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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAI, ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* Kk ok Rk

In the Matter of the Accusation of
No. H-27521 LA
SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, dba
"National Realty Group” and '
“SMC Mortgage”.

Respondent.

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE

On April 22, 1998, a Decision was rendered herein,
revoking the corporate reai estate broker license of
SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY (now NATIONAL ONE MORTGAGE CORP.),
effective May 19, 1998, Respondent was given the right to apply
fof and be issued a restricted corpofate real estate broker
license. Said license was issued on June 28, '1998.
7/ |
/17
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On or about Julful, 2002, Respondent petitioned for
reinstatement of it’s real estate license and the Attorney
General of the State of California has been given notice of
the filing of the petition.

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
license to Respondent.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY's (now NATIONAL ONE MORTGAGE CORP.),

petition for reinstatement is granted and that i

corporate real estate broker license be issued to Respondent if

it satisfies the following condition within one (1) vear from

the date of this Order:

Submittal of a completed application and rayment of

the fee for a corporate real estate broker license.

This Order ghall become effective immediately.

%@w&u//@ 200>,

CC:' National One Mortgage Corp.
6972 Harvest Lane
Riverside, CA 92506

6700 Indiana Ave., # 130
Riverside, CA 92506
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

INNE )

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

.***
In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H-27521 LA
JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS,

Respondent.

)
)
)
)
)
)

ORDER GRANTING REINSTATEMENT OF LICENSE

On April 22, 1998, a Decision was rendered herein
revoking the real estate broker license of Respondent, but
granting Respondent the right to the issuance of a restricted
real estate broker license. A restricted real estate broker
license was issued to Respondent or about June 28, 1998, and
Respondent has cperated as a restricted licensee without cause
for disciplinary action against Respondent gince that time.

On July 26, 2001, 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 said petition.
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I have considered the petition of Respondent and
the evidence and arguments in support thereof including
Respondent’s record as a restricted licensee. Respondent
has demonstrated to my satisfaction that Respondent meets the
requirements of law for the issuance to Respondent of an
unrestricted real estate broker license and that it would not
be against the public interest to issue said license to
Respondent JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement is granted and that a real estate

broker license be issued to Respondent if 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 broker license.

2. Submittal of evidence of having, 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.

This Order shall become effective immediately.

DATED: / /,)/,:A/Zé,/, % OO 2
’ o

PAULA REDDISH ZINNEMANN

%ZSSloner

cc: Jeffrey Scott Maas
6700 Indiana Ave., # 130
Rivergide, CA 92508
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STC. 113 (REV. 2.1

25 28391

. State Bar # 142072
Department of Real Estate

- broker license and license rights of Respondent SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE

22

MARTHA J., ROSETT, CTounsel

107 South Broadway, Room 8107

JUN 29 1555 |/
Los Angeles, CA 90012 DEPARTMENT OF REAL #STATE

(213) 897-3937 sz?; - : ;
- By 'c:ﬁWLeAQZLuﬁZqﬁgéf// -

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * * * *

No. H- 27521 LA
OAH #I,-1998020142

In the Matter of the Accusation of

)
)
SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, )
dba “National Realty Group, * )
and “SMC Mortgage;” and )
JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, individually )
and as the designated officer of )
Southfork Mortgage Company, )

)

)

)

Respondents.

1
ORDER DENYING REHEARING QR RECONSIDERATION ;
On April 22, 1998, a Decision was rendered herein by the;

Real Estate Commissioner which revoked the corporate real estate

COMPANY and the individual broker license and license rights of
designated broker JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS. Said Decision was to become
effective on May 19, 1998, and was stayed by two separate Orders,
first to June 18, 1998 and then to June 28, 1998.

On May 17, 1998, Respondents petitioned for

reconsideration of said Decision. I have considered the petition
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COURT PAPER
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STD. 113 (REV. 2-9%)

55 2831

of Respondents and have concluded that good cause has not been
presented for reconsideration of the Decision of April 22, 1998.

I have reconsidered said Decision and it is hereby
ordered that the disciplinary action therein imposed against
the real estate broker licenses of SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY
and of JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, not be reduced or modified.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that Respondents’ Petition

for Rehearing or, in the Alternative, Reconsideration is
hereby denied.

