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' In the Matter of the Accusation Against: BGC Case No. BGC-HQ2012-0001AC
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LYSING ESCONDE

_ . DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER

(Gov. Code, § 11520)
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BGC-GEKE-001586

~ FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Onorabout June 10,2013, Wayne J. Quint Jr. (Complainant) solely 1n his official

A capacny as the Chief of the California Department of Justice, Bureau of Gambling Conu ol, served | -

by certified mail and filed Accusatlon No. BGC-HQ2012-0001AC (Accusahon), against Lysmo

Esconde (Respondent) before the California Gambling Control Comimnission (Commission) setting

' Also served and filed with the Accusation were a Statement to Respondent (Gov. Code, §
11505, subd. (b)), a Request for Discovery (Gov. Code, § 11507.6). copies of Government Code

" sections 11507.5, 11507.6 and 11507.7, and two copies of the Notice of Defense form (Gov. Code,

§§ 11505 & 11506) for Respondent’s use. Hereinafter, “Accusation” includes reference to the
Accusation and all the above-listed documents. ' : '




forth the bases for the 1‘evoeati on of Resp‘ondeln"s Key El;lploy)ee License Number B GC-GEKE-
001586.2 | )

~ 2. On or about luly.8 2013 tll'e Accusation that was sent tov Respendem al her address of |
record by eemiled mail was returned undellvel ed. | | |

3. On or about August l2 2013, the Accusation was suved by personal service on

Respondem. A copy of the CC] uﬁcaie of Service by Pelsonal Serv1ee is attached as Auachmem

B and i 1neorpm ated herein by 1efe1 ence

| 4, Onor aboui August 15, 20] 3, Respondent knowmgly and voluntanly stated to Deputy
Attorney General Romld DlGdllCh that she did not intend to submit a Notlee of Defense to
challenge the allegations i 1n the Aeetléétmn that she did not wishto goto a hearmg, and that she
understood ihat he1 Key Employee Lxcense would be 1evol<ed by way of a Default Deelslon and
Olde1 B R L SRR VI '

5. To date Respondent has failed to file a Nouee of Defense to the Accusa‘aon or made

- -any type of oral or written- requesi for a hea1 1ng to appeal or challenge the p1 oposed revocann e

“her Key Employee License. -

B I
R oy

6. "_(‘?{‘Ov‘ermnent Code section 11503 provides iﬁ'iie'rtln‘élit: part: ¢ o

A heanng to determme whether a right, authouty, hcense of
privilege should be 1evoked shall be inftiated by filing an
accusation.. :

7.  Government Code section 11506 subd1v131on (c) p1ov1des in pertinent pal't

The 1espondem shall be enmled to a hearmg on the mems zf the
- respondent files ainotice of defense, and shall be deemed a spec1ﬁe _

%' A copy of the Accusation is attdched as Atiaehmeni A'and mcorporated he1 ein by
reference.

3 Respondent was per sonally served ai TNT Close1 Consignment and New, 180 Clovis

: ._Avenue Clovis, California 93612,

“ The Declalailon of Deputy Aﬂomey Gene1 al Ronald Dledneh is aﬂached as Attachmen
C and 1ncorporated herein by reference, v
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denial of all parts of the accusation not expressly admitted. Failure 10
file a notice of defense shall constitute a waiver of respondent’s right
10 « hearing, bul the agency in its discretion may never theless grant a
hearing.

(Ttalics added.) ‘
8.  Government Code section 11520, subdivision (a) provides:

If the respondent either {ails to file a notice of-defense or 10
appear at the hearing, the agency may take action based upon
respondent’s express admissions or upon other evidence and
affidavits may be used as evidence without any notice to
respondent; and where the burden of proof is on the respondent to
establish that respondent is entitled to the agency action sought, the
agency may take action without taking evidence.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

9. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondeni S Key Employee License is

subject to revocation. .

i,O. Service of the Accusation was proper and in accordence with the law.

11. . As aresultof Responden‘c’s failure to file a Notice;of Defense fo the Aceus"ation, or
make any type of oral or written request for a hearing, the Cor.mn:i"_‘s»sidh has jﬁﬁs&icﬁén to
adjudicate this case by default and to order the revocat1011 of Resperidel:it;sﬂKey EE'mplo:Yee

License

12 The Comm1351on is authonzed to revoke Respondem 8 Key Employee Llcense based

upon 1he leo 4l and factual dllegations set forth in the Accusauon and suppmted by the reco1ds of

—\_. -

' ﬂ]C Supenol Cou1t of Fresno County, as follows: -

A G fRespondent s Key Employee L]CGl'lSC is subJect 10 1evecat10n pur suant 1o Busmess
| and Professmns Code sections | 9854 ]9837 and ]9839 and California Code of
R'vegel-atidns, title 4, section 12568, in that on or about Februai’y 20, 20] 3,
~ Respondent was convicted, upon her pleas of guilty, to ';_x;i.olating Penal Code sections
487, subdivision (2) (grand theft), a misdemeanor and a crime of mord] turpitude;

and, 503.(embezzlement), a misdemeanor and a crime of moral turpitude, .in the case
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.hearlng on a_s_howrng of good cause, as deﬁn_ed in the st%

i _12Bolgorn

'~.>Dated 0/35[9“0(3

| 10750 fasz’

of People of Ihe Sla/e of Californic vs. Lysmg Pr aihamnavong Esconde (Supe1 Ct
Fr esno County, - 201 3, No. Fl29038’)0)
B." | Responderlt’s Key Employee Lreense is alse subject 1o fevocation pnrsuam to

Busmess and Professrons Code sec*uons 19854 19857 and 19859, and Cahforma

. Code of Regulairons title 4 secuon 12568 in that on or between October 27, 2011,
'and Novernbel ] 1, 20] 1, Respondeni falmﬁed prue agr eement forms and 1001\ the

pnze winning money for her.own beneﬁt Wwhile engaged in her duties as a key

o s'employee at Club One Casrno a hcensed gambhng esiabhshmem in FlCSDO
* California, L
ORDER

h Based upon the f01 egomg Fmdmgs of Pact and Determination of Issues ITIS ORDERED

that Respondent Lysrng Esconde 8 Key Employee Llcense Number BGC- GEKE—001586 1is

hereby revoked

i Pursuant to Government Code sectlon 11520 subdmsmn (c) Respondent may serve a

¥ SRR

= :'1 ehed on Wrthm seven (7) days after servrce of ﬂns Default Decrswn and Order on Respondent. :

The Commlssxon in 1ts d1501 etion may then vacate this Default Decision and Ofder and grant a

RlchaldJ LW than*pelson ,

Dated:. {O/ﬁo /20(5 .

G@d Schuetz /601n1n1951on€(/

" Default Decision and Order






