ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE NO. E18-87

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF BANKING AND INSURANCE

IN THE MATTER OF:

Proceedings by the Commissioner of )

Banking and Insurance, State of New )

Jersey, to fine, suspend, and/or revoke the )

public adjuster licenses of Michael Patrick )

Diviney, Reference No. 1303106, and ) AMENDED ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Property Damage Adjusters, Inc., Reference )

No. 1589600, and to fine Samuel A. )

Demaio and Accupro Environmental, LLC )

)
)

TO:  Michael Patrick Diviney Property Damage Adjusters, Inc.
109 Mount Vernon Court 109 Mount Vernon Court
Deptford, NJ 08096 - Deptford, NJ 08096
Samuel A. Demaio Accupro Environmental, LLC
5 Kohomo Avenue 505 Route 168 Suite D
Sicklerville, NJ 08081 Turnersville, NJ 08012

THIS MA’I'I‘ER, having been opened by the Commissioner of Banking. and
Insurance (“Commissioner”), State of New Jersey, upon information that Michael Patrick Diviney
(“Diviney”), Property Damage Adjusters, Inc., a New Jersey corporatioﬁ (“PD.A”) (collectively,
“the PDA Respondents™), Samuel A. Demaio (“Demaio”), and Accupro Environmeqtal, LLC, a
New Jersey limited liability company (“Accupro”) (collectively “the Accupro Respondents™), may
have violated ;'arious provisions of the insurance laws of the State of New Jersey; and

WHEREAS, Diviney is currently licensed as a public adjuster pursuant to N.J.S.A.

17:22B-5; and



WHEREAS, Property Damage Adjusters is currently licensed as a public adjuster
pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-5; and

WHEREAS, Demaio is a principal of Accupro, a licensed New Jersey home
improvement contractor, Number 13VH06680700; and

WHEREAS, the PDA Respondents are subject to the provisions of the New Jersey
Public Adjusters’ Licensing Act, N.J.S.A. 17:22B-1 to -20 (“Public Adjusters’ Act”), the
regulations governing the licensing of public adjusters, N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.1 to -37.19, the New
Jersey Insurance Fraud Prevention Act, 17:33A-1 to -30 (“Fraud Act”), and the regulations
promulgated thereunder, N.J.A.C. 11:16-1.1 to &-7.10; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14a(1), and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)1 and
2, a public adjuster shall not violate any provision of the insurance laws, including any rules
promulgated by the Commissioner, or violate any law in the course of his, or its, dealing as an
adjuster; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)2, the Commissioner may suspend
or revoke a public adjuster’s license if the public adjuster has violated any law in the course of
acting as a public adjuster; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14a(4) and N;J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)4, a
public adjuster shall not demonstrate his, or its, incompetency, lack of integrity, bad faith,
dishonesty, financial irresponsibility, or untrustworthiness to act as an adjuster; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14a(5) and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)5, a
‘ public adjuster shall not aid, abet, or assist another person in violating any insurance law of this |

State; and



WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-13band N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(a) and (b)3,
no individual, firm, partnership, association, or corporation licensed as a public adjuster shall have
any right to compensation from any insured for, or on account of, services rendered to an insured
as a public adjuster unless the right to compensation is based upon a written contract or
memorandum signed by the party to be charged and the adjuster specifying or clearly defining the
services to be rendered and the amount or extent of the compensation; and

WHERE_AS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)3ii, the written memorandum or
contract between a licensed public adjuster and an insured shall contain a list of services to be
rendered and the maximum fees to be charged, which shall be reasonably related to services
rendered; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-13 and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)3iii,
N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(c) 'and (d), and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)15, the written memorandum or
contract between a licensed public adjuster and an insured shall state the time and date of execution
of the contract by each party and no public adjuster shall solicit or enter into any contract or
agreement for loss or damage occurring in this State between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m.
during the 24 hours after the loss has occurred; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)5, the written memorandum or
contract between a licensed public adjuster and an insured shall prominently include a section
which :speciﬁes: (i) the procedures to be followed by the insured if he or she seeks to cancel the
contract, including any requirement for a written notice; (ii) the rights and obligations of the parties
if the contract is cancelled at any time; and (iii) the costs to the insured or the formula for the

calculation of costs to the insured for services rendered in whole or in part; and



WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.A.C. 11:1-12.2(a), active officers of corporate
licensees shall be held individually responsiblé for all insurance-related conduct of the corporate
licensee; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-17, any person violating any provision
of the Public Adjusters’ Act shall, in addition to any other sanctions provided by law, be liable for
| a civil penalty of not more than $2,500.00 for the first offense and not more than $5,000.00 for the
second and each subsequent offense; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:33A-4a(1), it is a violation of the Fraud Act
to present or cause to be presented any written or oral statement as part of, or in support of or
opposition to, a claim for payment or othgr benefit pursuant to an insurance policy knowing that
the statement contains any false or misleading information concerning any fact or thing material
to the claim; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:33A-4a(3), it is a violation of the Fraud Act
to conceal or knowingly fail to disclose the occurrence of any event which affects any person’s
initial or cbntinued right or entitlement to (a) any insurance benefit or payment or (b) the amount
of any benefit or payment to which the person is entitled; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J .S.A. 17:33A-4b, a person violates the Fraud Act if he
knowingly assists, conspires with, or urges any person or practitioner to violate any of the
provisions of the Fraud Act; and .

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:33A-5a and c, violations of the Fraud Act
subject the violator to a civil and administrative penalty not to exceed $5,000.00 for the first

offense, not to exceed $10,000.00 for the second offense and not to exceed $15,000.00 for each



subsequent offense; moreover, the Commissioner may issue a final order assessing restitutfon and
costs of prosecution, including attorneys’ fees in accordance with N.J.A.C. 11:16-7.9(c); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:33A-5.1, any person/who is found in any legal
proceeding to have committed insurance fraud shall be subject to a surcharge in the amount of
$1,000.00; and : '

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
NA. Confract

IT APPEARING, that on or about January 26, 2015, the PDA Respondents and
New Jersey insured N.A. entered into a contract on Property Damage Adjusters letterhead (“N.A.
Contract”) for public adjuster’s services to advise and assist in the adjustment of an insurance
claim for property water damage which occurred at N.A.’s residence in Sicklerville, New Jersey;
and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PbA Respondents utilized the N.A. Contract
format for at least 80 public adjuster’s service contracts with New Jersey insureds between

~December 18,2013 and April 7, 2015 (a full list of contracts entered into by the PDA Respondents

in the N.A. Contract format is attached as Exhibits A and B hereto); and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the contract utilized by the PDA Respondents
did not comply with the Public Adjusters’ Act, because it: (1) did not specifically or clearly define
the services to be rendered; (2) did not state the time the contracts were executéd; and (3) did not
prominently include a section which specified the procedures to be followed by the insured if he
or she sought to cancel the contract, including any r;quirement for a written notice and the rights

and obligations and costs of the parties if the contract was cancelled at any time; and



IT FURTHER APPEARING, that at least 15 of the aforementioned public
adjuster’s contracts resulted in fees charged that were in excess of 25% of the gross recovery to
the insured and thus were not reasonably to the services rendered; and

L.M. Claim

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 1, 2015, L.M. experienced

storm damage at her residence located in Gloucester Township, New Jersey (“L.M. Residence);
.and |

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 1, 2015, L.M. retained the
Accupro Respondents to repair the storm damage; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 1, 2015, based upon a
referral by the Accupro Respondents, L.M. signed a written contract with the PDA Respondents
to represent her concerning a claim against her homeowner’s igsurance policy with Farmers of
Salem Insurance Company (“Farmers”) for damages incurred in the storm; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 1, 2015, the PDA
Respondents inspected and took photographs of the storm damage incurred at the L.M. Residence;
and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that subsequent to the PDA Respondents’ inspection,
and before any notice had been given to Farmers of the damage, the Accupro Respondents began
the demolition of the L.M. Residence; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that an investigation by Farmers revealed that the
demolition performed by the Accupro Respondents was unnecessary, was unrelated to the storm

damage, and was perpetrated in an attempt to enlarge a future claim to Farmers; and



IT FURTHER APPEARING, that upon request by Farmers to produce the
photographs of the L.M. Residence taken prior to when the demolition by the Accupro
Respondents occurred, the PDA Respondents destroyed or refused to produce the photographs to
Farmers; and | ‘ .

