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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATETARTMENT OF nii: Coie
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STATE OF CALIFORNTA

In the Matter of the Accusation of No. H-6261 SF

BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS,

Respondent(s),

T Nt et S St gt N i

DECISION

The Proposed Decision dated December 20,ﬁi990,
of Robert E. McCabe, Regional Ménager, Departmént of Real
Estate, State of California, is hereby aﬁopted as the Decision of
the Real Estate Commissioner in the above-entitled matter.

The Decision shall become effective at 12 o'clock noon

on April 11 .

19 91 |

IT IS SO ORDERED Aacel 1, 199

JOHN R. LIBERATOR
Chief Deputy Real Estate Commissioner
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* %k *

In the Matter of the Accusation of
NO. H-6261 SF

)

)

BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS, )
)

Respondent, )

)

.+BROPQSED_DECISION

This matter was presided over as an uncontested case
by Robert E. McCabe, Regional Manager, Department of Real
Estate, as the designee of the Real Estate Commissioner, in San
Francisco, California, on December 20, 1990 .

John Van Driel, Counsel, represented the complainant,.

Neither BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS nor his attorney
Thomas Chase Stutzman was present but a written stipulation on
behalf of Respondent was received into evidence.

Based upon the stipulation of Respondent the following
decision is proposed, certified and recommended for adoption:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1

The parties entered into the following written
stipulation:

- wee ...1....The matter is to be submitted for decision on. theﬂ ..
basis of said"stipulation without a formal hearing pursuant to"

the Administrative Procedure Act.

: 2.“ Respondent withdraws his Notice of Defense fl]ed
on February 8, 1990.

3. Respondent waives his rights under Government Code
Sections 11506, 11508, 11509 and 11513.
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4. Respondent agrees that the matter shall be
submitted on the pleadings and further proof will not be
required of the Complainant to prove the allegations contained
in the Accusation.

2

Process was duly served in the manner prescribed by
law. Compliance with Government Code Sections 11505 and 11509
was established.

3

In accordance with the stipulation entered into by the
parties, the following findings are made:

A. Edward V. Chioloc made the Accusation in his
official capacity as a Deputy Real Estate Commissioner of the
State of California.

B. At all times mentioned below, Respondent was
licensed as a real estate broker in his individual capacity
doing business as Northwest Mortgage and Northwest Savings.
Respondent is also presently licensed as the designated officer
of Pacific Northwest Mortgage Corporation. Respondent's license
as designated officer of Pacific Northwest Mortgage Corporation
expires on January 25, 1993. Respondent's individual real
estate broker license expires on April 29, 1992.

C. Since at least April 1, 1988 Respondent employed
and compensated Melanie Bertiz (Bertiz), for soliciting or
performing services for borrowers or lenders and negotiating
loans to be secured by liens on real property. In performing
the acts mentioned herein, Bertiz engaged in the-business and
acted in the capacity of a real estate licensee within the
meaning of Section 10131(d) of the Code. At the time of
engaging in the acts described herein, Bertiz did not possess a
real estate license issued by the Department.

D. In approximately August 1988 Jose and Josephine
Corpus (Corpus) desired to obtain a purchase money loan through
Respondent WILLIAMS to be secured by the property known as 1152

“Corcus-Court, Sunnyvale, Callfornia R

: E. In approximately August 1988 Bertiz, acting as the
agent of Respondent WILLIAMS--for or”"im‘expectation of
compensation, met with Corpus, discussed loan options and
interest rates available and helped Corpus complete their loan -
application. ip

F. In approximately November 1988, the Corpus loan
was funded by a lender who also paid a commission for the loan
brokerage to WILLIAMS. Around that same time, WILLIAMS paid
Bertiz a commission for her work on the Corpus loan.



. G. In approximately April 1988 Ranty and Loreta Ella
and Kevin and Krystel Nguyen (Ella) desired to obtain a purchase
money loan through WILLIAMS to be secured by the property known
as 1125 Moulton Drive, San Jose, California.

H. In approximately April 1988 Bertiz, acting as the
agent of WILLIAMS for or in expectation of compensation met with
Ella, discussed loan options and interest rates available and
helped Ella complete their loan application.

I. In approximately October 1988 the Ella loan was
funded by a lender, who also paid a commission for the loan
brokerage to WILLIAMS. Around that same time, WILLIAMS paid
Bertiz a commission for her work on the Ella loan.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

1

Resﬁondent WILLIAMS acts and/or omissions as alleged
in the Findings are grounds for discipline under the provisions
of Section 10137 of the Code.

2

The standard of proof applied at the hearing was clear
and convincing proof to a reasonable certainty.

