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. ' DEPARTHMENT OF REAL ESTATE

By k?ﬂd«j/ﬁiw;zé
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(.,

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* k *

In the Matter of the Accusation of
No. H-7450 SF
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA,

Respondent.

ORDER DENYING REINSTATEMENT OF ILICENSE

On July 22, 1997, an Order was réndered herein revoking
the real estate broker license of Respondent, but granting
Respondent the right to the issuance of a restricted real estate
broker license. A restricted reél estate breoker license was
issued to Respondent on September 25, 1996, and Respondent has
operated as a restricted licensee since that time.

On November 9, 1999, Respondent petitioned for
reinsﬁatement of said real estate broker license, and the

Attorney General of the State of California has been given noticeg

of the filing of said petition.
I
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I have considered Respondent’s petition and the
evidence and arguments in support thereof. Respondent has failed
to demonstrate to my satisfaction that Respondent has undergone
sufficient rehabilitation to warrant the reinstatement of
Respondent’'s real estate broker license.

On March 2, 2000, Respondent was convicted of a
violation of Section 23152(b) of the Vehicle Code (Blood Alcohol
Level of 0.08 or Morxe). Further, on June 28, 2000, Reépondent
was convicted of a viclation of Section 14601.2a of the Vehicle
Code (Driving with Suspended Drivers License) .

In response to a question in the petition application,
“Have you ever been a .defendant in any civil court litigation,
including -small claims court? If yes, give details below..”,
Respondent answered “No” and failed ﬁo disclose in his petition
the following civil court litigation:.

$4,000 judgment in LG Group, Inc v. Celaya, Santa Clara

County Municipal Court No. AS94200396.

Respondent’'s concealment of facts and lack of candor,
demonstrate that Respondent has not changed his attitude from
that which existed at the time the disciplinary action was taken
in this matter. Consequently, I am not satisfied that Respondent
is sufficiently rehabilitated to receive an unrestricted real
estate broker license.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Respondent's

petition for reinstatement of his real estate broker licenge is

denied.

/77
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noon on

This Order shall

become effective at 12 o'clock

April 13

. 2001.

_—)

DATED:

. 2001

PAULA REDDISH ZINNEMANN
Real Estate Commissioner

L bin>




N

[o4]

10§

11

@

COURT PAPER

12
13
14
15
1l
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

STATE OF CALIFOANIA
STE. {13 (REV. 3-9%5)

95 2839

2 O w e A

. .

Department of Real Estate '
P. O. Box 187000 U:: ‘ E
Sacramento, CA 95818-7000 ‘ H

Telephone: (916) 227-0789 AUS - 11997 o

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

BEFORE. THE DEPARTMENT OF REAI ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* * %

In the Matter of the Accusation of NO. H-7450 SF

OAH NO. N-9704138

STIPULATION AND
AGREEMENT IN

SETTLEMENT AND ORDER

)

)

‘ )

WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA, }
)

)

Respondent. }

)

It is hereby stipulated by and between Respondent

WILLIAM ROMERQ CELAYA (hereinafter “CELAYA” or “Respondent”), and

the Complainant, acting by and through James L. Beaver, Counsel
for the Department of Real Estate, as follows for the purpose of
settling and disposing of the Accusation filed herein on March 12,
1997 (hereinafter “the Accusation”) i

1. All issues which were to be contested and all
evidence which was fo be presented by Complainant and Respondent
at a formal hearing.on the Accusation, which hearing was to be
held in accordance with thé provisions of the Administrative
Procedure Act (APA), shall-instead and in place therecf be -

e

H-7450 SF -1 - - STIPULATION OF ,
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA °




. 1! submitted solely on the basis of the provisions of this
21 stipulation and Agreement in Séttlement.
Y 2. Respondent has received, read and understands the

4| Statement to Respondent, the Discovery Provisions of the APA and

5| the Accusation filgd by the Department of Real Estate in this

6! proceeding.

