/2672086 16:22 TABC LEGAL DALLAS > AUSTIN LEGAL NO. 863

DOCKET NO. 613098

IN RE LASER MAGIC, INC. § BEFORE THE TEXAS
DIBA LASER MAGIC
PERMIT NOS. MB475022, LB475023 §

§

§ ALCOHOLIC

§ :
TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS §
(SOAH DOCKET NO. 458-06-0611) § BEVERAGE COMMISSION

SECOND AMENDED ORDER

CAME ON FOR CONSIDERATION this ﬂ' day or( Lf&xg 20086, the above-
styled and numbered cause.

After proper notice was given, this case was heard by Administrative Law Judge
Monica Garza. The hearing convened on December 8, 2005 and both parties were given
additicnal time to prepare written closing arguments. The case adjourned January 30,
2006. The Administrative Law Judge made and filed a Proposal For Decision containing
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law on March 30, 2006. This Proposal For Decision
(attached hereto as Exhibit “A"}, was properly served on all parties who were given an

cpportunity to file Exceptions and Replies as part of the record herein. As of this date
no exceptions have been filed.

The Assistant Administrator of the Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission, after
review and due consideration of the Proposal for Decision, Transgripts, and Exhibits,
adopts the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Administrative Law Judge,
which are contained in the Proposal For Decision and incorporates those Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law into this Crder, as if such were fully set out and separately stated
herein. All Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, submitted by ary party,
which are not specifically adopted herein are denied.

ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Assistant Administrator of the Texas Alcohol-
ic Beverage Commission, pursuant to Subchapter B of Chapter 5 of the Texas Alcoholic
Beverage Code and 16 TAC §31.1, of the Commission Rules, that Respondent’s permits
shall be auspended for a period of 3 days commencing at 12:01 on August 23, 2006,
uniess a civil penalty in the sum of $450.00 is paid by the Respondent to The
Commission on or before 12:01 a.m. on August 15, 2006.

M 7
This Order will hecome final and enforceable onl// /. 2006, unless a
Motion for Rehearing is filed hefore that date. {

By copy of this Order, service shall be made upon all parties by facsimile and by
mail as indicated below.

P8s
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SIGNED on this A4 # day ofgg&__, 2008, at Austin, Texas.

On Behalf of the Administrator,

ene Fox, Assistadt Administrator
Téfas Alcoholic Beverage Commission

JF/dn

The. Honorable Monica Garza
Adminiatrative Law Judge

State Office of Administrative Hearings
VIA FACSIMILE 817-377-3706

Ph.: 817-731-1733

Laser Magic Inc.

- dfb/a Laser Magic
RESPONDENT
6025 Camp Bowie Blvd.
Ft. Worth, Texas 76116-5621
CERTIFIED MAIL NO.
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John L. Gamboa
RESPONDENT'S ATTORNEY
VIA FACSIMILE 817-885-8504
Ph.: 817-885-8500

Tim Griffith

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER
VIA FACSIMILE 214-678-4001
Ph.: 214-678-4043

TABC Lega! Section

Licensing Division

Ft. Worth District Office
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DOCKET NO. 613098

IN RE LASER MAGIC, INC. § BEFORE THE TEXAS
D/B/A LASER MAGIC

PERMIT NOS. MB475022, LR475023  §
§
§ ALCOHOLIC
§
TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS §
(SOAH DOCKET NO. 458-06-061 1) § BEVERAGE COMMISSION

AMENDED ORDER

CAME ON FOR CONSIDERATION this 12th day of May. 2008, the above-styled
and numbered cause.

After proper notice was given, this case was heard by Administrative Law Judge
Monica Garza. The hearing convened on December 9, 2005 and both parties were given
additional time to prepare written closing arguments. The case adjourned January 30,
2006. The Administrative Law Judge made and filed a Proposal For Decision containing
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law on March 30, 2006. This Proposal For Decision
(attached hereto as Exhibit “A"), was properly served on all parties who were given an

opportunity to file Exceptions and Replies as part of the record herein. As of this date
no exceptions have been filed,

