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NASD 
OFFICE OF HEARING OFFICERS 

D E P A R T M E N T O F ENFORCEMENT, 

COMPLAINANT, 

v. 

DONALD J. TlNTLE (CRD No.4855119), 

RESPONDENT. 

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING 
No. 2005003330001 

COMPLAINT 

The Department of Enforcement alleges: 

1. On or about January 28,2005, Respondent Donald J. Tintle CTintle") became 

associated with NYLTFE Securities Inc., an NASD member firm. 

2. On or about January 28,2005, a Form U4 was filed on Tintle's behalf with NASD. 

3. On or about March 15,2005, Tintle took the Series 6 examination, but failed. 

4. On or about May 20,2005, Tintle took the Series 63 examination, but failed. 

5. On or about May 25,2005, NYLIFE Securities Inc. filed a Form U5 on behalf of 

Tintlc terminating his association with that firm as of May 20,2005. 

6. Tintlc is not currently registered with any NASD member firm, but is still within the 

jurisdiction of NASD pursuant to Article V, Section 4, of NASD's By-Laws. 

Jurisdiction over Tintlc expires on or about May 19,2007, which is two years after he 

was last associated with an NASD member firm. 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

7. The Department realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 6 

above, 

8. On or about April 13,20O5t April 15,2005 and April 24,2005, Tintle accepted three 

checks made payable to himself from customer ME. 

9. The amount of these checks totaled $22,000. 

10. These checks were issued by ME to Tintle after he had solicited her to invest in 

Database Solutions, Ltd., (DBSJ.PK), a public company whose shares are traded in 

the pink sheets. 

11. In soliciting ME to invest in DBSJ.PK, Tintle falsely represented to ME that he 

possessed various securities licenses. 

12. ME provided Tintlc with her funds for the sole purpose that he purchase shares of the 

common stock of DBSJ.PK on her behalf. 

13. On May 12,2005, Tintle sent ME an e-mail representing that she now owned 326,229 

shares of DBSJ.PK and that she was the company's 41n largest shareholder. 

14. Tintle, however, did not use ME's funds to purchase shares of the common stock of 

DBSJ J*K for her. Instead, Tintle deposited the funds in a bank account he controlled. 

15. To date, despite several requests, ME has not received any shares of DBSJ.PK from 

Tintle and, except for receiving $248.40 from him on August 15,2005, ME has not 

received her funds back from rum. 

16. By reason of the foregoing, Tintle violated NASD Conduct Rules 2330(a) and 2110, 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

17. The Department realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 16 

above. 

18. On or about May 2,2005, Tintle accepted a check made payable to himself from 

customer JF. 

19. The amount of this check totaled $5,000. 

20. This check was issued by JF to Tintle after he had solicited her to invest in DBSJ.PK. 

21. In soliciting JF to invest in DBSJ.PK, Tintle falsely represented to JF that he 

possessed various securities licenses. 

22. JF provided Tintle with her funds for the sole purpose that he purchase shares of the 

common stock of DBSJ.PK on her behalf. 

23. Rather than use these funds to purchase shares of the common stock of DBSJ.PK for 

JF, Tintle deposited the funds in a bank account he controlled. 

24. To date, despite several requests, JF has not received any shares of DBSJJK from 

Tintle and she has not received her funds back from him. 

25. By reason of the foregoing, Tintle violated NASD Conduct Rules 2330(a) and 2110. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

26. The Department realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 25 

above. 

27. On or about December 6,2005, NASD staff sent Tintle a written request, pursuant to 

NASD Procedural Rule 8210, requesting him to provide, among other things, various 

documents and information pertaining to his receipt of funds from ME and JF and 
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their purported investment in DBSJ.PK (hereinafter the "December 6* Request"). 

The response date of the December 6th Request was December 20,2005. 

28. The December 6th Request was sent by first class mail to Tintle at his CRD residential 

address of record, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ H 

29. By December 20,2005, NASD staff had not received any response from Tintle to the 

December 6th Request and the staffs mailings had been returned. Accordingly, on 

December 23,2005, the staff sent Tintle a second request, pursuant to NASD 

Procedural Rule 8210, notifying Tintle that he failed to respond to the staffs previous 

letter and requesting mat he provide the documents and information which were the 

subject of the staffs December 6th Request (hereinafter the •December 23rd 

Request"). In addition, the December 23rd Request advised Tintle that a failure to 

provide the requested documents and information could result in disciplinary action. 

30. The response date of the December 23rd Request was January 6,2006. 

31. The December 23"1 Request was sent by first class and certified mail to Tintle at his 

CRD residential address of record, k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k^k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ k\̂ H 

32. On January 3,2006 the returned receipt card for the certified mailing of the 

December 23rd Request to Tintle was returned to the District Office by the United 

States Postal Service and signed by "Luz N. Tintle." 

33. The first class mailing of the December 23rd Request to Tintle has not been returned 

to the District Office. 

34. To date, Tintle has failed to respond to any of the staffs requests for documents and 

information. 
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35. By reason of the foregoing, Tintle violated NASD Procedural Rule 8210 and NASD 

Conduct Rule 2110. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, the Department respectfully requests that the Panel: 

A. order that one or more of the sanctions provided under NASD Rule 8310(a), 

including monetary sanctions, be imposed; and 

B. order that the Respondent bear such costs of proceeding as are deemed fair 

and appropriate under the circumstances in accordance with NASD Rule 

8330. 

NASD DEPARTMENT OF ENFORCEMENT 

Date: July 31,2006 
David B. Klafter, Regional Counsel 
John M. D'Amico, Regional Chief Counsel 
NASD Department of Enforcement 
581 Main Street, 7th Floor 
Woodbridge, NT 07095 
(732) 596-2029; Fax No. (732) 596-2001 
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NASD District Director 
GaiyK. Liebowitz 
NASD, District 9-NJ 
581 Main Street, 7th Floor 
Woodbridge,NJ 07095 
(732) 596-2025; Fax: (732) 596-2001 

Of Counsel 
Rory C. Flyrm, Of Counsel 
NASD Department of Enforcement 
1801 K Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Wasnington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 974-2974; Fax No. (202) 721-8318 

Mark P. Dauer, Of Counsel 
NASD Department of Enforcement 
UOOPoydxas Street 
Energy Centre, Suite 850 
New Orleans, LA 70163 
(504) 412-2405; Fax No. (504) 522-4077 
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