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents produced photographs to
Farmers that were allegedly taken by the Accupro Respondents of the L.M. Residence prior to the
demolition, and these photographs were determined to be falsified; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that due to the multiple misrepresentations made by
the PDA Respondents to L.M. and to Farmers, L.M. subsequently attempted to terminate the
contract with the PDA Respondents, but the PDA Respondents refused her request; and

H./R.C. Claim

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about July 27, 2016, H.C. and R.C. signed
a written contract with the PDA Respondents to represent them concerning an alleged water
damage claim against their homeowner’s insurance policy with Plymouth Rock
Assurance/Palisades Insurance Company (“Plymouth Rock™) covering their residence in
Voorhees, New Jersey (“H./R.C. Residence”); and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents, without authorization
from the insureds or from Plymouth Rock, retained the Accupro Respondents to perform
demolition on areas of the H./R.C. Residence that were not included in, apd were not part of, the
alleged water damage claim; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents submitted a fraudulent

claim to Plymouth Rock for to the H/R.C. Residence that included damages which were



intentionally created by the Accupro Respondents at the behest of, or in concert with, the PDA
Respondents; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the claim submitted by the PDA Respondents to
Plymouth Rock on behalf of H.C. and R.C. was denied, in part, as fraudulent; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that H.C. and R.C. made numerous attempts to
contact the PDA Respondents without success after the claim was submitted to Plymouth Rock
without their approval or consent, and terminated their contract with the PDA Respondents by
letter dated December 30, 2016; and ‘

J.M. Claim

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 9, 2016, J. M. retained the
Accupro Respondents to perform routine repairs on the skylights and roofing at her residence in
Sewell, New Jersey (“J.M. Residence”); and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the Accupfo Respondents referred the PDA
Respondents to J.M. for the purpose of submitting an insurance claim for the routine repairs and
maintenance; and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that on or about October 9, 2016, J.M. signed a
written contract with the PDA Respondents to represent her concerning an alleged claim for wind
storm damage against her homeowner’s insurance policy with Allstate New Jersey Insurance
Company (“Allstate”); and

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents conspired with, encouraged, and/or aided and abetted J.M. to file a fraudulent claim
with Allstate for repairs that J.M. claimed were caused by storm damage, but were actually

necessitated by routine maintenance, contractor negligence and/or ongoing deterioration; and
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ITFURTHER APPEARING, that Allstate denied the claim as fraudulent; and
COUNT 1 (PDA RESPONDENTS)

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents entered into at least 80
public adjuster’s contracts with New Jersey insureds that did not specifically or clearly define the
services to be rendered and did not contain the time the contracts were executed, in violation of
N.J.S.A. 17:22B-13¢c and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)3ii and iii; and

COUNT 2 (PDA RESPODENTS)

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents entered into at least 80
public adjuster’s contracts with New Jersey insureds that did not prominently include a section
which specified the procedures to be followed by the insureds if they sought to cancel the contract,
including any requirement for a written notice and the rights and obligations of the parties if the
contract was cancelled at any time, and the costs to the insured of the formula for the calculation
of the costs of the insured for services rendered in whole or in part, in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:22B-
14a(1) and (4), NJ.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)5j, ii, and iii, and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)1 and 4; and

COUNT 3 (PDA RESPONDENTS)

IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents entered into at least 15
public adjuster’s contracts with New Jersey insureds in which the maximum fees to be charged
were not reasonably related to the services rendered, in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14a(1) and
(4), N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)3ii, and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)1 and 4; and

COUNT 4 (ALL RESPONDENTS)
IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro

Respondents conspired to submit a false claim to Farmers for storm damage to the L.M. Residence,



and upon discovery of the fraud destroyed evidence of the actual damage and submitted fabricated
evidence to Farmers, in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:33A-4a(1), (3) and -4(b); and
IT FURTHER APPEARING, that upon discovery of the conspiracy to submit a
fraudulent claim to Farmers, L.M. attempted to terminate her contract with the PDA Respondents,
but the PDA Respondents refused to allow L.M. to terminate the contract in violation of N.J.S.A.
17:22B-14a(1), (3) and (4), N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)5i, ii, and iii, and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)1 and
4; and
COUNT 5 (ALL RESPONDENTS)
IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents conspired to submit a false claim to Plymouth Rock for storm damage to the H/R.C
Residence in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:33A-4a(1), (3) and -4(b); and
IT FURTHER APPEARING, that upon discovery of the conspiracy to submit a
fraudulent claim to Plymouth Rock, H.C. and R.C. attempted to terminate their contract with the
PDA Respondents, but the PDA Respondents refused to allow H.C. and R.C. to terminate the
contract in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14a(1), (3) and (4), N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(b)S5i, ii, and iii,
and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(a)1 and 4; and
COUNT 6 (ALL RESPONDENTS)
‘ IT FURTHER APPEARING, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents conspired to submit a false claim to Allstate for storm damage to the J.M. Residence
in violation of N.J.S.A. 17:33A-4a(1), (3) and -4(b), N.J.S.A. 17:i2B-14a(5), and N.J.A.C.
11:37.14(a)5; —
«
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS on this _!_Q day of-July, 2018:

10



ORDERED, that the PDA Respondents appear and show cause why the New Jersey
public adjuster licenses issued to the PDA Respondents should not be suspended or revoked by
the Commissioner and why the PDA Respondents should not be fined up to $2,500.00 for the first
offense and up to $5,000.00 for the second and each subsequent violation of the Public Adjusters’
Act, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14 and -17 and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.14(b); and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the PDA Respondents appear and show cause
why they should not be ordered to make restitution of fees charged pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-
13c and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.13(a); and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents appear and show cause why tl{e Commissioner should not assess a civil penalty of
up to $5,000.00 for the first offense, up to $10,000.00 for the second offense, and up to $15,000.00
for each subsequent offense of the Fraud Act pursuant to the provisions of N.J.S.A. 17:33A-5c and
N.J.A.C. 11:16-7.9(a); and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents appear and show cause why the Commissioner should not impose a $1,000.00
surcharge against him in accordance with N.J.S.A. 17:33A-5.1; and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro
Respondents appear and show cause why they should not be subject to additional penalties

' including attorney’s fees, reimbursement of the costs of investigation, prosecution, and restitution
authorized pursuant to the provisions of N.J.S.A. 17:22B-14 and -17, N.J.S.A. 17:33A-5¢c, and
N.J.A.C. 11:16-7.9(c); and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the PDA Réspondents appear and show cause

why the $10,000 bond filed with the Commissioner in connection with the PDA Respondents’

11




application(s) for a public adjuster license should not be used for the benefit of any person injured
by any willful, malicious, or wrongful act by them in coﬁnection with the transaction of business,
pursuant to N.J.S.A. 17:22B-12 and N.J.A.C. 11:1-37.9; and |

IT IS PROVIDED, that the PDA Respondents and the Accupro Respondents have
the right to request an administrative hearing, to be represented by counsel or other qualified
representative, at their own expense, to take testimony, to call or cross-examine witnesses, to have
subpoenas issued, and to present evidence or argument if a hearing is requested; and

IT IS FURTHER PROVIDED, that unless a request for a hearing is made to the
Office of Administrative Law under Docket No. BKI 04239-2018S, with a copy to Deputy
Attorney General Richard E. Wegryn, Jr., within twenty (20) days of the sérvice of this Order to
Show Cause, the right to a hearing in this matter shall be deemed to have been waived by the
licensee and the Commissioner shall dispose of this matter in accordance with the law. The request
shall contain the following:

(a) The licensee’s name, address, and daytime telephone number;

(b) A statement referring to each charge alleged in this Order to Show Cause and icientifying
any defense intended to be asserted in response to each charge. Where the defense relies
on facts not contained in the Order to Show Cause, those speciﬁc facts must be stated;

(c) A specific admission or denial of each fact alleged in this Order to Show Cause. Where
the licensee has no specific knowledge regarding a fact alleged in the Order to Show
Cause, a statement to that effect must be contained in the hearing request. Allegations of
this Order to Show Cause not answered in the manner set forth above shall be deemed to

have been admitted; and

(d) A statement requesting a hearing.

PETER I/ HARPT, Director

Division of Insurance
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Exhibit A




(e

NAME CONTRACT DATE | % CHARGED | ADJUSTER PAID | AMT PDTO INSD IFEE AMOUNT
Ww.C. 12/18/2013 25% Yes 3,797.04 949.26
W.C. 12/26/2013 20% Yes 57,665.80 11533.16
M.F. 12/27/2013 33% Yes 7,052.73 2327.4
JM. 1/3/2014 25% Yes 7,249.03 1812.26
A.F. 1/10/2014 20% Yes 21,273.72 4254.75
D.M. 1/11/2014 25% Yes 5,608.45 1402.11
R.D, 1/13/2014 25% Yes 24,072.38 6018.1
B.F. 1/13/2014 25% Yes 9,148.96 2287.24
B.G. 1/17/2014 25% Yes 4,283.06 1070.77
RJ. 1/20/2014 33% Yes 13,019.55 4296.45
RJ. 1/25/2014 25% Yes 11,210.85 2802.71
A.B, 1/29/2014 25% Yes 6,301.90 1575.48
N.J. 1/31/2014 25% Yes 11,581.13 2895.28
CH. 2/6/2014 20% Yes 15,837.65 3167.53
EM. 2/6/2014 20% Yes 48,082.16 9616.43
F.G. 2/10/2014 30% Yes 7,900.36 2370.11
H.P. 2/10/2014 30% Yes 16,636.70 4991.01
A.B. 2/14/2014 25% No Denied
M.T. 2/27/2014 25% No Denied 0
M.T. 2/27/2018 25% No Denied 0
D.F. 2/28/2014 25% No 7,671.48 0
BJ. 3/3/2014 33% No Pending
B.B. 3/6/2014 33% Yes 2,391.29 789,13
H.P. 3/30/2014 15% Yes 39,628.75 5,944.31
). B. 3/30/2014 33% Yes 5,854.11 1931.86
LM. 5/1/2014 30% Yes 9,539.36 2861.81
1.R. 5/1/2014 25% Yes 8,653.52 2163.38
D.W. 5/2/2014 20% No Denied
5.G. 5/3/2014 15% Yes 10,000 1500
W.M. 5/3/2014 30% Yes 9,056.22 2716.87
1.K. 5/13/2014 35% No Pending
B.M. 5/15/2014 25% Yes 10,733.33 2683.33
LS. 5/24/2014 25% Yes 5331.74 1332.94




