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KAMALA D. HARRJS 
Attornev General of California 
SARA J ."DRAKE 
Senior Assistant Attorney General 
RONALD D1EDR1CH 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 95146 

13 00 ] Street, Suite 125 
P.O. Box 94425S' 
Sacramento,. CA 94244-2550 ' 

,Telephone: (9.1 6) 322-] 043 
Fax: (916) 327-23 I 9 , 
E-mail: Ronald.Diedrich@doj.ca.gov 

Attorneys/or Complainant 

BEFORE THE 

CALIFORt~IA GAMBLING CONTROLCOJ\1MISSION 

, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

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

LYSING ESCPNDE 
 

License Number 
BGC-GEKE-001586 

DEFAULT DECISION AND ORDER 

(Gov. Code, § 11520) 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On or about June 10,2013, Wayne J. Quint, JI. (Complainant), solely in his official 

, capacity as the Chief of the California Department of Justice, Bureau of Gambling Control, served 

by certified mail and filed Accusation No. BGC-HQ2012-0001AC (Accusation),] against Lysing 

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

1 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] 1507.7, and two copies oftIle Notice of Defense form (Gov. Code, 
§§ 11505 & ] 1506) for Respondent's use. Hereinafter, ;'Accusation" includes reference to the 
Accusation and aU the above-listed documents. 
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fortb the bases for the I'evocation of Respondent's Key Employee License Number BGC-GEKE-

00] 586.2 

2.. On or abo1.it July 8, 2013, the Accusation that was sent to Respondent at her address of . 

record by certified mail was returned undelivered. 
"l 
.J. On or about August 12,2013, theAccusatiol1 was served by personal service on . .' ", 

Respondent. 3 A copy of the Certificate of Service by Personal 'Service is attached as Attac1m1ent 

'B and incorporated herein by reference. 

4. On or about August 15,2013, Respondent lmowingly 'and voluntal'ily stated to Deputy 

Attorney General Ronald Diedrich that she did not intend to submit a Notice of Defense to 
. . .~ ""l .1 >~\ _,J "\ ,:, •• : • 

challenge the allegations in the Accusation, that she did not wish to go to aheai'ing, .and that she 
'~'! ;1 __ , . .:1 " ~ .. ";:. ~( ... t.i;.E ,I',~ , ... ' . " ~' •. ; " 

understood that her KeyBiTlp16yee'Ucensewollld he ievokedby way of a Default Decision and 
.• " . ". •. ' ",~;.~; '.~ { . :. "J 

. . . . 

5. To date Respondent has failed to file a Notice of Defense to the Accusation or made 

'any type of oral or writtenTequest for a heai-iiig to lippe-arbl' challenge the pi'oposed revocation r (' 
14, ,.... .,' 
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her Key Employee License .. 

JURISDICTION 
.. : lj, 

6..CJ0ve~l11nent Code section 11503 provides in··p~rtirien:tpart: ; ,;"-;-,' 

7. 

, ,".,' 

. A hearing to determine whether a right, authori!y;:r~ceIi~e,,;6f·'. 
privilege should be revoked .. , shall be initiated by filing an' 
accusation. 

Government Code secti0n 11506, subdivision (c), provides in pertinent part: 

The respondent shall be entitled to a he~ring oi1 the' i11erits if the 
respondent files CI,notice of defense, and ~hall be deemed a specific 

24 2' A copy of the Accusatib.n is attached as Auaclunent A and incorporated herdn by 
reference. 

25 
3 Responden\:.waspers0nally served at TNT qosetOonsigmnent and New1 180 Clovis 

26. . A venue,· Clovis, California 93612. . '. 

27 

28 

4 The Dec1aratiol1 of Deputy At1~rney General Ronald Diedrich is attached as Attachmew 
C and incorporated herein by reference. 
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DefaultDecision and Order 
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deniaJof all parts of the accusation n01 expressly admitted. Failure to 
file a notice o/defense shall constitute a waiver (~lre,sponderzl ',I,' right 
. to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion may nevertheless grant a 
hearing. 