7 3. On March 17, 1997, Respondent filed a Notice of

8 ﬁefense pursuant to Section-11505 éf the Government Code for the
9| purpose of requesting a hearing on the allegations in the

10| Accusation. Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily withdraws

11} said Notice of Defense. Respondent acknowledges.that Respondent
12| understands that by Qithdéawing said Notice of Defense Respondent
13] will thereby waive Respondent’s right to require the Commissioner
.14 to prove the allegations in the Accusation at a contested hearing
15| held in accordance with the provisions of the APA and thaﬁ
16| -Respondent will waive other rights afforded to Respondent in
17 connec&ion with the hearing such as the right to present evidence
18| in defense of the allegations in the Accusation and the right to
19| cross-examine witnesses. A
20 4, Respondent, pursuant ﬁo the limitations set forth
21| below, hereby admits that -the factual éllegations in Paragraphs—f;——i
22 through X of the Accusation are true and correct and the Real
23|l Estate Commissioner sha}l not be required to provige.further
24 || evidence to.pfove suéh a%legations, |
25 5. It is understood By the parties that the Real
26 | Estate Commissioner may adopt the Stipulation and Agreément as his

27| decision in this matter, thereby imposing the penalty and

@

COURT PAF'_ER H_7450 SF . V - 2 - . STIPULATION OF
Sro. 113 \HEV, 508, . WILLIAM ROMERQO CELAYA

95 283%™
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o @
sanctions on Respondent’s real estate license and license rights
as set forth in the "Order" set forth beldw. In the event that
the Commissibner in his discreﬁion.does not adoﬁt the Stipulation
and Agreement 1in Settlement, it shall be void and of no effect,
and Respondent shall retain the right to a heariné and proceeding
on the Accusation under all the provisions of the APA and shall
not be bound by any admission or waiver made herein.

6. Except for causes for accusation pursuant to the

provisions of Sections 10177(d), 10177(g) or 10177{(h) of the Code

arising from a failure by CELAYA to exercise reasonable supervision

and control of the activities of Crown Funding, Inc. for which a

real estate license is required during the period commencing April .

18, 1994 and ending August 1, 1996, the Order or any subsequent
Order of the Real Estate Commissioconer made pursuant to this
Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement shall not constitute an

astoppel, merger or bar to any further administrative or civil

proceedings by the Department of Real Estate with resbect to any

matters which were not specifically alleged to be causes for
accusation in this proceeding.
DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

By reason of the foregoing sﬁipulations,wadmissions and
waivers and solely for the purpose of settlement of the pending
Accusation without hear%ng, it is st{pulated and agreedAthat the
following Determination of Issues shall be made:

‘I
The acts and/or omissions of.Respondent WILLIAM ROMERO

CELAYA as described in Paragraphs I through X of the Accusation

H-7450 SF - 3 - ‘ - STIPULATION OF
‘ "WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
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are cause for the suspension or revocation of the licenses and
license rights of Respondent CELAYA under Section lOl??(hg_of the
Code and Section 10159.2 of the Code in conjunction with_Sectiqn
10177(d) of the Code.
|  ORDER
.

All licenses and licensing rights of Respondent WILLIAM
——m—ani s e i o 217 el P £l St et ]

ROMERO CELAYA under the Real Estate Law are revoked; provided,
R v A T T amLaan?

however, a restricted real estate broker llcense shall be 1ssued

T e et DY o o - ——

to Respondent pursuant to Section 10156 5 of the Business and

o ik, e Bl i S " LTI IIoT TSI T - =

Professions Code if, within ninety {(90) days from the effective

— e e ——

date of the Decision entered pursuant to this Order (hereinafter

“the Decision”), Respondent makes application for the restricted
.1icense and pays to the Department of Real Estate the appropriate
fee therefor.

The restricted license 1ssued to Respondent shall be

FOA N r R T

subject to all of the provisions of Section 10156.7 of the

Business and Professions Code and to the following limitations, —
conditions and restrictions imposed under authority of Section
10156.6 of that Code:

1. The restrlcted 11censellssued to Respondent may be

R T AT T I T

suspended prior to hearing by Order of the Real Estate

Commissioner in the event of Respondent's conviction or plea of
nolo contendere to a crime which is substantially related to
Respondent's fitness or capacity as-a real estate licensee.