ORDER
The parties stipulated to the following discipline:
1

(a) The real estate broker license and all other
license rights including the right as designated officer of
Paclific Northwest Mortgage Corporation of Respondent BRUCE
CALDWELL, WILLIAMS are revoked, provided however, that a,
restricted real estate broker license shall be issued toQ
Respondent BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS pursuant to Section 10156.5
of the Business and Professions Code, if Respondent makes
appiication therefor and pays to the Department of Real Estate
‘the appropriate fee~forvgaid~-license within 90 days _from the - =wisiihliidewn.
effective date of the Decision herein.

~3(b) The-restricted real estate broker_license so & matpr
issued shall be suspended for a period of seven (7) days from
the effective date of this Decision, but 1f Respondent
petitions, in writing, the Real Estate Commissioner pugsuant to
Section 10175.2 of the Business and Professions Code; then said
suspension shall be stayed upon condition that: .

1. Respondent pays the requested monetary penalty
pursuant to Section 10175.2 of the Business and

Professions Code at the rate of $250.00 for each
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day of the suspension for a total monetary penalty
of $1,750.00, requested in accordance with
Respondent's Stipulation dated May 21, 1990.

2., Said payment shall be in the form of a cashier's
check or certified check made payable to the
Recovery Account of the Real Estate Fund. Salid
check must be delivered to the Department prior to
the effective date of the Decision in this matter,

3. No further cause for disciplinary action against
the real estate license of Respondent occurs
within one year from the effective date of the
Decision in this matter.

4, If Respondent fails to pay the monetary penalty in
' accordance with the terms and conditions of the

Decision, the Commissioner may, without a hearing,
order the immediate suspen81on, in which event,
the Respondent shall npt We entitled to any
repayment nor credit, prorated or otherwise, for
money paid to.the Department on the terms of this
Decision.

5. If Respondent pays the monetary penalty and if no
further cause .for disciplinary action against the
real estate license of Respondent occurs within
one year from the effective date of the Decision,
the stay hereby granted shall become permanent.

(c) The restricted broker license issued to
espondent shall be subject to all of the provisions of Section
UT56.7 of the Business and Professions Code and to the
following limitations imposed under authority of Section 10156.6
of said Code:

(1) The restricted license may be suspended prior to
hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner
in the event of Respondent's conviction or plea
of nolo contendere to & crime which bears a
significant relation to Respondent's fltness or
capacity as a real estate licensee;

(2) The restrlcted license may be suspended prior to
hearing by order of the Real Estate Commissioner A
# ogn evddence satisfactory to the Commissioner-that ruei: oy e
Respondent has violated the provisions of the
California Real Estate Law, the Subdivided Lands
Law, Regulations of the Real Estate Commissioner,
and conditions attaching to the restricted
license;

(3) Respondent shall within six (6) months from the
effective date of the Decision, present evidence
satisfactory to the Real Estate Commissioner that

-4 -



(4)

(5)

(d)

he has, since the most recent issuance of an
original or renewal real estate license, taken
and successfully completed the Continuing -
Education requirements of Article 2.5 of Chapter
3 of the Real Estate Law for renewal of a real
estate license. If Respondent fails to satisfy
this condition, the Commissioner may order the
suspension of the restricted license until the
Respondent presents such evidence.

Respondent shall, within six (6) months from the
effective date of the restricted license, take
and pass the Professional Responsibility
Examination administered by the Department
including the payment of the appropriate
examination fee. If Respondent fails to satisfy
this condition, the Commissioner may order
suspension of the restricted license until
Respondent passes the examination.

Respondent shall not be eligible to apply for the
i1ssuance of an unrestricted real estate license
nor the removal of any of the limitations,
conditions or restrictions of a restricted
ticense until two (2) years have elapsed from the
date of issuance of the restricted license to
Respondent.

1f, for _any.reason,-said proposed order above is

not adopted as the Decision of the Real Estate Commissioner,
this stipulation and any admissions contained herein shall be

null and void,

the waivers of Respondent's rights under the

Administrative Procedure Act will be vacated, and Respondent
shall be entitled to a hearing pursuant to Government Code
Sections 11503 et seq., in the above-entitled matter.

DATED: tlhetwdus 22 7952

STes s ACLER L

el B ea 1t L P TP,

Regional Manager
Department of Real Estate
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9. Westbrook

In the Matier of the Accusation of

BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS, OAH No. N 35369

Respondent(s)

NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION

To the above named respondent:

You are hereby notified that a hearing will be held before the Department of Real Estate at Office of

iAdministrative Hearings, State Bldg., 455 Golden Gate Ave., Rm 2248, San Francisco

onthe 6th _  dayof June L1998 ,atthehourof _1:30_ p.m. crassoonthercafter
as the matter can be heard, upon the charges made in the Accusation served upon you.

You may be present at the hearing, and you may be represented by counsel, but you are neither required to be
present at the hearing nor to be represented by counsel. If you are not present in person nor represented by counsel
at the hearing, the Department may take disciplinary action against you upon any express admissions, or other

evidence including affidavits, without any notice to you.