(Italics added.) 

8. 

9. 

Government Code section] 1520, subdivision (a) provides: 

If the respondent either fails to file a notice of defense or to, 
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 

Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent's Key 'Employee License is 

subject to.revocation. 

10. Service of the Accusation was propel: alid.in accordance ~iththe la~.' 

II. . As a result of Respondenfs failure to file a Notice of Def6i~si t6 the Ac6usation, or 

make any type of oral or written request for a hearing, the Commi'ssion has jurisdiction to . 

adjudicate this case by default and to order the revocation ofResp~ride11.t's Ke)i 'Employee 

License. 

1·2 .. The Commission is authorized to revoke Respondent's Key' Employ~e License based 

upon the legal abel iactll~I"allegations set forth in tJl~ Acclls~tiQ~ apd supported by the records of 
" f, :". '. " < • :,""-0,: :'", i: . 

. tb.e Superidr Court of Fresno County, as fo1l6'v'l's: 
" 

A. Respondent's Key Employee Llcense is subject to revoc?-tj,on pursuant to Business 
~ i,",' _,-"~a ... •• " . .' •. ~'~.'.. ", ,~, '(~'.: I ~~~, ~ \ 

and Professions Code sections] 9854, ] 9857 and 19859, and California Code of 

Regulations, title 4, section 12568, in that on or about FebruaJ'Y 20,20] 3, 

I 

Respondent was convicted, upon her pl~as of guilty, to:violating Penal Code sections I 
487, subdivisiol1 (a) (grand theft), a misdemeanor and a crime of moral turpitude: 

, 
~ 0." 

and: 503 (einbezzlement): a misd~m~anor an-d a ctime ofmoral turpitude: in the case 

.., 

.J 
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ofPeopleo./rhe State o'/CalUornicl vs.'LysingPrathcimnavong Esconde (Super. Ct. / 

Fresno Couhty, 2013, No. F12903820). 

B.' Respondent's Key Employee License is also subject to l'evocation pmsuan1 to 

; . .' . 

Business and Professions Code sections 19854, 19857 and 19859, and California 

Code of Regulations, title 4, secti~n 12568, in that, on or between October 27,20] 1, 
• I !. " • 

'and Novemb'er·] J~, 20J 1, Respondent falsified prize agreement forms and took the 
. 1\. 

, prize-:winning money ,for h~l'o\Yn' benefit while engaged it1 her duties as a key 

!~mpJoyee at Ciub'011~Casin(j, a 'lIcensed 'g'ainbliilg establishment in Fresno, 
',' ,. ,. . ,',', ,:. 

• • I , • 

Califomia. . ,-,' 

ORDER 
.':..:.:-: .j~ ... ::~~:;.<J. ~ ii, /' ~ ~ 0, j'ti. ~ ! ' '. . 

Ba~e9 tlpOn the foregoing ?incrrngs ofFacnrnd D eterminati 011 of Issues, IT IS ORDERED 

that Re,spondent Lysing Esconde's Key Employee:License Number BGC-GEKE-001586 is 

hereby revoked. 

. . Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, subdivIsion (c), Respondent may serve a 

. wr~tte~ mot~~nr~q'uesti'ng thatthis Default DecisIon and Ord~r be' vacated' lind stating. the grounds I 
":';~; ":::; -: . :~.~~., , , ,'. .... . ~ 

. ',: re1ied"Qnwithin seven (7) days after service of this Ddault DecIsion aIid OrderonRespondent. 
! .;;," I . :.r! .- I:: ; :1; .';:. . . 
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The Commission in its· discreti on may then vacate this Def~l.llt Decision and "Order and grant a 

hearing on a showing of good cause, as defin~d in the statu' 
i i": ': ;, 

Dated: 
.. ,:; ", 

Dated: . --=1D><-+(.....:....· 3-",-Q ~l d---='! O,,-,-{-=-3_--,-
:, :fl ." 

'Dated: /;;~ /g,b /3 ' 
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