
NASD OFFICE OF HEARING OFFICERS 

DEPARTMENT OF ENFORCEMENT 
Disciplinary Proceeding 

Complainant, No. E3A20O4032801 

v. Hearing Officer - AWH 

SCOTT TAKACS 
(CRD No. 3177647) 

DEFAULT DECISION 

January 18, 2006 
Respondent. 

Formerly registered representative misappropriated firm funds, in 
violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110, and failed to respond to NASD 
staff requests for information and testimony, in violation of 
Procedural Rule 8210 and Conduct Rule 2110. Respondent barred 
for misuse of funds and failure to respond to requests for information 
and testimony. 

On August 1,2005, the Department of Enforcement ("Enforcement") issued the 

three-cause Complaint in mis proceeding, alleging that Scott Takacs and Thomas Lara 

misappropriated firm funds, in violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110, and that Scott 

Takacs failed to provide formation and testimony, in violation of NASD Procedural 

Rule 8210 and Conduct Hale 2110. Takacs did not file an Answer to the Complaint.5 

The matter has been settled at to Respondent Lara. 

Appearances: 

Jacqueline D. Whelan, Esq., for the Department of Enforcement. 

No appearance by or for Scott Takacs. 

DECISION 

Background 



On September 8,2005, Enforcement sent Takacs a Second Notice of Complaint 

and Complaint. Takacs responded by letter received on September 26,2005, stating that 

he is "fighting these allegations in criminal court," and will not "be able to appear at any 

hearing the NASD might schedule in the future." He did not address the allegation that 

he failed to provide information that was requested pursuant to Procedural Rule 8210. 

An initial pre-hearing conference was held on October 25,2005, to determine whether 

Takacs had any intention of participating in this disciplinary proceeding. Notice of ase 

pre-hearing conference was sent to his CRD address. However, Takacs did not appear at 

the conference. 

As a result of Takacs* failure to appear at the pre-hearing conference, 

Enforcement filed a Motion for Entry of Default Decision on November 17, 2005. 

Takacs did not respond to the Motion. Accordingly, pursuant to Procedural Rules 9241 

and 9269, Enforcement's Motion will be granted, and the allegations of the Complaint, 

which is attached to this decision, will be deemed admitted. 

Findings of Fact2 

Respondent 

Takacs was registered with NASD member firm First Financial Securities of 

America, Inc. ("FFSA") as an Investment Company and Variable Contracts Products 

representative from April 1999 until his termination in September 2004. Takacs is not 

currently associated with any member firm. 

2 All findings of fact are based upon the admitted allegations in the Complaint the Declaration Supporting 
a Motion for Entry of Default Decision by Jacqueline D. Whelan, and the six exhibits attached thereto. 
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Misappropriation of Firm Funds 

Between August 1,2002, and Junel, 2004, Takacs submitted 46 requests for 

reimbursement of business travel expenses purportedly incurred between July 14,2002, 

and May 14,2004. Those expenses included $17,866.99 for hotel expenses that he did 

not in fact incur. Two of the hotels for which expenses were claimed did not exist. In the 

other cases, either the receipts were altered versions of the originals, or Takacs had not 

stayed at the hotel on the dates reported. FFSA deposited funds in his bank account to 

reimburse his claimed expenses. Takacs accepted the funds, knowing that he had not 

incurred the expenses for which he was being reimbursed. 

Failure to Respond to Requests for Information 

On November 22,2004, pursuant to Procedural Rule 8210, Enforcement seat 

Takacs a request to provide information concerning the reimbursement of his travel 

expenses. The request was sent both by first-class and certified mail to Takacs* 

residential address listed m the Central Registration Depository ("CRD" address). A 

certified mail delivery receipt was returned bearing the signature of Christy Takacs. The 

first-class mailing was not returned. Takacs did not respond to the request. 

On January 20,2005, pursuant to Procedural Rule 8210, Enforcement sent a 

second request to provide information to Takacs, by certified and first-class mail to his 

CRD address. The certified mailing was returned marked unclaimed. The first-class 

mailing was not returned. Again, Takacs did not respond to the request. 