You may present any relevant evidence and will be given full opportunity to cross-examine all witesses
testifying against you. You are entitled to the issuance of subpenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and the
production of books, documents or other things by applying to the Department of Real Estate.

The hearing shall be conducted in the English language. If you want to offer the testimony of any witness who
does not proficiently speak the English language, you must provide your own interpreter. The interpreter must be
approved by the hearing officer conducting the hearing as someone who is proficient in both English and the language
in which the witness will testify. You are required o pay the cosls of the interpreter unless the hearing officer directs

otherwise,

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

ld“ﬁ. I /d—,‘, /{Q\.»(.e/é

e JOHN VAN DRIEL, Counsel

Dated: April &, 1990 L )

RE 501 (Rev. 7/87)
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JOHN VAN DRIEL, Counsel - L 1= 1
Department of Real Estate . 1 = W'.
185 Berry Street, Room 5816 g i
San Francisco, California 94107-1770 . JAN2 6 1990 L.L
DEPARTAZINT OF REAL povgo-

(415) 557-3220 .
A A :
By_ L - -/7L’ Tl ot
_-_—_.-_‘_—-_'_‘———-__
C. Westbrock

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* ¥ *k

In the Matter of the Accusation of
NO. H-6261 SF

ACCUSATION

)

‘ )

BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS, )
)

Respondent. )

)

The Complainant, EDWARD V. CHIOLO, a Deputy Real
Estate Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of
Accusation against BRUCE CALDWELL WILLIAMS (Williams), is

informed and alleges as follows:

1
The Complainant, EDWARD V. CHIOLO, a Deputy Real
Estate Commissiocner of the State 6f California, makes this
Accusation against respondent in his official capacity.
Il
WILLIAMS is presently licensed and/or has license
rights under the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division 4 of the

Business and Professions Code) (Code).

111111117
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IT1

At all times herein mentioned, WILLIAMS was licensed
by the bepartment of Real Estate of the State of California
(Department) as a real estate broker in his individual capacity
doing business as Northwest Mortgage and Northwest Savings.
WILLIAMS individual license will expire on April 28, 1992,
WILLIAMS is also presently licensed as the designated officer of
Pacific Northwest Mortgage Corporation. WILLIAMS'
license as designated officer of PNMC expires on January 25,
1993.

IV

Since at least April 1, 1988, WILLIAMS employed and
compensated Melanie Bertiz (Bertiz), for soliciting or
performing services for borrowers or lenders and negotiating
loans to be secured by liens on real property. In performing
the acts mentioned herein, Bertiz engaged in the business and
acted in the capacity of a real estate licensee within the
meaning of Section 10131(d) of the Code. At the time of
engaging in the acts déscribed herein, Bertiz did not possess a
real estate license issued by the Department.

v

In approximately August 1988 Jose and Josephine Corpus
(Corpus) desired to obtain a purchase money loan through
WILLIAMS to be secured by the property known as 1152 Corcus
Court, Sunnyvale, California.
11111111117
i1
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Vi
In approximately August 1988 Bertiz, acting as the
agent of WILLIAMS for or in expéctation of compensation, met
with Corpus, discussed loan options and interest rates available
and helped Corpus complete their loan application.
VII
In approximately November 1988, the Corpus loan was
funded by a lender who also paid a commission for the loan
brokerage to WILLIAMS. Around that same time, WILLIAMS paid
Bertiz a commission for her work on the Corpus loan.
VIII
In approximately April 1988 Ranty and Loreta Ella and
Kevin and Krystel Nguyen (Ella) desired to obtain a purchase
money lcan through WILLIAMS to be secured by the property Known

as 1125 Moulton Drive, San Jose, California.
IX
In approximately April 1988 Bertiz, acting as the
agent of WILLIAMS for or in expectation of compensation met with
Ella, discussed loan options and interest rates available and
helped Ella complete their loan application.
X
In approximately October 1988 the Ella loan was funded
by a lender, who also paid a commission for the loan brokerage
to WILLIAMS. Around that same time, WILLIAMS paid Bertiz a

commissionr for her work on the Ella loan.

11117117
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The acts and/or omissions of WILLIAMS as alleged in
Paragraphs IV through X are grounds for discipline under the
provisions of Section 10137 of the Code.

WHEREFORE, Complainant prays that a hearing be
conducted on the allegations of this Accusation and that upon
proof thereof, a decision be rendered imposing disciplinary
action against all licenses and license rights of respondent
under the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division 4 of the Business
and Professions Code), and for such other and further relief as

may be proper under other applicable provisions of law.

Clpund U 0)

EDWARD V. CHIOLO
Deputy Real Estate Commissioner

Dated at San Francisco, California

this )L}fﬁ' day of Dgcemora , 19 f7