This Order is effective immediately.
e

DATED: =Une A5 /94%

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

Ty
By: /:7%~ I Lo

fﬁief Deputy Commissioner
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10; In the Matter of the Accusation of ) No. H-27521 LA
)
114 SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, ) L-1998020142
12ﬁ dba “National Realty Group”, )
i . and "“"SMC Mortgage®: and )
13; JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, )
i individually and as the )
14f designated officer of )
: Southfork Mortgage Company, )
! )
151 Respondents. )
16, )
17" ORDER STAYING EFFECTIVE DATE
18# On April 22, 1998, a Decision was rendered in the

19 @above-entitled matter to become effective May 19, 1998. On

202 May 18, 1998, the effective date of the Decision of April 22,

21 1998, was stayed for thirty days, to become effective June 18,

20 1998.

23 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the effective date of the

241 Decision of April 22, 1998, is stayed for an additicnal ten

25ﬁ days.
26 .
27,

®@
COURT PAPER
STATE DF CALIFORNIA

StH. 113 (REV, 3-05)
B5 28391 N

0 d b5c9 L68 E1¢ 'ON Xvd

419153 WY 40 Ld3d

Hd 8¢:€0 HL 86-BI-NNr




< * ®
R T H

LA ,x !
i !li |
lj; The Decision of April 22, 199g, shall become effective I
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2]! at 12 o'clock noon on June 28, 199g.
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-27521 LA

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, L-1998020142
dba “National Realty Group”,
and “SMC Mortgage”; and )
JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, )
individually and as the )
designated officer of . )
Southfork Mortgage Company, )

)

)

)

)
)
)
)

Py

Respondents.

ORDER STAYING EFFECTIVE DATE

On April 22, 1998, a Decision was rendered in the
above-entitled matter to become effective May 19, 1998.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the effective date of the
Decision of April 22, 1998, is stayed for a period of thirty
days. |

The Decision of April 22, 1998, shall become effective
at 12 o'clock noon on June 18, 1998.

DATED: MAY 1 8 1998

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

oy Kordotpl Brmhe 4 Lo/

RANDOLPH BRENDIA /
Regional Manager
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In the Matter of the Accusation of

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY,
dba “National Realty Group”,
and “SMC Mortgage”; and

JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS,

individually and as the

designated officer of

Southfork Mortgage Company,

Respondent(s) .

No. H-27521 LA

L-19598020142

T N Tt Mkt ek Mo St Mt Mt St vt ! e el g

DECISTON

The Proposed Decision dated April 6, 1998,

of the Administrative Law Judge of the Office of

Administrative Hearings, is hereby adopted as the Decision

of the Real Estate Commissioner in the above-entitled matter.

noén on _MEY 19, 1998

This Decision shall become effective at 12 o'clock

-

-

IT IS SO ORDERED

Llnz Jog
7=

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In‘the Matter of the Accusation of

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, No. H-27521 LA
dba "National Realty Group,"

and "SMC Mortgage;" and

JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, individually
and as the designated officer of

Southfork Mortgage Company,

QAH. L-1998020142

Respondents.

haet? St Tt S Nt Vol Vgt Nt Nt Nam St

PROPQSED DECISTON

This matter came on regularly for hearing before Leslie
H. Greenfield, Administrative Law Judge, Office of Administrative
Hearings, at Los Angeles, California, on March 31, 1998.

Martha J. Rosett, Real Estate Counsel, represented the
complainant Department of Real Estate. Respondent Southfork
Mortgage Company, a corporation, was represented at the hearing
by Jeffrey Scott Maas, its designated officer, who also
represented himself in his individual capacity.

Oral and documentary evidence and evidence by way of
stipulation on the record having been received and the matter
submitted, the Administrative Law Judge finds as follows:

1. Thomas McCrady, Deputy Real Estate Commissioner,
Department of Real Estate, made the Accusation in his official
capacity.

2. Respondent Southfork Mortgage Company (SMC} has been
licensed as a Corporate real estate broker since April 26, 1990,
under License ID# 01129578, by and through respondent Jeffrey
Scott Maas (Maas) as the offlcer and broker respon51b1e for
supervising its activities. Said license expires March 1, 2000.

3. Respondent Maas has been licensed as a real estate
salesperson since March 1988 and as a real estate broker since
October, 1990 under license # 00981576. Said license expires
March 1, 2000.

4. Lafayette B. Utter aka Chris Utter (Utter) was not
licensed by the Department as a real estate licensee at all times
herein relevant.