On or about Marcfe 2,2005, NASD staff requested, pursuant to Procedural Rule 

82105 that Takacs appear 00 March 17,2005, to give testimony related to the 

reimbursement of his travel expenses. On or about March 95 2005, Takacs left a 
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telephone message for the staff examiner, stating that he would be unable to appear, that 

the examiner would be unable to reach him, and that he would contact the examiner 

again. He did not communicate further with the staff, and he did not appear for testimony 

as requested. 

Service of th» Pnmplftjnf 

On August 1,2005, Enforcement served Takacs with the Complaint and Notice of 

Complaint by both first-class and certified mail, sent to his CRD address. The certified 

mailing and the first-class mailing to the CRD address were not returned, nor was the 

certified mailing delivery receipt. Takacs did not file an Answer. 

On September 8, 2005, Enforcement served the Complaint and Second Notice of 

Complaint on Takacs by first-class and certified mail sent to his CRD address. The 

certified mailing to the CRD address was returned, marked "unclaimed," and the first-

class mailing was not returned. The Office of Hearing Officers received Takacs" Answer 

on September 26,2005. 

Discussion and Conclusions 

Jurisdiction 

Article V, Section 4 of the NASD By-Laws provides for a two-year period of 

retained jurisdiction over a registered person after the effective date of the person's 

termination of registration. During this period of retained jurisdiction, NASD may file a 

complaint based upon conduct that occurred while the individual was registered through a 

member firm, or based upon such person's failure to provide information requested 

pursuant to NASD Procedural Rule 8210, if the request was made, and the complaint is 

filed, during the foregoing period of retained jurisdiction. 
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Enforcement filed the Complaint on August 1,2005, within two years of the 

termination of Takacs* registration. The Complaint alleges misconduct while Takacs was 

registered with an NASD member firm, as well as failures to provide information during 

the period of retained jurisdiction. Therefore, NASD has jurisdiction over this 

proceeding. 

Respondent's Default 

Enforcement properly served the Complaint on Takacs by sending it via first-class 

and certified mail to his CRD address. Pursuant to NASD Procedural Rule 9134, the 

mailings provide constructive notice of the instant proceeding. As evidenced by his letter 

sent to Enforcement after the issuance of the second notice of Complaint, Takacs had 

actual knowledge of the Complaint. Takacs also had valid, constructive notice of the 

scheduled pre-hearing conference. Because Takacs failed to file an answer to the 

Complaint or appear at the pre-hearing conference either in person or by counsel, 

Procedural Rules 9241 and 9269 authorize entry of a default decision against him. 

Accordingly, the allegations in the Complaint are deemed admitted. 

Misappropriation of Firm Funds 

Conversion is "an intentional and unauthorized taking of and/or exercise of 

ownership over property try one who neither owns the property nor is entitled to possess 

it."3 Conversion of firm funds to a representative's own use is an intentional disregard 

for the "high standards of Commercial honor and just and equitable principles of trade," 

mandated by NASD Conduct Rule 2110* 

* NASD SANCTION Guidelines, p. 3* n.2 (2005 ed.). 
4 See District Business Conduct Comm. For Dist. No. 2St v. Frank Bernard Varites. No. LA-4293,199J 
NASD Discip. LEXIS 16 (Jan. 22,1991). 
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Takacs induced Ms firm to reimburse him for expenses he clearly did not incur. 

He had no right to those funds, and his acceptance of the deposits into his own account 

amounted to conversion of those funds, in violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110. 