The Assistant Administrator of the Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission, after
review and due consideration of the Proposal for Decision, Transcripts, and Exhibits,
adopts the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Administrative Law Judge,
which are contained in the Proposal For Decision and incorporates those Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law into this Order, as if such were fully set out and separately stated
herein. All Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, submitted by any party,
which are not specifically adopted herein are denied

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Assistant Administrator of the Texas Alcohol-
ic Beverage Commission, pursuant to Subchapter B of Chapter 5 of the Texas Alecholic
Beverage Code and 16 TAC §31.1, of the Commission Rules, that Respondent’s permits
shall be suspended for a period of 3 days commencing at 12:01 on June 28, 2006,
uniess a civil penalty in the sum of $450.00 is paid by the Respondent to The
Commission on or before 12:01 a.m. on June 21, 20086.

This Order will become final and enforceable onJune 2, 2008, unless a2 Motior
for Rehearing is filed before that date

By copy of this Order, service shall be made upon all parties by facsimile and by
mail as indicated below

NO. 863

pa?
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SIGNED on this 12th day of May, 2006, at Austin, Texas.

JFidn

The Honorable Monica Garza
Administrative Law Judge

State Office of Administrative Hearings
VIA FACSIMILE 817-377-3706

Ph.: 817-731-1733

Laser Magic Inc.

dfvfa Laser Magic
RESPONDENT

6C25 Camp Bowie Bivd.

Ft. Worth, Texas 76116-5621
CERTIFIED MAIL NO.

On Behalf of the Administrator,

ene Fox, Assistdnt Administrator
Texds Alcaholic Beverage Commission

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John L. Gamboa
RESPONDENT'S ATTORNEY
VIA FACSIMILE 817-885-8504
Ph.: 817-885-8500

Tim Griffith

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER
VIA FACSIMILE 214-678-4001
Fh.: 214-878-4043

TABC Legal Section

Licensing Division

Ft. Worth District Office
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 458-06-0511
TABC DOCKET NO, 613099

TEXAS ALCOHOLIC BRBEVERAGE BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE

COMMISSION, Petitioner

OF

LASER MAGIC, INC. D/I3/A

LASER MAGIC, Respondent  ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

PROPOSAL FOR DECISION

The Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission (TABC) staff (Petifoner) brought ihis
entorcement action against lLaser Magic, e, d/b/a Laser Magic (Responcent). alleging that
Respondent allowed the occurrence of 2 broach of the peace on its licensed premises. Petitioner
farther alleged 1hat Respondent failed to promptiy report this breach of the peace 10 TABC. Fer
reasons discussed in this propasal, the Administranve Law Judge (ALY) finds Respondent is not
responsible for rhe occurrence of the breach of the peace on its ficensed premiises. However, the ALT
finds that Respondent did not preemptly report thie breach of the peace to TABC. Forthisreason, the
ALJ recommends a three-day suspension of Respondent’s permits. As an alternatve to this

suspenston. TABC should allew Respondent 1o pay a $450.00 civil pennlfy.

i. JURISDICTION, NOTICE, AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

TABC has jurisdiction over this inaner under TeX. ALCO. BEv. CODE ANN. ch. 5 and-§§
11.61{bY2 1) and 28.1 1. The State Gffica 0f Administative Hearings (SOAH) hasjurisdiction over
all marters celared 10 eonducting a hearing in this proceeding, including the prepararion of a proposal
for detision with proposed findings of fact and conclysinng of Jaw, pursuant to Tex. Gov't CODE

ANN. ¢ 2003

On Novemher 9, 2008, Petitioner 1ssued its notice afhearing, directed 1o Respondent and its

attornay. Jobn Gamboa. The notice contained a statement of the time. place, and nature of the

- TABS @03
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SOAFI Docket No. 458-06-0511

TABC Doclter No. 612008
Proposal for Decigion

hearing; a statement of the Jegai authority and jurisdiction under which the hearing was to be held,
& reference to the particular sections of the statutes and rules involved; and a short, plain statement

of the matiers asserted, as required by TEX. Gov’T CODE ANN. § 2001.052.