. 2. The restricted license issued to Respondent may be

o T e T A I R LRI LTI ST TSR e

suspended prior to hearing by Order of the Real Estate

H-7450 SF . - 4 - A STIPULATION OF
' WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
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Commissioner on evidence satisfactory to the Commissioner that
Respondent has violated provisions of the California Real Estate
Law,‘the Subdivided Lands Law, Regulations of the Real Estate

Commissioner or conditions attaching to the restricted license.

3. Respondent shall not be eligible to apply for the

Lo S gl bl A= P gl A P R P

issuance of an unrestricted real estate license nor for the
removal of any of the conditions, limitations or restrictions of a

restricted license until one {l1) yvear has elapsed from the

effective date of this Decision.

4. Respondent shall, within nine (9) months from the

% ok Vi I R A T R T e

effective date of the Dec151on present evidence satlsfactory to
o . iy

the Real Estate Commissioner that Respondent has, since thgvmost

recent issuance of an orlglnal or renewal real estate llcense
T S T I

T P e

taken and successfully completed the contlnulng educatlon

T s Y g Sk ¢ Y A Pt 4 e kg e gAMinng o hbe e e o ke i o e — [ ——

requlrements of Artlcle 2 5 of Chapter 3 of the Real Estate Law

for renewal of a real estate license. If Respondent fails to

T e T L L L N R T AT e e T e e

satisfy this condition, the Commissioner may order the suspension
of the restricted license until the Respondent presents such
evidence. The Commissioner shall afford Respondent the
opportunity for a hearing pursuant to the Administrative Procedure
Act to present such evidence. ‘

5. Respondent shall, within six (6) months from the

I T RS L I S IR RS T WL L SO TR - D L S LR R R A e SRR e

issuance of the restrlcted llcense, take and pass the Profe551onal

e o g

Respon51b111ty Examlnatlon admlnlstered by the Department

S S

1nclud1ng the payment of the approprlate examlnatlon fee. If

P R ST e ey L ,“-’-"l:l'.-"'.‘:._"‘_"'@

——

Respondent falls to satlsfy thls condltlon the Commissioner may

Bl S LR g AR S I w K At AN L sl LR aEeR e 4w e mlE A e SRS

order the suspen51on of the restrlcted llcense until Respondent

e - A e

H-7450 SF ' -5 - STIPULATION OF
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
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passes the examination.

6. Any restricted real estate broker license issued to

e TN T TR R TR T

Respondent may be suspended or revoked for a violation by
Respondent of any of the conditions attaching to the restricted

license.

(&1—% 1,197

DATED AMES L. BEAVER, Counsel
‘ ' DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

I have read the Stlpulatlon and Agreement, and its terms

[ o CE DAy CHI L atangyeFeR L S0 TTUTRTL LT TS

are understood by me and are agreeable and acceptable to me. I

understand that I am waiving rights given to me by the California
Administrative Procedure Act (including but not limited to
Sections 11506, 11508, 11509, and 11513 of the Government Code),
and I willingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waive those
rights, including the right of requiring the Commissioner to prove
the allegations in the Accusation at a hearing at which I would
have the right te cross-examine witnesses against me and to

present evidence in defense and mitigation of the charges,

é’éTT 77

DATED WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
Respondent
* Kk &

'

The foregoing Stlpulatlon and Agreement for Settlement

i1s hereby adopted by the Real Estate Comm1551oner as his Decision

- - - — e e — = e m twsorT g e

and Order and shall become effectlve at 12 o clock noon on

ot — e e e e < mrw ey e T L e

August 21 1997
e LS SO Oy e, T e ;;.:.:'&'m*:'f.‘:ﬂ.’

H-7450 SF _ 6 - STIPULATION OF
: WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
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H-7450 SF

IT IS SO ORDERED fi/é@éi . 1997.