Failures to Provide Iriformation 

Procedural Rule 8210 authorizes NASD to require any person subject to its 

jurisdiction to provide information and testimony related to any matter under 

investigation. The Rule serves as a key element inNASD's oversight function and 

allows NASD to carry out its regulatory functions without subpoena power.5 When an 

individual fails to respond to information requests, NASD's ability to perform- its 

regulatory responsibilities is subverted.6 A violation of Procedural Rule 8210 is also a 

violation of Conduct Ruk 2) 10.7 

Takacs received actual notice of both the first request for information and the 

request for testimony; he received constructive notice of the second request for 

information. His complete failures to comply with any of the requests for information 

plainly constitute violations of Procedural Rule 8210 and Conduct Rule 2110. 

* See Joseph G. CWW/i, Exe&aftjp Act Release No. 42,359,2000 SEC LEXIS 112, at • 16 (Jan. 2s, 2000) 
(noting that Rule 8210 provides• means for NASD effectively to conduct its investigations, and 
emphasizing that NASD membtfa and associated persons must fully cooperate with requests for 
information); Dep't of Enforcmm v. 5enz,No. C01020014,2003 NASD Discip. LEXIS ll,at*18(OHO 
Mar. 4,2003) ("Because NAS© has no subpoena power, timely and full compliance with information 
requests is essential to NAS&'tattf-regulatory function."). 

* Joseph P. Harmon, Exchange Act Release No. 40,438,1998 SEC LEXIS 1955, at *9 (Sept 14,1998). 
1 Dtp 'x of Enforcement v. Baxt*rt No. C07990016, 2000 NASD Discip. LEXIS 3, at *25 (NAC Apr. 19, 
2000). 



Sanctions 

Misappropriation of Funds 

The NASD Sanction Guideline for conversion of funds provides that a bar is 

standard, regardless of the amount of funds converted.8 Here, there are no mitigating 

circumstances that would warrant a lesser sanction for conversion of firm funds. 

Accordingly, Takacs will be barred for conversion of those funds. 

Failure to Provide MonBftî n 

For failure to provide information and testimony in response to requests made 

pursuant to Rule 8210, NASD Sanction Guidelines provide that a bar is standard where, 

as here, the individual fails to provide any information or testimony.9 Again, there are no 

mitigating circumstances that would warrant a sanction less than a bar. Accordingly, 

Takacs will be barred for failing to respond in any manner to requests for information 

made pursuant to Procedural Rule 8210. 

Conclusion 

Scott Takacs is barred from association with any NASD member firm in any 

capacity for misappropriating firm funds, in violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110, and 

for failing to provide mfonnation and testimony in response to NASD staff requests, in 

• SANCTION GUIDELINES p. 3t. 
* SANCTION GUIDELINES p. 35. 



violation of Procedural Rule 8210 and Conduct Rule 2110. The bars shall become 

effective immediately if this Decision becomes the final disciplinary action of NASD. 

SO ORDERED. 

Copies to: 
Via First Class Mail A Overnight Courier 
Scott Takacs 

Via First Class Mail & Electronic Mail 
Jacqueline D. Whelan, Eaq, 
Roger D. Hogoboom, Esq. 
Rory C. Flynn, Esq. 
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NASD 
OFFICE OF HEARING OFFICERS 

g)E C E 1 V E 
- 3 2005 

t&ICE OF HEARING OFFICERS 

DEPARTMENT OF ENFORCEMENT, 

C O M H - A I N A N T . 

V . 

THOMAS LARA, 

CRD NO. 3213779, 

AND 

SCOTT TAKACS, 
CRD NO. 3177647, 

RESPONDENTS. 

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING 

No. E3A2004O32801 

HEARING OFFICER: 

COMPLAINT 

Upon information and belief, Complainant alleges as follows: 

1. Respondent Thomas Lara ("Lara") was associated with First Financial Securities of America, 

Inc. ("FFSA*" or "the firm") from March 1999 until July 2004. He is not presently associated 

with a member firm. NASD has jurisdiction to issue this Complaint pursuant to Article V, 

Section 4 of its By-Jaws. Respondent Scott Takacs ('Takacs*') was associated with First 

Financial Securities of America. Inc. ("FFSA" or "the firm*') from January 1999 until 

September 2004. He is not presently associated with a member firm. NASD has jurisdiction 

to issue This (̂ mplainfforsuani to Article V, Section 4 of its By-laws. 