On Decernber 9, 2003, a hearing convenad before SOAH ALT Monjca Garzz at the SOAH
field office located a1 6777 Camp Bowie Blvd., Suite 400, Fort Worth, Tarraut County, Texas.
Petitioner was represcnted at the hearing by Tunothy Criffith, TABC Staff Attomey Respondemt
appearad and was represented by its aworney, Mr. Gamboa, Following presentation of evidence, the

paties were given additionzl 1ime to file written ¢losing arguments. The record closed on January

30, 2006.

II. APPLICABLE LAW

“ Pursuant to TEX. ALCn. BEv. CouE AnN. 628,11, TARC may suspcn'd or cancel a mixed

beverage permit if it finds that the following clicwustance exists:

[A} breach of the peace has occurred on the licensed. premises or
on premises under the control of the permittee and the breach of
the peace was not beyond the control of the permitiee and resulted
from: s improper supervision of persons perrnitted to be on the
licensed premises or on premises under his control.

Furtner, pursuant 10 TEX. ALCC. BEV. Cope AMN. £ 11.61(b3(21). TARC may suspend or
cance!l an onginal or ranewal permit if “the permitiee failed to promptly report 1o the commission

a breach of the peace occrsring 'on the penrtiee’s licensed premises.”
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SOAH Dorliee No. 4538-08-051%
TABC Dachet N, 613093
Proposal for Decisien

(il. EVIDENCE

A Respandcent’s Permits

Respoadent holds a Mixed Beverage Permir, MB-475022, and a Mixed Beverags Late
Howrs Permit, LB-475023, issued by TABC, for the pramises located at 6025 Camp Bowie
Blvd., Fort Worth, Tarranr County, Texas. These permits were originally issuved on June 30,

29200, and they have been contiauously renewed: Respondent has ni previous violation history.
B Téstimany Regarding the Asszult of Denver Sheddy on Respondent's Premiscs

Thomus Chifion and Denver Sheddy testified regarding an assault of Denver Sheddy an
Respandenc's prentises. This assault occurred on June 6, 2004

O that Qate, Mr. Chilton and Mr. Sheddy were attanding a coacert ori Respondent’s
premises. Mr. Chilton was 1€ wears of age; Mr. Sheddy was 17 years of age. These young men
were Aféending the concert with a group of fiiends, including Taylor Yark. Mr. Chulton admits
consuming alcoholic Leverages prior to mecting Mr. Sheddy and Mr. York at Respondent's
premises. He opined that Mr. Sheddy and Mr. York appeared 1o have consumed alcoholic

beverages as well,

During the congert, these young men were standing near a “'mosh pit™ The mosh pit wis
described as an area where patrons get iuside a pit to run against each other, Mr. Chilton
descrited this mosh pit as part of the fun, e indicated that although those patrons participating
n the mosh pit action may have bumps and bruises 4t the end of the night, they did rot recetve
serious injunes, such as concussions. Both Mr. Chilton and Mr. S‘heddy testified that they did

now actually set inside the mash pit.

During the course of the evening, Mr. Chilton and Mr. Sheddy restifiad that a third party
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TABC Docket No. 613098
Proposat for Decisioo

approached Mr. York. They indicared thatthis third party had been imimidaring other patfons
during the course of the ¢vening. While they could not hear the content of the conversation, they
both opined that Mr. York seemed intimudated by the third party. Both witnesses indicated there
was no physical contact between Mr, York and the third party. They testified that Mr. York
morioned 1w éecut‘ily-pemonnel, noting that the security personnel escorted the third party away
from Mr. York. As indicated by Mr, Chilton, it is not difficult to find security o Respondent's

premises when vou need them. Beth withesses rmnﬁud they thought !hc situation was under

comtrol once \c-cunry becaome involved:

Followang the alleged iaterventicn by security personnel, Mr. Chifton and Mr. Sheddy
lestified that the third party quickly rotimed, zmd he appeared 10 be hcadmg toward Mr. York.
At this pojnt, Mr, .;Jxeddy confronted the third party, indicating they did rot veant any uouble.
Mi. Sheddy then immediately received an unexpected blow to the jaw by the third party.

Fallawing this alleged assault, Mr. Chilton and Mr. Sheddy testifiad 1o seeking medical
artention a:d pelice intervention for Mr. Sheddy. The immediate dvtery from Mr. Sheddy

following the assault was that he wanted to préss chargos.