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

Chies f
J 7

-7 - STIPULATION OF
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTA;SiE?)
STATE OF CALIFORNIA Cfgyfi)
llhee (A Y gy

* X %

In the Matter of the Accusation of )
) NO. H-7450 SF
CROWN FUNDING, INC., )
a Corporation, and )
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA, )
: )

)

)

Respondents.

DECISION

This Decision is being issued in accordance with the provisions
of Section 11520 of the Government Code, on evidence of compliance with
Section 11505 of the Government Code and pursuant to the Order of Default
filed on May 23, 1997, and the findings of fact set forth herein are
based on one or more of the following: (1} Respondent's express
admissions; (2} affidavits; and (3} other evidence.

FINDINGS QOF FACT
I

On March 12, 1997, Les R. Bettencourt made the Accusation in
his official capacity as a Deputy Real Estate Commissioner of the State of
California. The Accusation, Statement to Respondent, and Notice of
Defense were mailed, by certified mail, to the last known mailing address
of Respondent CROWN FUNDING, INC., a corporation, on file with the
Department on March 12, 1987.

On May 23, 1997, no Notice of Defense having been filed herein
within the time prescribed by Section 11506 of the Government Code, the
default of Respondent CROWN FUNDING, INC., a corporation (hereinafter
"Respondent” or “CFI”}), was entered herein. .

IT
Respondent CFI is presently licensed and/or has license rights
under the Real Estate Law, Part 1 of Division 4 of the California Business
and Professions Code (hereinafter "Code"). At all times herein mentioned,
Respondent CFI was and now 1s licensed by the Department of Real Estate of

the State of California (hereinafter “the Department”) as a corporate real
estate broker,

/17
e
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ITT

At all times herein mentioned, Respondent CFI engaged in the
business of, acted in the capacity of, advertised, or assumed to act as a. ..
real estate broker within the State of California within the meaning of
Section 10131(d) of the Code, including the operation and conduct of a
mortgage loan brokerage business with the public wherein, on behalf of
others, for compensation or in expectation of compensation, Respondent
solicited lenders and borrowers for loans secured directly or collaterally
by liens on real property, and wherein Respondent arranged, negotiated,
processed, and consummated such loans.

Iv

At all times mentioned herein, Respondent CFI employed
Ghanshyam Asnani, also known as Sham Asnani, to perform the acts and
conduct the activities described in Paragraph III, above.

v

Between on or about September 1, 1995 and on or about April 15,
1996, in the course of the activities described in Paragraphs III and IV,
above, Respondent CFI, acting by and through Ghanshyam Asnani, sclicited
and obtained applications from Christopher N. Powell and Shandrika W.
Powell for two or more loans to be secured by deeds of trust encumbering
real property at 580 Primrose Lane, Benicia, Solano County, California,
and thereafter solicited lenders for, arranged, negotiated, processed, and
consummated one or more of such loans.

VI

At no time mentioned herein was Ghanshyam Asnani licensed by
the Department as elther a real estate salesperson or as a real estate
broker.

. DETERMINATTON QF T E

I

The acts and omissions of Respondent CFI as described in
Paragraphs III through VI, above, are grounds for the suspension or
revocation of all real estate licenses and license rights of Respondent
CFI pursuant to the provisions of Section 10137 of the Code.

ITT:

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

ORDER

All licenses and licensing rights of Respondent CROWN FUNDING,
INC. under’ the provisions of bPart I of Division 4 Of Che Business and
Prolessions Ccode are revoked.

T




y

%hi; %%giggog shall become effective at 12 o’'clock noon on
July 16,

" DATED: - __Z///O /97

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commigsibner

O Ziat 4
// v’
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Department of Real Estate
P. O. Box 187000 HAY 2 5 1997

DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

Sacramento, CA 95818- 7000

Telephone: {916) 227-0789

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

STATE OF CALIFCRNIA

* * %

In the Matter of the Accusation of
NO. H-7450 SF

)
: )
CROWN FUNDING, INC., )
a Corporation, and ) DEFAULT ORDER
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA, ) )

)

)

)

Respondents.