COM0J 
Rr> 06'] 9/05 
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BACKGROUND 

2. Respondents Lara and Takacs from time to time traveled together ha connection wriii &eir 

business activities foj FFSA and, from time to time, their business travel required overnight 

stays in hotels. FFSA's travel policy provided for the reimbursement of hold expenses for 

business navel upon presentation of a receipt evidencing the expense. Reimbursement 

payments were made by depositing the funds to the bank account of the representative who 

incurred the expeas*. 

3. Following the tennination of Respondent Larrs association with FFSA, FFSA personnel 

reviewed information stored electronically on his business computer. This caused FFSA 

personnel to suspect that Respondent Lara submitted falsified hotel receipts wis* certain 

reimbursement requests, a suspicion that was confirmed after contacting the hotels in 

question. Upon further investigation, the firm discovered mat certain of Respondeat Takacs*s 

reimbursement claims were supported by the same falsified receipts. 

CAUSE ONE OF COMPLAINT 

NASD Conduct Rule 2110, Misappropriation of Finn Fundi, 
by Respondent Lara 

A. Paragraph numbers 1 - S» above, are realleged and incorporated herein by reference. 

5. Berween January 15,2002 and July 15,2004, Respondent Lara submitted approximately 67 

requests for reimbursement of business travel expenses purportedly incurred berween January 

13.2002 and July 1.2004. Among other expenses for which be requested reimbursement. 
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Respondent Lara sought approximately $26,268.00 for hotel expenses that he did not incur, 

as set forth of Schedule A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. The firm 

deposited funds to Respondent Lara's bank account to reimburse his claimed expenses and 

Respondent Lara accepted the funds, knowing thai he had not incurred the expenses for 

which he was being reimbursed. In so doing, he obtained approximately $26,268.0© is firm 

funds to which he was not entitled. 

6. The preparation and submission of each false claim for reimbursement and the acceptance of 

the reimbursement payment for that claim, as described in paragraph 5 above, constituted 

conduct inconsistent with high standards of commercial honor and just and equitable 

principles of trade and a separate and distinct violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110 by 

Respondent Lara. 

CAUSE TWO OF COMPLAINT 

NASD Conduct Rule 2110, Misappropriation of Firm Funds, 
by Respondent Takacs 

1. Paragraph numbers 1-6. above, are realleged and incorporated herein by reference. 

8. Berween August 1. 2002 and June 1, 2004, Respondent Takacs submitted approximately 46 

requests for reimbursement of business travel expenses purportedly incurred between July 14, 

2002 and May ]4.2004. Among other expenses for which he requested reimbursement, 

Respondent Takacs sought approximately $37,887.00 for hotel expenses thai he did not 

incur, as set forth of Schedule B. attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. 

The firm deposited funds to Respondent Takacs's bank account to reimburse his claimed 

expenses and Respondent Takacs accepted the funds, knowing that he had not incurred the 
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expenses for which he was being reimbursed. In so doing, he obtained approximately 

$17,887.00 in firm funds to which he was not entitled. 

9. The preparation and submission of each false claim for reimbursement and the acceptance of 

the reimbursement payment for that claim, as described in paragraph 8 above, constituted 

conduct inconsistent with high standards of commercial honor and just and equitable 

principles of trade and a separate and distinct violation of NASD Conduct Rule 2110 by 

Respondent Takacs. 

CAUSE THREE OF COMPLAINT 

NASD Procedural Rule 8210 and NASD Conduct Rule 2110, 
Failure to Provide Information, by Respondent Takacs 

10. The allegations of paragraphs 1 - 6, 8 and 9 are realleged and incorporated herein by mis 

reference. 