Lol
[y

5. At all time herein relevant, Utter was employed by
respondent SMC and superv1sed by respondent Maas to, among other
things, conduct activities requiring a real estate llcensee as |
defined in Business and Professions Code section 10131(d) '

6. At all times herein mentioned, for or in expectatlon
of compensation, respondents SMC and Maas, and Utter, engaged in
the business of, acted in the capacity of, advertised, or assumed
to act as real estate broker for others in the State of
California within the meaning of section 10131(d) of the Business
and Professions Code, wherein they solicited for or negotiated
loans for others secured by liens on real property.

7. During the first half of 1997, Utter solicited for
and negotiated a refinance agreement for a $60,000.00 locan
secured by a lien on real property in Palm Spring, California, to
a borrower by the name of Philip Centineo (Centineo). As a
condition of said loan, Utter promised to pay to Centineo from
the refinance proceeds, the sum of $4,196.00 outside of Escrow.
At the conclusion of Escrow, Centineoc received the total sum of
$1,511.00 leaving the amount of $2 685.91 unpaid to him. Said
representation by Utter was made in his capacity as agent for
respondent SMC and under the supervision of respondent Maas and
accordingly was a binding commitment on the part of both
respondents,

* * * * *

Pursuant to the foregoing findings of fact, the
Admlnlstratlve Law Judge makes the following determlnatlon of
issues:

A. Respondent Southfork Mortgage Company:
1. Cause exists to suspend or revoke the real

estate license of respondent SMC pursuant to Business and
Professions Code sections 10137, by reason of Finding 5 and 7.

2. Grounds exist to assess a fine against
respondent pursuant to BPC section 10139.5, by reason of Finding
5 and 7.

B. Respondent Jeffrey Scott Maas:

1l. Cause exists to suspend or revoke the real
estate license of respondent Maas pursuant to Business and
Professions Code sections 10137, by reason of Findings 5 and 7.

R
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2. Further cause exists to suspend or revoke the
real estate license of respondent Maas pursuant to Business and
Professions Code section 10177(h), by reason of Findings 5 and 7.
. i

3. Grounds exist to assess a fine against
respondent Maas pursuant to BPC section 10135.5, by reason of
Findings 5 and 7. o]

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

A. Respondent Southfork Mortgage Company:

under tl}
restrici T :
Pespondent pursuant to section 10156.5 of the Business and
Protéssions Code if each respondent makes application therefor
and pays to the Department of Real Estate the appropriate fee for
the restricted license within 90 days from the effective date of
this Decision. The restricted licenses issued to respondents
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 that Code:

i Fach restricted license issued to respondent may
pe suspended prior to héaring by Order of the Real
Estate Commissioner in the event of respondent's
conviction or plea of nolo contendere to a crime
which is substantially related to respondent's
fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

The restricted license issued to respondent may be
suspended prior to hea¥ing by Order of the Real
Estate Commissioner on evidence satisfactory to
the Commissioner that respondent has violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the
Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real
Estate Commissioner or conditions attaching to the
restricted licerse.

aa—_Respondent shall not be eligible to apply for the
i1ssuance of an unrestricted real estate license
nor for the removal of any of the conditions,
limitations or restrictions of a restricted
license until three (3) years have elapsed from
the effective date of this Decision.

3



Respondent shall report in writing to the
Department of Real Estate as the Real Estate
Commissioner shall direct by his Decision herein
or by separate written order issued while |
respondents hold a restricted license , 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. Such reports nay
include, but .shall not be limited to periodic
summaries of salient information concerning each

real estate transaction in which the respondent
engaged during the period covered by the report.

5. Respondent shall, prior to the issuance of the

S "=Yestficted Iicense and as a condition © e
lssuance o icénse, submit proof
‘Satisiactory to the Commissionsr of payment of

3 on i1n_the amount of %2,685.91 to
5ﬁlllg Centineo. ?

6. Respondent shall pay a fine in the amount of
0_in_the form of & cashier’s check or

gertified check made payable to the Recovery

Account of the Real Estate Recovery Fund within 30

7, It is not intended that both respondent Maas and
respondent Southfork each pay a fine to the Fund
and make restitution to Centineo, only that a_
_1n_the amount of $5,000 be paid_and_
total restitution in_the amount of $2,685.91 be

S e o2 e —os = T ORED 94 8 PAdyent,
at payment shall be considered as satisfaction
oI Lhe I'ine and restitution conditions above.