Respondent, CROWN FUNDING, INC., a Corporation, having
failed to file a Notice of Defense within the time required by
Section 11506 of the Government Code, is now in default. It is,
therefore, ordered that a default be entered on the record in this

matter.

IT IS SO ORDERED ,/%fé-ﬂ Z35 /797 .

JIM ANTT, JR.
Real Estate Commissioner

4’4”%// 7 / zEg

EVEN J. ELKIS =
Reglonal Manager
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L DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTAT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation of
Case No. H-7450 SF

CROWN FUNDING, INC., and
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA, OAH No. N-9704138

lées;;ondenr

.FiRST AMENDED
NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION

To the above named respondent:
the

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

Office of Administrative Hearings, World Savings Tower, 1970 Broadway,

Second Floor, Oakland, CA 94612

on Tuesday, June 17th, 1997 , _at the hour of 9:00 AM
or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon the Accusation served upon you.

You may be present at the hearing. You have the right to be represented by an attorney at your own €xpensc.
You are not entitled 1o the appointment of an attorney to represent you at public expense. You are entitled to represent
yourself without legal counsel. If you are not present in person nor represented by counsel at the hearing, the
Department may take disciplinary action against you based upon any express admission 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 witnesses
testifying against you. You are entitled to the issuance of subpenas to compel the auendance of witnesses and the
production of books, documents or other things by applying to the Deparunent 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 Administrative Law Judge conducting the hearing as someone who is proficient in both English and
the language in which the witness will testify. You are required to pay the costs of the interpreter unless the
Administrative Law Judge directs otherwise. :

Counsel

Dated: _ May 12, 1997 X .4 éﬁ///\k

RE 501 (1/92)
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DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE
BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTA
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation of
CaseNo. H-7450 SF

' CROWN FUNDING, INC., and
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA OAH No. .N-9704138

Respondent

NOTICE OF HEARING ON ACCUSATION

~ To the above named respondent:
the

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

Office of Administrative Hearings, World Savings Tower, 1970 Broadway,

Second Floor, CAKLAND, CA 94612

on Thursday, May 29th, 1997 .atthehourof _ 2:00 AM
or as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, upon the Accusation served upon you.

You may be present at the hearing. You have the right to be represented by an attorney at your own expense.
You are not entitled to the appointment of an attorney 1o represent you at publicexpense. You are entitled to represent .
yourself without legal counsel. If you are not present in person nor represented by counsel at the hearing, the
Department may take disciplinary action against you based upon any express admission 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 witnesses
testifying against you. You are entitled to the issuance of subpenas to compe! the attendance of witnesses and the
production of books, documents-or other things by applying to the Department of Reat 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 Administrative Law Judge conducting the hearing as someone who is proficient in both English and
the language in which the wimess will testify. You are required to pay the costs of thc interpreter unless the
Administrative Law Judge directs otherwise.

/ﬁEPZuME.NT OF REAL ESTATE

R } ’// (.

Dated: April 21, 1997 By _ A
. Counsel

\

RE 501 (1/92)
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JAMES L. BEAVER, Counsel
Department of Real Estate

P. 0. Box 187000 “AR 12 1997

S nto, CA 925818-7000
acramentc DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF REAL ESTATE

Telephone: (916) 227-0789

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

* k%

In the Matter of the Accusation of

NO. H-7450 SF
CROWN FUNDING, INC.,

a Corporation, and ACCUSATION
Respondents.