11. On November 22, 2004, NASD staff sent to Respondent Takacs a written request for 

information pursuant to NASD Procedural Rule 8210. The request was sent by first-class and 

certified mail to Respondent Takacs's most recent address of record as reflected in the 

Centra] Registration Depository ("CRD") system. That address is 

Respondent was requested to provide the information specified in the 

letter on or before December 6T 2004. The staff received a certified mail delivery receipt that 

appears to bear the signatw* of Christy Takacs evidencing acceptance of deliver}' of the 

certified mailing to the CRD address on or about December 3; 2004. The first-class mailing 

was not returned to the staff. No information was provided in response to the request. 



12. On January 20, 2005, NASD staff sent to Respondent Takacs second written request for 

information pursuant to NASD Procedural Rule 8210. This request was sent by first-dass and 

certified mail to his CRD address. He was requested to provide the information specified in 

the letter on or before February 4,2005. The certified mailing was returned marked 

unclaimed. The first-class mailing was not returned to the staff. No informaiwn was provided 

in response to the requests. 

13. On or about March 2,2005, NASD staff requested pursuant to Procedural Rule 8210 that 

Respondent Takacs appear on March 17,2005 and give testimony related to the mvestiganon 

of the circumstances described in Cause Two of Complaint, above. On or about March 

2005, Respondent Takacs left a telephone message for the staff examiner stating dan he 

would be unable to appear. He stated further that the examiner would not be able «e reacft 

him and that he would contact the examiner again. He did not communicate with the staff 

after thai time and did not appear for testimony on March 17, 2005 as requested. 

14. The failures to provide information requested pursuant to Procedural Rule 8230, as described 

in paragraphs 13-13 above, constituted violations of Procedural Rule 8230 by Respondent 

Takacs. Further, such conduct was inconsistent with high standards of commercial honor and 

just and equitable principles of trade and a violation of NASD Conduct Rule 21HJ by 

Respondent Takacs. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Complainant respectfully requests: 

A. Findings of fact and conclusions of law that Respondents comrnjtted the violation* 

charged and alleged herero; 

B. An order imposing sanctions upon the Respondents in accordance with NASD Rule 83 30. 
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c. 

D. 

An order imposing such costs of any proceeding as are deemed fair and appropriate under 

the circumstances is accordance with NASD Rule 8330: and 

An order imposing any other fitting sanction. 

Date: August 1,2005 

Rory C. Flynn, Of Counsel 
Department of Enforcement 
NASD 
3801 K Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, D-C. 20006 
(202) 974-2874 

Jdseph fo. McCarthy "~ ( f 
Associate Vice President and 
District I>ii«ctOT 
NASD District No. 3 
370 - 37* Street, Suite 2900 
Denver. CO 80202 

D. Whelan 
ionaJ Counsel, 

Apartment of Enforcement 
NASD District No. 3 
370 - 17* Street, Suite 290© 
Denver, CO 80202 

Lewis Taylor Egan, Of Counsel 
Associate Vice President and Regional Chief Counsel 
NASD Department of Enfcrcement 
525 Market Street, Suite 300 
San Francisco, CA 94105 



Disciplinary Proceeding No. E3A2004032801 
Schedule A 

Reimbursement Requests-Respondent Lara 

HO**) start datei and datac Expanea 

Ci/iSflS 81/17*2 SI7S.46 6U28AK 
6l/20*JC eusoKoe S7SJM Q2*6JQC 

01/Z7*» 61J81/02 6376.46 oani*je 
02/27*8 02/2*102 s i 4 u i 03/064)6 

0 8 / 2 S « 0 3 f f i 7 « SZ37.1t 04*4*5 

M O W os/oaoe 6360J6 o*vi**je 
05/OSAX 05*6*2 saooi o * v i 7 « 

0&364X 05/26*6 S166J6 0 6 * 7 « 

Q6JQ2*0e 06706*2 satcst oaniufi 
06/TWK 0 6 / I S * B tsm.m 0 6 * * * j 

o6/i*ae 0&2OQS 5264.66 • 0 7 « « f 

06/26*2 S18SAI o7/oe«x 
DJmm e 7 / i i « e S266J6 

07/i was 6304.66 07/aoce 
C7J£1« 07 f f iS« 
QBQ6AK sa tMj i osn«fie 
oanuoB (4te#i osnafle 
O W 0 2 « os/osae E264jff oe/ i7«c 
09/OMQe 01/12JO5 ssao*7 oasaoe 