Rigk Sheddy. Mr. Sheddy’s father, testified that his son received a compound fraciure

1o b jaw and [ost 1wo teeth due to the assault. He indicated that oral swgery was required 1o put

his sou’s Jaw back together,
C. Fort Worth Police Department Incident Reports

The tollowing information is contained in the Fort Woith Police Department Original

Narrarive Report tegarding the assault onDenver Sheddy. On June 6, 2004, at 1:13 a.un , Officer

G.J. Rusaak and Caormporal M.A Neem-nan were dispatchcd 10 Respondent’s premises-on an

assault cali. Upen their arrival at 1:16 am ., they met with the complairant, Denver Sheddy. M.

Sheddy reported that at approximately 1:00 am, he was watehing a concert on Respondent’s

r12
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TABC Docket No. 611098
Propogai far Decision

- premises when he was approached by the suspect. He described the suspect as a white male, 22
yerss of age. 3'11" in height, weighing 210 pownds. Mr. Sheddy reported that the suspect was
attempiing to start a fight with his friend. M. Sheddy reported telling the suspect that he did not
want to fight, He reported the suspect then struck him in the mouth with a closed fist, without
provocation, causing b[écdin_g and injwey to his movth. The officers 2lso speke with Taylor
York. Mr, York reported the same infownation, describing the suspccr as a white male, 21 vears

of age,

The following infarmation 15 contained m the Fort Worth Police Department Supplement
#01 Narrative Report. On June 7, 2004, Deteetive WA, Flix was assigned to conduct a follow-
up investigation of the assault on Denver Sheddy, Detective 1ix noted that 4 suspect vehicle was
listed in the Uriginal Narrative, but that the connection between the suspect and suspect vehicle

was net documented,

On fung 10, 2004, Detective Hix spoke to Rick Sheddy. In veference 1o the suspect
vehicle. Mr. Sheddy reported that the suspect was seen Jeaving in that vebicle. Mr. Sheddy
reported thar his son had received a fractursd jaw which'required surgery, He indicated that hus

sen's jaw was wired shut and he was unable to speak

Detective Hix vaced the suspect vehucle back to Jeffrey Andersoy, described as 8 white

male 38 years of age, 2" in helsi ght, weighing 240 pounds. Detective Hix discoverad that Mr.

On Jure 14, 2004, Detsctive Hix interviewed Denver Sheddy. Mr. Sheddy identified M.
Andzrsor gs hus assailant via 2 photo lineup. Deteetive Hix also inlervizwed Taylor York, Chad -
Bradford. Tyler Smith. Thomas Chilten. and Nicole Lunday. Each wimess was interviewed
indepsndently and positively idemified Mr. Anderson as the assailant. Taylor York reported that
Mz, Aaderson had challenged several other people to fights throughout the night prior to the
assault on Mr. Sheddy. Thomas Chilton rej:orted +hat priorio the assault on My, Sheddy. Mr

t

LT
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Anderson was asgaulting other people and that the security staff would pull him away and lev him .
go back. Based on this waterview, Mr. Anderson was charged with Aggravated Assault with

Serious Bodily Injury.
4

The tollowing informarion is contained in the Fort Worth Police Department Onginal
Marrative rsgacding an assault on John Machoveky. On Jane 6; 2004, while on an assault call on
Respondent’s premises. Officer G.1. Rusnak znd Corporal M.A. Nearman were approached by
Jonn Machovsky. Mr Machovsky reporied that at approximately 1:20 aum. he was attacked by
unknown subjcots while attending 2 concert o Respondent’s premises. At the stene, Corporal
Neerman interviewed Jeffrev Anderson, iisted as 3™ in charge of security. as a witness to the

ineident.
D. Respondent’s Falluve to Report Rreach of the Peace

TABC Agent Ralph :uiay testified 1hat Respondent did not report the breach of the peace

jnsolving Denver Sheddy wo TABL

W, ANALYSIS

Having considered tie testimony 2nd police toports, the ALJ finds insufficient credible
evidence o demonstrate that Raspondent is respensible for the assault of Denver Sheddy on its
licensed premises. However. the AL finds that a breach of the peace did occur on the licensed

premiszs and that Respondent fajled to promptly report this breach of te peace 10 TABC.