)
)
)
)
WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA, )
)
)
)

The Complainant, Les R. Bettencourt, a Deputy Real
Estate Commissioner of the State of California, for cause of
Accusation against CROWN FUNDING INC. (herein “ Respondent CFI*)
and WILLIAM ROMERO CELAYA (herein “Responent CELAYA"),
individually and as designated officer—broker_qf Respondent CFI,
is informed and alleges as follows:

T

The Complainant, Les R. Bettencourt, a Deputy.Real
Estate Commissioner of the State of California, makes this
Accusation in his official capacity.
Iy
s
s
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At all times herein mentioned, Respondents CFI and
CELAYA were and now are presently licensed and/or have license
rights under the Real Estate Law (Part 1 of Division 4 of the
Business and Professions Code) (hereinafter “the Code”).
I17
At all times herein mentioned, Respondent CFI was and
now is licensed by the Department of Real Estate of the State of
California (hereinafter “the Department”) as a corporate real
estate broker. At all times herein mentioned to and until
August 1, 1996, Respondent CFI was so licensed by and through
Respondent CELAYA ag desighated officer-broker of Respondent CFI
to qualify said corporation and to act for said corporation as a
real estate broker.
IV
At all times herein mentioned, Respondent CELAYA was
licensed by the Department as a real estate broker, individually
and, to and until August 1, 1296, as designated officer-broker of
Respondent CFI. As said designated officer-broker, Respondent
CELAYA was, at all times mentioned herein to and until August 1,
1996, responsible pursuant to Section 10159.2 of the Code for the
supervision of the activities of the officers, agents, real estate
licensees and employees of Respondent CFI for which a license isg
required.
/77
i
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Whenever reference is made in an allegation in this
Accusation to an act or omission of Respondent CFI, such
4 allegation shall be deemed to mean that the officers, directors,
5% employees, agents and real estate licensees emploved by or
6, associated with Respondent CFI committed such act or omission
71 while engaged in the furtherance of the husiness or operationé of

8 Respondent CFI and while acting within the course and scope of

g their corporate authority and employment.
10, VI
11 At all times herein mentioned, Respondent CFI engaged in

121 the business of, acted in the capacity of, adverticged, or assumed

131 to act as a real estate broker within the State of California

14| within the meaning of Section 10131 (d) of the Code, including the
15| operation and conduct of a mortgage loan brokerage business with
16| the public wherein, on behalf of others, for compensation or in
17 expectation of compensation, Respondent solicited lenders and

18| borrowers for loans secured directly or collaterally by liens on
19! real property, and wherein Respondent arranged, negotiated,

203 processed, and consummated such loans.

21 VII

22 At all times mentioned herein, Respondent CFI employed
23 || Ghanshyam Asnani, also known as Sham Asnani, to perform the acts

24 || and conduct the activities described in Paragraph VI, above.

251 ///
ogll ///
o7 ///
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VIIT
Between on or about September 1}, 1995 and on or about
April 15, 1996, in the course of the activities described in
Paragraphs VI and VII above, Respondent CFI, acting by and through
Ghanshyam Asnani, solicited and obtained applications from
Christopher N. Powell and Shandrika W. Powell for two or more
loans to be secured by deeds of trust encumbering real property at
580 Primrose Lane, Benicia, Solano County, California, and
thereafter solicited lenders for, arranged, negotiated, processed,
and consummated one or more of such loans.
IX
At no time mentioned herein was Ghanshyam Asnani
licensed by the Department as either a real estate salesperson or
as a real estate broker.
X
Respondent CELAYA failed to exercise reascnable
supervision over the acts of Respondent CFI in such a manner as to
allow the acts and events described in Paragraphs VII through IX
inclusive, above, to occur,
XTI
The acts and omissions of Respondent CFI as described in
Paragraphs VII through IX above, are grounds for the suspension or
revocation of the licenses and license rights of Respondent CFI
under the provisions of Section 10137 of the Code.
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XTI

The acts.and omissions of Respondent CELAYA as described
in Paragraph XI above, are grounds for the suspension or
revocation of the licenses and license rights of Respondent CELAYA
un@er Section 10177 (g) and/or Section 10177(h) of the Code and
Section 10159.2 of the Code in conjunction with Section 10177 (d)
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 (Paft 1 of Division 4 of the Business and Professions Code),

and for such cother and further relief as may be proper under other

'ES R. BETTENCOURT
Deputy Real Estate Commissioner

provisions of law.

Dated at San Francisco, California

this M day of March, 1997.