osaeac samm 
IO/ZO/QS 10/22OC 11/07(06 
11«4rt» 11ff6«2 sae iJ8 
01726*6 01/26*8 S76.70 0£«7«f i 

c2/os*» S 2 M . « eanvw 
02/23*8 02/23*6 6114.6* 0MF7MB 
02/26(06 02/26*6 $114:8* 
02/23*38 02/27*6 9K71.SB 0 S « 7 « 
0 M 7 « o3/o**e S1WJ6 oanuaa 
0&»1*8 04*4*8 $ 4 6 7 : » 0*>TS4Ji 
M/1&DB 04/17*6 6*67.86 
04/2WQ6 04/26*6 $686J64 05A31» 

06*7*6 SCISJIC 
06/is*9 06/2O«e 86WSS 
06/2209 06/25/06 «7n«oe 
06/J0M8 07*3*8 $306.46 vrrvtm 
07«6tf6 © 7 / i i » sei4.«e 67/Mftt 

8814J66 07J2MJ6 

07ffi3ffl8 07/26*6 S306J66 

o*/os*i 06/o6*6 • n i J B oa/Tsne 
otm/cs oenswe * *11J6 06VZ2«e 
OBKKfle OS/OS** sio2.oe oenaoe 
09/07/OS o&n&os 6336.30 
09/14/03 09/19*4 6336.30 
1O/OS/0S 10/10*3 6671.17 laeoos 
10/12OS 10/17/03 SE71.17 
io/i9/DS io/24*s 6JS71.T7 io/aoxs 

10/31*6 •671.17 11/Q6A0 
11W2/0S 11*7*3 S671.17 11/1*08 

n/oe/os n / i 4 * s 6S71.17 
11/16/08 i v 2 i * e S671.17 1£^UQS 
11/30JQ8 i z w n see&ae 12A««S 
12*7/05 12/13*8 6686:52 12A645S 
12/14/08 12/20*3 SGSSJSS C1/0SXM 
: a t i « £ $343.06 O1/06«« 
01/12*4 01/16*4 S4S7.40 01Q6XM 
o i / i t /w 01/23*4 WC7.4C 01J2BO4 
02*2*4 02/06*4 6467.4© 
02*6*4 02/18*4 S671.7B 02Q6JG4 
03*4*4 O S W W S114J6 
D3/?1*4 03.-23^ 6226.70 03.-2S/0* 
06*2*4 06*7*4 6*71.76 06^1701 
05/09*4 05'14*4 6671.76 0S"2O/M 

D5.-26*4 6348.06 06M1/CM 
06*2*4 05/05/04 S34S.05 06M1/04 
D6/C7/W 06/10/04 £543.06 06^1/04 
06/14*4 06'16/04 1457.40 

06/?i*4 OE-TS** $467.40 07^0110* 
07/01*4 S343.BB rrvtf 7/-.2>0* 

£26,267M 

QuMi - El Paw 
QuM* - El f>«M> 

a U Ourt» - El Pee© 
4 U OuMe * B Pe«» 
SUOuinie* mi*m> 
C La OuMt- EI ffeee 
7UQuinU-E!F«M> 
SLtOuMa-ElPaee 
• UOuinia 

11 -b> Hull ill 
1Si«QuMi-
ISiaOuMi-
1 4 l « a w M t ' 

« MMM PaWieW Hw - El PM© 
17 U Owrt» - El P««e 
auOuMt-Elfeee 
«L*C««4« -n.StoGM«n 
SO L« OutnM - Ft. StocMon 
?l LiQuirWflSteetMn 
SS U OuMt - E! Pwe 