Regarding Respondent ¢ alleged responsibility {or the breach of the peace, the ALJ finds
there are rurnerous condlicts contained within the testimony and police reports. All of this

evidence was ingeduced by Feritioner,

Denver Sheddy and Mr Chultcn both tesufied that Rezpeadent's secunty persoimnel



22 TABC LEGAL DALLAS » AUSTIN LEGAHL
a TANC @ ooa

Page 70( 10

(%)
w

SOAN Docket No. 458-06-11511

TABC Docliet No. 813098
Fronosat far Decizion

invialved themselves in an incident regarding the third party assailant and Mr. York prior 10 the
assault cn Mr. Sheddy. If this informauon is rue, the secwrity pcrsonn-él had prior notice of a
poferial prablem involving the third party assailant, and they should have monitored his
activities. However, this information is dov alleged in the police teport that was made
vamediately folloving the aszault, Th;:» report, comprised of information relay ed by Mr. Sheddy
and Mr. York, states that the suspect artempted to start a fight with Mr. York. The report then
states thay Mr. Sheddy was attacked vithout provocation after attempting to intervene, No
mention is inade of security personnel’s involvement with the inciden:. Because of the
discrepancy berween testimons provided approximately 19 months following the incident and the
report provided 1o police immediately foﬂowizﬁg the ineident, the ALJ is-unable 1o find that

security personnel had prior notice of @ parential problem between the third party assailant and

Mr. York’s group of friends,

The police repont further indicates that in & June 14, 2004 interview with Detective Hix,
My, York and Mr. Chilton both reported that the third party agsailant had caused problems on
Respundent s peemises throughout the night. They did not allege that the third party assailany
had caused anv specific problers with their group of friends prior 10 the assault on Mr. Sheddy.
Mr. Chilton specifically reported that the thurd party assailant, referenced as Mr. Anderson, ltad
been assaulting other people. Ha reponed that sectuity personnel would pull hirn away and [et
him 2o back: Al the hearing, M. Chilton testified that the third party assailant bad been
bothering sther patraus during the night, but he did not mention intervention by secunty
personnel other than the allégad intervention prior to the assault on Mr. Sheddy. Further, the
hearine resimony indicates that they {Mr. York, Mr. Sheddy, and Mr. Chilton) f211 the situation
was under control once security became in.vo]ved If Mr. Clilton’s report to Detective Hix that
security had centinually putled Mr. anderson away from parons throughout the night and then
allowed ki 1o return was trye. then the young men woudd have no reason to believe the situation
was under ¢nnirol after the alleged intervention by seeurity personnel. Again, due to the conflict
betwean 'dw-hcaring testimony and the police reports, the ALJ is uncertain as to the

circamstances surrounding the wncident

i ’ 2 t_“:‘:.,. .
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There is als0 a coutlict regarding the description and identification of the suspecred
assailant. Alihough the identilication of the assailant is not at the essence of this case, it does

weigh against the credibility of Patitioner’s evidence.

Rick Shecdy advized Detective Hix that-the suspect was seen leaving Respondent’s
premises in the suspeer vehicle described by Officer Rusnak in the Original Narratve. Detective
Hix uwed the vehicle back 10 Mr, Andersen. However, while Officer Rusniak and Corporal
Neerman were on Respondent's premises immediately following the assault oa Denver Sheddy,
they were approached by Mr. Machovsky ts investigate a se.;.Jarare assanlt, During this
investigation, Corporai Ne¢rman Intervicwed Mr. Anderson as 2 witness to the assault on M.
Machavsley. TFMr. Anderson had fled the scene following the assault on Mr. Sheddy. the ALJ

finds it most unosual that he was prasent on the scene 1o be interviewed by the same officers

responding 10 the assawlt cal! on Mr. Sheddy.

Puther, Denvar Sheddy and Mr. York descrbed the suspect as a 21-10-22-year-old white
male 5'11" in height, weighing 210 pounds. Mr. Anderson was identified as the assailant by Mr,
Sheddy and his witnesses 1n a photo lineup. Mr. Anderson’s reported physical characteristics

ontrast with those of the suspect reported by Mr. Sheddy and Mr. Chilton. The police report

L)

describes My, Andarson as a 30-year-old white male, 672" in height, weighing 240 peunds.

