BEFORE THE MISSOURI REAL ESTATE COMMISSION
MISSOURI REAL ESTATE COMMISSION

Petitioner,

)
)
|
) No. 18-0046 RE
)
DANIELLE PAIGE FERNANDEZ )
)
)

Respondent.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND DISCIPLINARY ORDER

On or about May 29, 2020, the Administrative Hearing Commission entered its Default
Decision in the case of Missouri Real Estate Commission v. Danielle Paige Fernandez, No. 18-
0046 RE. In that Default Decision, the Administrative Hearing Commission found that
Respondent Danielle Paige Fernandez’s real estate Salesperson license (license no. 2017018330)
is subject to disciplinary action by the Missouri Real Estate Commission (“Commission™)
pursuant to § 339.100.2, (15), and (19) RSMo.".

The Commission has received and reviewed the record of the proceedings before the
Administrative Hearing Commission including the properly pled complaint and the Default
Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission. The record of the Administrative Hearing
Commission is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety.

Pursuant to notice and §§ 621.110 and 339.100.3, RSMo, the Commission held a hearing
on December 2, 2020, at the Missouri Counsel of School Administrators, 3550 Amazonas Drive,
in Jefferson City, Missouri, for the purpose of determining the appropriate disciplinary action

against Respondent’s license. All of the members of the Commission were present throughout

L All statutory references are to the Revised Statutes of Missouri 2000, as amended, unless
otherwise indicated.




the meeting, except Commissioner William Gratz. Further, each member of this Commission
read the Default Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission. The Commission was
represented by Assistant Attorney General James Klahr. Respondent, having received proper
notice and opportunity to appear, did not appear in person or through legal counsel. After being
present and considering all of the evidence presented during the hearing, the Commission issues
the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order.

Based upon the foregoing the Commission hereby states:

I

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Commission is an agency of the state of Missouri created and established
pursuant to § 339.120, RSMo, for the purpose of licensing all persons engaged in the practice as
a real estate broker or salesperson in this state. The Commission has control and supervision of
the licensed occupations and enforcement of the terms and provisions of §§ 339.010-339.205 and
339.710-339.855, RSMo.

2, The Commission hereby adopts and incorporates by reference the properly pled
Complaint and the Default Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission in Missouri Real
Estate Commissfon v. Danielle Paige Fernandez, Case No. 18-0046 RE, issued May 29, 2020, in
its entirety and takeé official notice thereof.

3. The Commission set this matter for disciplinary hearing and served notice of the
disciplinary hearing upon Respondent in a proper and timely fashion. Respondent failed to
appear in person or through legal counsel at the hearing before the Commission.

4, This Commission licensed Respondent Danielle Paige Fernandez as a real estate

Salesperson, license number 2017018330. Respondent’s Salesperson license was not current at




all times relevant to this proceeding. On September 30, 2018, Respondent’s Salesperson license

expired.
IL
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
5. This Commission has jurisdiction over this proceeding pursuant to §§ 621.110
and 339.100, RSMo.
6. The Commission expressly adopts and incorporates by reference the properly pled

complaint and Default Decision issued by the Administrative Hearing Commission dated May
29, 2020, in Missouri Real Estate Commission v. Danielle Paige Fernandez, Case No. 18-0046
RE, takes official notice thereof, and hereby enters its conclusions of law consistent therewith.
7. As a result of the foregoing, and in accordance with the Administrative Hearing
Commission’s Default Decision dated May 29, 2020, Respondent’s real estate Salesperson
license, number 2017018330, is subject to disciplinary action by the Commission pursuant to
§ 339.100.2 (15), and (19) RSMo.

8. The Commission has determined that this Order is necessary to ensure the
protection of the public.

IIL.
ORDER

Having fully considered all the evidence before the Commission, and giving full weight
to the Default Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission, it is the ORDER of the
Commission that the real estate Salesperson license of Danielle Paige Fernandez (license no.
2017018330) is hereby REVOKED. All evidence of Respondent’s licensure shall be
immediately returned to the Commission within 30 days of this Order, if Respondent has not

already done so.




The Commission will maintain this Order as an open, public record of the Commission as

provided in Chapters 339, 610 and 324, RSMo.

TH
SO ORDERED, EFFECTIVE THIS 4 '~ DAY OF DE CEMBER | 2020.