• El PMC 
-ElPeee 
• EtPeee 
S F W 

GPeee 
• EIPMO 

aSUOuinla 
t4Curtyitf 
^SCourtyaid 

& M*mtm Fmirt**) im 
27 M«moC Fwrf«<tf*W) 

2S M«nwC FaffiWJ tan 
50 Mtrnett FainWt tan 
51 M i n M f « r M f M 

^ J M ™ O C Fmn»*S ton 
MvnoaFmtlmteim 

3SManiMFatf«Mtan 

S7 M«niat) F-MirfMC tan 
36 Mamen Fa/riMtf tan 
36 Man**! F*ir1*V Inn 
40 Mimofl FBirtmkS inn 
41 U Outfit . Ft. Slockion 
42 U OuM • Ft. Stodclon 
4S. M.nc î Fairftetf • B Paao * 

EJPaac 
ManeflCIPaae 
Maria* El Paao 
MatiM El Paao 

BPmaoAkpert 
BP*K> Airport 

El Fern 1-25-
ElPaBct-ZZ 
£1 Paao 1-26 
BP*K>' 
El Paso 
BPaae 
BPmm 
E/Paav 
£f Paac 
BPaao 
E/Paao 
£/Paso 

44 Mjmdfl FairfmkJ Inn 
4£ Mambrr Fairfiekt Inn 
46 MamWr Fairfiekt inn 
47 Mamon Fairfieie! Inn 
46 Marnoff Fairfiae 'nn 
46 Ma^ioff FsirfmUS tan 
SOMamod FairftaW inn 
&1 Marriott FairfietC Inn 
52 MamoV Fairfield Irm 
55 M*mor FairfmHtlm 
64 Marriofl FairtteKS tan 
56 Mamefl Fairfia« tan 
56 Marriofl Fairfiatf tan 
67 Marriofl Fatrfiatt tan 
56 Marriofl F*i"rf*W tan 
56 Mamofl Fairtiek) Inn 
60 Marriofl Fairtiek) Inn 
61 Marriofl FairfiekS tan 
62 Mamofl FairfiekS tan 
6£ Marriofl fairtiekS Inn «Marribfl FairfiekS 

*AarriaB FairtiekS tan 
Mc/nofl FairtiekS tnr> 

67 Marriofl FairfiekS Inn 

El Paac" 
£/Paao 
BPeec 
El Paac 
EiPeac 
El Pom 
BPmm 
BPaac 
BPesc 
El Paac 
BPaac 
BPeac 
B Pern 
El Paao 
BPaac 
BPaao 
El Paao 
El Paao 
E'Feso 
£/ Peso 
El Paac 
El Paac 
BPaac 
El Paac 

' This hotel does no: exiai. 
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Disciplinary Proceeding No. E3A2004032801 

Schedule 8 

Reimbursement Requests - Respondent Takacs 

Address 

indtcaftM) 
Roirnburee-

S e d a t e s End dates Expenee merit Dots 
07/14/02 07/17/02 8304.2$ 0S7O1/0C 
07/21 fOS 07/24XC $304.28 0S71«Stt 
06705/02 08/05/QE Si 00.19 oeao/K 
OS/11/0S oe/i4Jce S348.3© 09/02/66 
1027/02 I O / B I « $384.00 12/02/06 
11/03/08 11/04/02 ST53.«0 12/02/92 

n/io/oe 11/14/oe $384.00 12/02/02 
11/17/02 llffi l ltt S364.0G 12/05*36 
12/01*32 12705706 $409.86 1287*36 
12/08/08 1£/12JC« $408.88 1287J06 
12/15702 12/18/06 S40S.9E Q\JS7*QM 
01/26708 01/30/05 ' S43SJS 0 2 / i s * » 
02/02/08 02/06/08 S38S.S6 02/17/08 
02/09/oe 02/1306 S38SJ6 02/18/08 
03/30*38 04703*38 S38S.86 O4C1/09 
06703708 O M M B $367.08 0572370$ 
06722/08 06/25*36 S310.S0 07/21/01 
07/06/08 07/i o « e $444.38 ©7J21/0S 
07/28/08 0 7 / n » » S30C.3C OS/15438 
09/29/08 10*12/08 $361.72 SeptOctW 

