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Statement of Haim filed: October 16, 1391

Claimant's Submission Agreement signed on:Septenber 5, 1391

Statane&t of Anstmr and Counterclaim filed by Respondent, Ttirmag p. White & Co.
Inn, on: Deceober 30, 1391

Statement of Answer filed by Respondent, Xbog Go, on Deca±wr 26, 1391

Respondent, Kong Go's Submission Agreauaut signed on: Decaibec 20, 1391 .

Pre- Hearing Conferencet 0\ily 23, 1392 - Qoe Session

Dates/Sessions i August IS, 1992 - Tuo Sessions
August 19, 1992 - TWO Sooniona

tf ** fT* - -c!aTI FraOCiSCO,

case snmmr

Claimant, Vasiliki Douglas (Douglas) alleged that Respondent, Kong Go (Go* , while
employed by Respondent, lianas F. White & Co. Inc. (White), rfrirmyi Douglas*
account by excessively trading to generate mtBria^rna, nqugiaff aig^ alleged that
Go had complete control over a»^*i account. Tv«yj'1l^^ aign r»i a?marf against White for
failure to supervise.



Respondent, Go, alleged that Douglas was fully aware of the risks involved in
options trading and had wanted to invest sere speculatively for greater returns.
Respondent, White, alleged that Douglas executed a "'Murf t-jvi Trading Authorization,"
in favor of White. The r̂ Tiri.****̂  Trading Authorization authorized T̂FJ -i-ngi-mr̂ -Ptj
White to follow the instructions of Go, in every request concerning Douglas*
account with. White. Douglas glso agreed to indeonify îv? lyld White harmless
from any atiri »1? nTa-img of loss which nay result fron, White1 s reliance on
authorization.

White a"i,y erfrvtaf la-imort for yv̂ l TH» against Douglas for br̂ TiglT'j a frivolous

RELIEP HgJJl

$21,000.00
fees of $7,000.00

Respondent, White, requested ^i™Hqgai of ^tv& fia^jn i^ its entirety
for bring"* rug a frivolous claim.

Respondent, Go, requested ̂  grrf qp^i of *̂̂ >p> ^̂ '̂ â •m Hn its entirety.

have ggrŷ d that •̂̂ <̂* AMBrd in t'hi.p natter1 jsscf be executed in
counterpart copies or that a han&iritten, signed Award may be entered. In either
case, the parties have agreed to receive mnfciTiHPid copies of the Award while the
original (s) remain on file with the KASD.

After <"**••"»ĵ artTg frfro pleadings, HT^ testincoy ?ryi Mm evidence pypgonj-orj at
the h«*ariT«j and post hearing submissions (if any), the undersigned arbitrator(s)
has/have deeidM in full and final resolution of the issues submitted for deter-
mination as follows:

1. Respondents, Thomas F. White & Co., Inc. and Rang Go, are jointly and
severally liable and ahull pay to Claimant, VasilUci Douglas, the sum of Forty
Five Thr^ipgiyi P^T1"^1 and Zero Gents ($45,OOCR.OB>, >ri

2. Tfra parties "^•T^ mf-fi bear t-h»<T» respectivB
attorneys'/recovery

Pursuant to Section 43c of the Coda of Arbitration Procedure, the following
Forum. Fees are asneflsfrt: $400.00 BSD

1. Respondents are jointly and severally assessed and «*»it pay to the NRSD the
sum of $1,900.00 representing assessments for one pre-hearing conference at
$300.00 and four regular hearing session fees at $400.00 each.
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Fees are payable to the Ma HI-MI. Association of Securities Dealers, Inc.

-me
Public Arbitrator
Public Arbitrator
Industry Arbitrator

Concurring Arbitrators' Signatures

/fy,^ /?/^£
Ralph. A. Cotton

Served Oct. H 1992

91-03235

o£ Decision*

3 at 3