MISSOURI REAL ESTATE COMMISSION

=N

Terry W.Mooﬂ Executive Director »




Before the
Administrative Hearing Commaission
State of Missouri

MISSOURI REAL ESTATE COMMISSION

)
)

Petitioner, ; B

v. g No. 19-1672

DANIELLE PAIGE FERNANDEZ ;
Respondent, g
)
)

DEFAULT DECISION

On November 15, 2019, Petitioner filed a properly pled complaint seeking to discipiine
Respondent. Respondent was served with a copy of the complaint and our notice of -
complaint/notice of hearing by personal service on February 18, 2020.

More than thirty days have elapsed since Respondent was served. Respondent has not
filed an answer or otherwise responded to the complaint.

In accordance with § 621.100.2, RSMo 2016, we enter a default decision against
Respondent establishing that Petitioner is entitled to the relief requested in the complaint. This
default decision shall become final and may not be set aside unless a motion is filed with this

. Commission within thirty days of the date of this order establishing good cause for not’

responding to the complaint and stating facts constituting a meritorious defense.

SC ORDERED on May 29, 2020. -

. MQ{ ¢
X_’}:IﬁNS@fN MCINTOSH
Cominissioner '




BEFORKE THE
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING COMMISSION
| STATE OF MISSOURI _
‘MISSOURI REAL ESTATE ) FILED
COMMISSION - ) November 15, 2019
..3606 Missouri Boulevard ) ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING
P.O. Box 1339 ) COMMISSION
Jefferson City, MO 65102, )
y ,
Petitioner, . ) Case No.
' ' )
v. )
. )
DANIELLE PAIGE FERNANDEZ )
+ 15812 E, 43¢ Terrace ' )
Independence, MO 64066 )
)
Respondent. )
. COMPLAINT |

Petitioner, the Missouri Real Estate Commission (“MREC"), by and

through the Att'orney General lof the State of Misso_uri; and for its cause of

" action ag_éinst Respondent, Danielle Paige Fernandez (“Fernandez”), states
the following: | |

B 1. The MREC is an agency of the State of Missouri, created and

estal?lished pursuant to Section 839.i20, RSMo,! for the purpose of executing

and enforcing the provisions of ‘§§ 339.010 though 339.205, and §§ 330.710

1 All statutory citations are to'the 2016 Revised Statutes of Missouri as amended,
. unlqss otherwise noted. '
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. throu_gh 339.855 RSMo, Real Estate Agents, Brokers, Appraisers, and Escrow
Agents. -
9.  Jurisdiction and ‘venue are proper before the Administrative
Hearing Commission purs.;.uanf to § 621.045, RSMo, and § 339.100.2, RSMo.
! * Danielle P:s;.ige Fernandez is licensed b.y the MREC as a real
estate sales person, license no. 201701_8330. At é]l___relevant times heréin,
. Fernandez’s license was active and current, -
| 4. The MREC conducted an aﬁdit of: Key' Realty Group, LLC, on
December 1216 and 18-20, 2017 {Audit No. 818335). Fernandez was
employed by Key Realty Group, LLC as a saleé person dll.lring that time.

b. _ As a result of that audit, the MREC discovered the following:

6..  Fernandez signed -the signatures of several parties who entered |
into .agreements with Key Realty Group, LLC on dacuments wii;héut their
authorization, including the following documents: |

a. Property Management Agreement between Key Realty

Grdup, LLC ar_ld'Larry Pate, dated ;Iuly 5, 2017.

b. Property Management Agreement between Key Realty

Group, LLC and Sean Holmer, dated July 5, 2017.

c Prclaperty Management Agrgaen:ient between Key Realty

Group, L1.C and Doug Martins, dated July 5, 2017.. -
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d.  Property Management Agreement between Key Realty

Group, LLC and Andrew Martin, dated Juljr 6, 20117..

&, Property Mahageinent Agreement between Key Realty

Gi'oup,‘ LLC and Zach Lemaster, dated J uly 6, 2017.

£ Property Management Agreement between Key Realty

Group, LLC and Ricky Peebles for 8022 Garfiled, dated July b,

" 2017,

g. Propt;,rty Management "Agreement between Key Realty

Group, LL.C and Joe Pupic, dated July 5, 2017.

h. ~ Property Managem;ant Agreement between Koy Real'ty-
Group, LLC and Bzad Bailey, dated July 6, 2017.

i Property Management Agreement beﬁeen Key' Realty

Group, LLC and Lawrence Hill and Dorothy Hill, dated July 5,

2017.

j. Property Management Agreement between Key R.ealty
Group, LLC and Ken Pham, dated July 5, 2017.

k. Property Manaltge-ment Agreement between Key Realty
Group, LLC and Vinayak Sankhe, dated Jﬁly 5, 2017,

1 ,_Property Manag.ement Agreement between Key Rea_lty

Group, LLC and Ronald McClellan, dated July 5, 2017.
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m. Property Management Agreemeni; between Key Realty
Group, LLC and David Gillman, dated July 5, 2017.