NAME CONTRACT DATE | % CHARGED | ADJUSTER PAID | AMT PDTO INSD IFEE AMOUNT!
AK. 5/27/2014 25% Yes 4,453.74 1113.44
D.H. 6/7/2014 30% Yes 8,967.37 2690.21
S.F. 6/12/2014 30% Yes 7,279.74 2183.92
G.P. 6/16/2014 30% Yes 13,797.14 4139,14
M.R. 6/25/2014 33% No 6,608.89 0
5.G. 6/27/2014 25% Yes 3,891.67 972.92
DS. 7/31/2014 25% No 9,422.92 0
B.C. 8/1/2014 25% Yes 5,995.93 1498.98
M.K. 8/11/2014 25% Yes 8,448.53 211213
J.C. 8/14/2014 25% Yes 6,166.94 1541.74
JR. 8/16/2014 25% No 12,318.14 0
MS. 8/19/2014 25% Yes 4,462.49 1115.62
M.S. '8/19/2014 25% Yes 4,196.85 1049,21
M.S. 8/19/2014 25% Yes 4,738.56 1184,64
N.S. 8/28/2014 25% Yes 7,591.71 1897.93
FJ. 9/2/2014 25% No Denied

c.D. 9/4/2014 35% No Denled

JA. 9/17/2014 25% Yes 2,213.63 553,41
B.G. 9/19/2014 25% Yes 16,186,05 4046.51
JA. 9/26/2014 25% . Yes 3,913.58 978.4
c.D. 10/17/2014 25% Yes 4,566.06 1,141.52
A.A. 10/20/2014 25% "Yes 27,002.60 6750.65
A.A. 10/20/2014 25% Yes 7.419.02 1854.76
55, 10/28/2014 25% Yes 13,643.25 3410.81
CW. 11/6/2014 25% Yes 4,652.11 1163.03
1M, 11/8/2014 25% Yes 11,262.52 2815.63
CR. 11/8/2014 25% Yes 4,275.94 1068.99
RM. 11/13/2014 25% Yes 6,599.21 1649.8
P.Y. 12/30/2014 25% No 2,434.96 0
SY. 1/8/2015 15% Yes 3,328.25 499.24
ZT. 1/15/2015 25% No Pending

LW. 1/16/2015 25% Yes 3,525.74 881.44
N.A. 1/26/2015 25% No $22,845.60 0




e

NAME CONTRACT DATE | % CHARGED | ADJUSTER PAID AMT PD TO INSD |FEE AMOUNT]
A.D, 1/27/2015 25% Yes 5,163.83 1290.96
M.S. 1/28/2015 20% No Denied

134898.71




Exhibit B




(e

NAME CONTRACT DATE | % CHARGED | ADIUSTER PAID | AMTFD TO INSD |FEE AMOUNT
R.M. 2/3/2015 25% Yes 19,177.92 4794.48
JL 2/4/2015 25% Yes 4,264.54 1066.14
JE 2/16/2015 25% Yes 11,382.55 2845.64
JW. 2/17/2015 20% Yes 24,717.52 4943.5
KM. 2/20/2015 25% No 1,676.55 0
KH. 2/27/2015 20% No Pending
LS. 3/6/2015 25% No Pending
D.M. 3/6/2015 6% No Pending
RT. 3/11/2015 25% Yes 5,393.00 1348,25
V.C. 3/24/2015 25% No Pending
T.G. 3/25/2015 25% No 3,585.26 0
AA. 4/7/2015 20% No Pending

14998.01




