

B85 M09

WHEREFCORE, Complainant prays that a hearing be conducted
on the allegations of this Accusation and that upon proof thereof,
a decision be rendered imposing disciplinary action against all
licenses and license rights of respondents ROBERT KENNETH TCDD,
dba Re/Max Beach Cities Realty,"Re/Max of Héfmosa Beach, Re/Max of
Manhattan Beach, Ré/Max Professionals Realty, Coastal Financigl
Real Estate Loans, and RKT Realty; JODI A. VOY; LOUIS WRIGHT 

BOURGE(QIS; DAVID ELLIS FREEMAN, SUSAN WRIGHT FREEMAN,; DEAN ALLEN

THOMAS; RICK RAY THOMAS; JACK B. THOMAS; PAUL J, FIGUETREDO;

' BARBARA MARY NICHOLS, dba Meridian Properties; CHARLES RAY

MANNING; TOM GEORGE ROYDS; MARTI MELILLO; and TONY POTENTI, under

the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business and

- Professions Code) and for such other and further relief as may be

proper under other applicable provisions of law.

" Dated at Los Angeles; California,

this 29th day of April, 1994. % %

SATEVEN J. ELL —-
Deputy Real state Commissiconer

cc: Robert Kenneth Todd
Jodi A. Voy
Louis Wright Bourgeois
David Ellis Freeman
Susan Wright Freeman
'Dean Allen Thomas
Rick Ray Thomas
Jack B. Thomas
Paul J. Figueiredo
Barbara Mary Nichols
Charles Ray Manning
Tom George Royds
Marti Melillo
Tony Potenti
Stuart-Wright Mortgage Inc. S e e
Mark Shelton
Seaside Financial Corporation
Sacto./AS
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