' 'n.. Property Management Agreement between Key Realty
Group, LLC and Michael P. Ross, dated July 5, 2017,
0. Propefty Manage;maent Agreement between Key lRealty
Groﬁp, LLC and Barbara: Mulligan, dated July 6, 2017.
P.  Property Managenien!; Agreement - between Key Realty -
‘Group, LLC and Devon Hotti.tllger, dated July 5, 2017.
'q. | Property Management Agreement between Kéy Realty
Group, LLC and Walter Moyers, dat.ed July b, 2017, |
I. Property Management .Agreement between Key lRealty
Group, Li.C and. Larr;v.Pate,' dated July 5, 2017.
8. Property Management. Agreement between Koy Realty
Group, LLC and Christian Kimura, dated July 6, 2017.
t. Property Management 'Agreement between Key Realty
Group, LLC and Larry Pate, dated July 5, 2017.
u. Property Management Ag'reex'nentl l;etween Key Realty
Group, I.I.C aﬁd- Ii.ussell Pickei.:t and Deborah Guy, dated July 5,‘

2017,
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v.  Property Management Agreement between Key Realty

_ Group, LLC and Wayne Sparks, dated July 5, 2017.

7. On or about December 10, 2018, the MREC mailed Fernandez a

' letter to her address registered with ther MREQ, and provided her with a copy

of a settlement agljée_ment. The letter directed Fernandez to I:espond in
writing within thirty days of the date of the letter. The MREC received no

response to 1ts December 10, 2018 letter.
8. Section 339.100.2, RSMo, states in pertment part:

2. The commission may cause a complaint to be filed
with the administrative hearing commission as
provided by the provisions of chapter 621 against any
person or entity licensed under this chapter or any
licensee who has failed to renew or has surrendered
his or her individual or entity license for any one or
.any combination of the following acts:

-(15) Violation of, or attempting to violate, directly or
- indirectly, or assisting or enabling any person to
violate, any provision of sections 339.010 to 339.180
and sections 339.710 to 339.860% or of any lawful
rule adopted pursuant to sections 339.010 to 339.180
'and sections:339.710 to 339.860%; .

(19) Any other conduct which constitutes
untrustworthy, improper or fraudulent business
dealings, demonstrates bad faith or incompetence,
misconduct, or gross negligencel.] :
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9. 20 CSR 2250-8.170(1), which provides:
Failure of a licensee to respond in writing, within
thirty (30) days from the date of the commission’s
written request or inquiry, mailed to the licensee’s
address currently registered with the commission,
will be sufficient grounds for tdlking disciplinary
action against that licensee.
'10. Based on the abbve, Fernandez's forging the signatures of clients
" constitutes untrustworthy, improper or fraudulent business dealings, and
demonstrates bad faith, aﬁd misconduct. Thus, cause exists to-discipline
Fernandez's real estate salesperson’s license pursuant to §_339.100.2(19), ‘
RSMo.

. 11. Based on the above, Fernandez's failure to respond to the
MREC's letter of December 10, 2018, within 30 days is.a violation of 20 CSR
9250-8.170(1). Thus, cause exists to discipline Fernandez's real estate

* salesperson’s license pursuant to §339.100.2(16), RSMo.

WHEREFORE,  Petitioner prays this Administrative Hearing
Commission to conduct a hearing in this case pursuant to Chapter 621,
RSMo, and thereafter issue its findings of fact and conclusions of law that the
Petitioner Ihdy discipline Respondent Danielle Paige Fernandez's real estate

s.alesperson"s license under Chapter 839, RSMo, and the regulations

promulgated thereunder.
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ERIC 8. SCHMITT
Attorney General
/s/ Ross Keeling

Ro-ss Keeling

" Assistant Attorney General

Missouri Bar No. 65361

Supreme Court Building

207 West High Street

P.O. Box 899

Jefferson City, MO 65102
Telephone: 573-751-1337
Telefax: 573-761-5660

Email: ross.keeling@ago.mo.gov
Attorneys for the MREC