Due to each of these contradictions contained in Petitioner’s evidence, the ALY {5 unable
lo detennine the cireumstances surrounding the assault on Mr, Sheddy. There is insufficient
credible evidence 1 demonstrate that Respondent could have reason ab!y prevented the assault on
M. Sheddy. However, the ALY doss Hnd that breach of the peace did oscur and rhat
Respondent tailed to promptly notity TABC of this breach of the pe‘éoe. Pecause Respondent
has no previnus violation history, the ALJT recomraends a three-day suspension of Respondent’s
perrpits. As an allernative to this suspension, TABC should allow Respundent 1o pay a $450.00

civi] penaty.

o
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Proposal for Decision -

Y. PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT

Laser Magic, Inc. dibou Laser Magic (Respondent) hotds a Mixed Beverage Permit, MB-
475022, and a Mixed Beverage fale Hours Parmit, LB -473023. issued by the Texas
Alcoholic Reversge Commission [TABC), for the premises acated at 5025 Comp Rowie

Bivd., Fort Warth. Tatrant County, Texas.

These permits were originally muvd on ue 30, 2000, and they have heen continuoush:

renewed,
Respondent has nd previous violation history

On Tupe 6, 2004, Denver Shededy, Thomas Chilton, iud Taylar York were attending a
concert on Resporident s premiscs. : '

While attend:ng this eoncert, Mr. Sheddy was assauited by a third party

As a rendt of this assault, Mr. Sheddy suffered a compound fracture w0 his jaw and |ost

two leeth

TARC sraff (Petitioner) did not offer credible evidence regarding the circumsrances

swrounding the assault on Mr, Sheddy,

Petitioner did not prove that Respondent could Bave reasonably prevented the assaultion
Mr Sheddy.

Respondent tailed to promptly rzpourt this breach of the peace 10 TABC.

On November 9; 2005, Peticioner issued ts notice of hPanng, diretred 1o Respondcnt and
(ts attarney, Jahn Gamboa,

The notice contained u staternent of the time, place, and nature of the hearing; a statement
of the legal authority and jurisdiction under which the bearing was to be held; a reference
 the particular seétiors of the statutes and rules invalved; and a shott, plain starement of

the martters asserted.

On December 9, 2005, » hearing convened before State Otfr.' of Administrative
Hearings {SOAH) Adiinistrative Law Judge Monica Garza at the SGAH (i2ld office
iacated at 6777 Camp Bowie Blvd., Suite 400, Fort Worth, Tarrant County, Texas.

na
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Pronosal for Detision
13 Pelitioner was represerited at the hearing by Timothy Griffith, TABC Staft Attomey
Respondept appeared and was represénted by its altorney, Me Gambor,

14. " Following presentation of evidence, the parties were given additions! rims to file written
closing arpuments. The record closed on January 30, 2006,

ViI. PROPOSED CONCILUSIONS OF LAW

1. TABC has jurisdinticn over this matter. TEX. ALCO. BEV. CODE ANN. ch. 5 and §§
VLYY Ay and 287t

SOAR has judsdiction over all mamers related to conducting & hearing in this proceeding,.

,
laciuding e preparation of a proposal for decision with propesed findingy of fact and
conclusions of law, TeX, Gov'y Canie ANN. ch. 2003.

N Respondent received proper notice of the hearing. Tex. Gov'T CoDE ANN. § 2001.052.

4 Respondent is not responsible for the beeach of the peace occurring o1 jis licensed
premises TEX. ALcO Bev, CODE Awn, £ 2811,

5, Respondent failed to comply with TARC reporting requizements reparding the breach of
the peace. TEX. ALCC. BEv. CovE AnN. § 11.81(b)21).

2 Respondent’s pernute should be suspended for three days. TeEX. ALCO, BEV. CODE AV,
§11.61h)21)ana 16 TEX, Apnen CODE §37.60.

7. A2 an altemative 10 suspension, Respondent should be permitied to pay a $450.00 civil

penelty. TEX. ALCO. BEV, CODE ANN. § 11,64,

' SIGNED March 10, 2006.

f
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MONICA GARZA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
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