B. Respondent Jeffrey Scott Maas:

All licenses and licensing rights of respondent
Jeffrey Scott ﬁaas un§er §§e Real Estate Taw are revoEeS'
Erov:.dedé however, a restricted real estate broké§=ffaﬁﬁée shall
e lssue O responden ursuan O _section 10156.5 of the
Business ang Froge551ons Code 1If respondent makes application
therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate the
appropriate fee for the restricted license within 90 davs from
the effective date of this Decision. The restricted license
issued to respondent 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 that Code:

4

—



1. The restrlcted license issued to respondent may be
o hearlng by Order :of the Real
Estate Comm1551oner in the event of" respondent'
conviction or plea of nolo contendere to a .crime

which is substantlally related to respondent'
fitness or capacity as a real estate licensee.

2. The restricted license issued to respondent may be
suspended prior earing by Order of the Real
Estate Comm1551oner on evidence satisfactory to
the Commissioner that respondent has violated
provisions of the California Real Estate Law, the
Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real
Estate Commissioner or conditions attaching to the
restricted license.

3. Respondent shall not be eligible to apply for the

T e e By g VA PG
nor for the removal of any of the conditions,
limitations or restrictions of a restricted

license until three ESE years have elapsed from
the effective date o 1s Decision.
Respondent shall, within nine (9) months from the

active date o 1s Declsion resent evidence
satisfactory to the Real Estate CommisSsioner a

and successfully completed the continuin
education regulremengs O Article 2.5 or Chapter 3
) e Real Estate Law for renewal of a real
estate license. If respondent fails to satisfy
this condltlon, 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 pPresent such
evidence.

5. Respondent
effective date of the Decisio

ww
ass the Professional Responsibility Examination
administere e Department 1nc

payment of € appropriate examination fee. If

respondent fails to satisfy this condition, the
Commissioner may set aside the stay order until
respondent passes the examination.



6. Respondent shall report in writing to the _
Department of Real EsEaEe as the Real EsState L

Commissioner shall direct by his Decision herein
or by separate written order issued while the
respondent holds a restricted license, 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. Such reports may
1nc1ude, but shall not be limited to perlodlc
summaries of salient information concerning each
real estate transaction in which the respondent
engaged during the period covered by the report.

7. Respondent shall, prior to the issuance of the

——FeetrTcted Ticente T i ConI T ST Te
ISsuance Of saild restricted license, Submif proof
SatisTactory to the CoMmissioner of payment OF
TestitutionTr The Trount—F T7 Torbrete——

PhiTip Centineo. N

8. Respondent shall gax a fine in the amount of
N . in e form of a cashier's check or
certifled check made payable to e Recovery
Accoun e Rea state Recovery Fund within 30
days of this Order becomin inal or an er

25 O Thls Orcer bvecoming Final or any oTher
period of time agreed to by respondent and the

Commlsslioner.

9. It is not intended that both Maas and Southfork
each pay a flne or make restitution, only at a
total fine in the amount of $5,000 be paid and
total restitution in the amount o0f$2,685.91 be
made. If either respondent makes said payment that
payment shall be considered as satisfaction of
the fine and restitution conditions above.

Dated:April 6, 1998

Loy 4o

Leslie H. Greepfield ~
Administrative/ Law Judge
Office of Administrative Hearings

ILHG:me
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Case No. H-27521 LA

In the Matter of the Accusation of

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY, L-19 014
et al., OAH No. 98020142

Respondent

NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION  CORRECTED COPY

To the above named respondent:

You are hereby notified that a hearing will be held before the Department of Real Estate at

Office of Administrative Hearings, 107 South Broadway, Second Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90012

on March 31, 1998 ,atthehourof _9:00 a.m.
or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon the Accusation served upon you. If you object to the place of
hearing, you must notify the presiding administrative law judge of the Office of Administrative Hearings within ten
(10) days after this notice is served on you. Failure to notify the presiding administrative law judge within ten days
will deprive you of a change in the place of the hearing.

You may be present at the hearing. You have theri ghtto 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 and pay his or her costs. The
interpreter must be certified in accordance with Sections 11435.30 and 11435.55 of the Government Code.

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

Dated: J“/ l%’ag ‘ By mv ] !
ce: Southfc;ﬁ:k jortgage Company (/ Counse
Jeffrey- Scott Maas

Sacto
CAH PM

RE 501 (Rev. 8/97)
kw
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATEEB 1 8 1998 D
STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

Case No. H-27521 LA

In the Matter of the Accusation of

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY,

et al., OAHNo, L-1998020142

Respondent

NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION

To the above named respondent:

You are hereby notified that a hearing will be held before the Department of Real Estate at

Office of Administrative Hearings, 107 South Broadway, Room 8107

Los Angeles, CA 90012

on March 31, 1998 ,atthehourof _9:00 a.m, °
or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon the Accusation served upon you. If you object to the place of
hearing, you must notify the presiding administrative law judge of the Office of Administrative Hearings within ten
(10) days after this notice is served on you. Failure to notify the presiding administrative law judge within ten days
will deprive you of a change in the place of the hearing.