10/05/08 IQfiOW 1*17.17 10C0** 
10/12/08 10/17/08 •671.17 10/2*708 
10/19/08 10/24/08 SS71.17 10730VD8 
10/26/03 10731/06 $571.17 11/06703 
11/02)05 11/07/0* ssn.i7 11/13/08 
11/0SV08 11/14/08 $671.17 11 £1/08 
n/i6/08 11J21/QS SS71.17 12/04/08 

ii/so/os 12/04*38 SS01.96 12/09/08 
-12/07/03 12/12/08 $501.96 12716708 
12/14/03 12718705 €501.96 01/05/04 
01/16/04 01/22704 $581:63 01/30AM 
01/25AM 01/29/04 $581:63 02/05/04 
02/03/04 02/05/04 . $263.79 03/01/04 
02/15/04 02717/04 $263.78 03/12/04 
02/23/04 02/25/08 -S263.7G 03/12/04 
02/29/04 OS/02/04 S263.79 O4/02/O4 
03/06/04 03710/04 S263.7S 04/02/04 
03/15/0* 03/17/0* S26S.7S 04/02/04 
03/2670* 03730/0* $263.78 05/0370* 
04/04/04 04/06/04 $263.79 05/03/04 
04/11/04 04/13/04 S26S.7S 05/06/04 
04/18/04 04/20/04 $26378 05/06/04 
04/25/0* 04727** S263.7* 05/28704 
05/02/04 Q5/047G* S263.78 05/26704 
05/09/04 05/1470* SS71.17 05/26704 
05/09/04 05/14/04 S571.17 06701/04 

$17,886.96 

• El Pss© 
2 U Quints - E Pase 
8 Hawthorn Suss* 
4 La Quints - £1 Paso 

S> Comfort tan - Alsmogordo 
€ Comtort Inn - Aiamooordo 
7 Comtort hm - Aisrrwojordo 
8 Comfort Inn • Alamoojordo 
• U Outfits • Las Cruoss 

18 La Cxknts - Las Cmoss 
11 La Qutnta - Las Crucss 
12 Comfort mn • Lss Vegas 
18 Comfort trm Airport - Albuquerque 
14 Comfort Inn Airport- Albuquerque 
15 Comfort Inn Airport • Albuquerque 
1C Comfort Inn Airport • Albuquerque 
17 1* &uMs • El Paso 
18 \M OtfMe • El Psse 
T9 Tlswswarri Sunss 

m Comfort mn - Aiamooordo 

61 Mariatt FairfieWJnft * 
i/riofl Fairfield km * B Peso" 
im'ofi FairfiekS im • BPasc 
trriotl FairfieldInn - BPaac 

25 Manioc: Fairfieldtan - BPasc 
26 Maniac Fairfieldkm• BPaac 
27 Marriott FairfiekS Inn • B Paac 
28 Ls Outfits- Lss Cues* 
28 Ls Outrae - Lss Cruet* 
30 Ls Quirrte • Lss Cruces 
31 Le Ouinte - Same Fe 
32 La Ouinte • Same Fe 
33 Co ml on Inn • Hobbs 
34 Comtort Inn • Hobbc 
35 Comfort Irm • Hobbs 
36 Comfort Inn - Hobbs 
37 Comfort Inn - Hobbs 
38 Comtort mn • Hobbs 
38 Comfort Inn - Hobbs 
40 Comfort Inn • Hobbs 
41 Comfort Irm - Hobbs 
42 Comtort Im - Hobbs 
43 Comfort Inn - Hobbs 
44 Comfort Inn • Hobos 
45 Marriott FairfiakS Im • El Paao 
46 Marriotl Fairfield Irm - El Peso 

S 1 M W 

TmAar 

" This howl does not exist 

i 