You may be present at the hearing. You have the ri ght 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 and pay his or her costs. The
interpreter must be certified in accordance with Sections 11435.30 and 11435.55 of the Government Code.

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

Dated: J"/ !6’(1@ By mv , l
cc: Southfolck jortgage Company U _ Counse.
Jeffrey Scdtt Maas

Sacto
OAH DM

RE 501 (Rev. 8/97)
kw
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MARTHA J. ROSETT, Counsel

State Bar # 142072

Department of Real Estate
107 South Broadway, Room 8107

Los Angeles,

(213) 897-3937

Ca 90012

DEPARTMENT OF REAL

AN 2 3 1998
DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * * * *

In the Matter of the Accusation of

SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE COMPANY,

dba “National Realty Group, ”

and “SMC Mortgage;"” and

JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS, individually
and as the designated officer of
Southfork Mortgage Company,

Respondents.

No. H-

i N P P N I

The Complainant, Thomas McCrady, a Deputy Real Estate
Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of Accusétion

against SOUTHFORK MORTGACGE COM?ANY, dba National Realty Group and .

SMC Mortgage (“SOUTHFORK”), and JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS (“MAAS"),

alleges as follows:

I

The Complainant, Thomas McCrady, a Deputy Real

Estate Commissioner of the State of California, makes this

Accusation in his official capacity.

27521 LA
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' 1 11
2¥ At all times herein mentioned Lafayette B. Utter, aka 7
5? Chris Utter, (“Utter”) was not licensed by the Department of Real
4; Estate of the State of California (“Department") as a real estate
5; broker or as a real estate salesperson.
65 At all times mentioned herein, Utter was employed and/or

7 compensated by Respondent SOUTHFORK to, among other things,

35 conduct activities requiring a real estate license as defined in
9% section 10131(d) of the California Business and Professions Code
102 (“Code”) .

11] ' ITT
12£ At all times mentioned herein Respondent SOUTHFORK was,
15 and still is, licensed by the Department. At all times mentioned

14 . herein Respondent MAAS was, and still is, licensed by the
15  Department as a real estate broker, individually and as the

16 gesignated officer of SOUTHFORK.

17 , v

18 At all times mentioned herein, for or in expectation of |

19 compensation, Respondents SQUTHFORK and MAAS, and SOUTHFORK'S
20

H
f
i
f

capacity of, advertised or assumed to act as a real estate brokersé

agent or associate Utter engaged in the business of, acted in the
21

22 in the State of California, within the meaning of Section 10131 (d)

23 of the Code, wherein they solicited for or negotiated loans for
24} others secured by liens on real property for of ig‘expectation of
25ﬁ compensation.

26 /

27€ /
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v
During the first half of 1997, Utter solicited for and |
negotiated a refinance agreement for a $60,000 loan secured by a
lien on real property in Palm Springs, California, as the agent of
the borrower, Philip Centineo.
VI
The conduct of Utter, in conducting activities requiring
a license without having obtained a license is in violation of
Section 10130 of the Code.
VIT

The conduct of SOUTHFORK and of MAAS in employing and

compensating Utter for activities requiring a real estate license

when he was not licensed by the Department in any capacity is

reason to suspend or revoke their license and license rights
pursuant to Section 10137 of the Code.
VIITI

The conduct of MAAS in failing to supervise the

ac;ivitieé of SOUTHFORK to maintain compliance with 10137 of the

Code demonstrates a lack of supervision and is further cause to

révoke or suspend the license of MAAS per 10177 (h) of the Code.
/
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WHEREFORE, 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/or license rights of Respondents SOUTHFORK MORTGAGE
COMPANY and JEFFREY SCOTT MAAS 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 applicable
provisions of law, including the imposition of a fine of up to
$10,000 pursuant to the provisions of Section 10139.5 of the
Business and Professions Code.

Dated at Los Angeles, California

this 23rd day of January, 1998.

THOMAS MC CRADY

Deputy Real Estate Commissioner

cc: Southfork Mortgage Company
Jeffrey Scott Maas
Sacto,
PM




