
     
       

   
 

        

          

           

          

           

       
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

           
          

 

        
  

 

          

           

            

            

             
 

        
  

BEFORE THE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL APPEALS BOARD 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

AB-9971 
File: 20-612900; Reg: 22092298 

7-ELEVEN, INC. and HARDIP SINGH, 
dba 7-Eleven Store #17102F 

5288 Francis Avenue 
Chino, CA 91710, 

Appellants/Licensees 

v. 

DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL, 
Respondent 

Administrative Law Judge at the Dept. Hearing: Doris Hubel 

Appeals Board Hearing: September 15, 2023 
Sacramento, CA/Telephonic 

ISSUED SEPTEMBER 19, 2023 

Appearances: Appellants: Adam N. Koslin, of Solomon, Saltsman & Jamieson, as 
counsel for 7-Eleven, Inc. and Hardip Singh, dba 7-Eleven Store 
#17102F; 

Respondent: Trisha Pal, as counsel for the Department of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

OPINION 

7-Eleven, Inc. and Hardip Singh, doing business as 7-Eleven Store #17102F 

(appellants), appeal from a decision of the Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control1 

suspending their license for ten days because their clerk sold an alcoholic beverage to a 

police minor decoy, in violation of Business and Professions Code2 section 25658(a). 

1 The decision of the Department, dated May 2, 2023, is set forth in the 
appendix. 

2 All statutory references are to the Business and Professions Code unless 
otherwise stated. 



   

              

        

           

        

            

             

    

           

           

   

         

               

             

                  

        

              

             

               

                  

 

    

             

         

           

          

            

              

    

           

             

       

          

              

             

                 

       

              

             

              

                  

 

 

 

AB-9971 

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

off sale beer and wine was issued on January 17, 2020. There is 

no record of prior departmental discipline against the license. 

On June 17, 2022, the Department filed a single-count accusation against 

appellants charging that, on October 22, 2021 Ashish Bhakti (the 

clerk), sold an alcoholic beverage to 18-year-old Jacob Lopez (the decoy). Although 

not noted in the accusation, the decoy was working for the Ontario Police Department 

(OPD) at the time. 

At the administrative hearing held on January 25, 2023, documentary evidence 

was received, and testimony concerning the sale was presented by the decoy, OPD 

Officer Alejandro Gill,3 and appellant Hardip Singh. 

Evidence established that OPD Corporal Acosta entered the licensed premises 

on October 22, 2021, and was followed shortly thereafter by the decoy. OPD Officer 

Gill entered immediately after the decoy. The decoy walked to the alcoholic beverage 

coolers and selected a can of Bud Light beer. He then walked to the sales counter and 

placed the beer can upon the counter. 

The clerk scanned the Bud Light beer and asked the decoy for his identification, 

which the decoy handed him. The decoy handed the clerk his valid C 

license, showing him to be 18 years old. The identification also had several indicators 

that the decoy was over the age of 21 years, such as a vertical orientation and a bold 

3 
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AB-9971 

The cl 

identification back to the decoy. The clerk then asked the decoy his age, to which the 

decoy replied truthfully that he was 18 years old. The clerk tapped the point-of-sale 

screen on his register and proceeded with the sale of alcohol to the decoy. After the 

decoy paid for the beer, he exited the premises. Officer Gill, who witnessed the sales 

transaction from approximately 15 to 20 feet away, exited the store after the decoy. 

Officer Gill and the decoy re-entered the licensed premises and contacted the 

clerk. Officer Gill displayed his police badge and identified himself as a peace officer. 

Officer Gill informed the clerk of the sale to minor violation that he witnessed. The 

clerk acknowledged the sale to the decoy, and explained that he attempted to scan the 

-of-sale system. 

On March 7, 2023, the administrative law judge (ALJ) issued a proposed decision 

sustaining the count in the accusation and recommending a ten-day suspension of the 

license. Appellants filed a timely appeal contending that the Department has not 

proceeded in the manner required by law. 

DISCUSSION 

Appellants contend that the Department failed to proceed in the manner required 

-7.) Specifically, appellants argue that the 

Department cannot impose discipline where it has not shown that such discipline is 

necessary to protect the public. (Ibid.) Appellants also 

suspension imposed by the Decision targets the entire license rather than the one lax 

Id. at p. 6.) 

The Department argues in its Reply brief that the ten-day suspension is 

reasonable, and that appellants cannot escape responsibility by claiming that their 
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AB-9971 

employee committed the violation. It is well-settled that licensees are responsible for 

the acts or omissions of their employees. (Reimel v. Alcoholic Beverage Control 

Appeals Board (1967) 252 Cal.App.2d 520, 522.) 

Department is empowered to discipline licensees for violations of law, and appellants 

have not cited any authority that the Department must affirmatively show that discipline 

in each specific accusation. 

California Supreme Court and [appellate courts] have held that a finding that a licensee 

has violated provisions of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act is tantamount to a finding 

of injury to public welfare and morals. Dept. of Acloholic Bev. Control v. Alcoholic 

Bev. Control Appeals Bd. (2005) 128 Cal.App.4th 1195, 1217 [27 Cal.Rptr.3d 766].) 

The Board sees no error. 

ORDER 

The decision of the Department is affirmed.4 

SUSAN A. BONILLA, CHAIR 
MEGAN McGUINNESS, MEMBER 
SHARLYNE PALACIO, MEMBER 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 

APPEALS BOARD 

4 This final order is filed in accordance with Business and Professions Code 
section 23088 and shall become effective 30 days following the date of the filing of this 
order as provided by section 23090.7. 

Any party, before this final order becomes effective, may apply to the appropriate 
court of appeal, or the California Supreme Court, for a writ of review of this final order in 
accordance with Business and Professions Code section 23090 et seq. Service on the 
Board pursuant to California Rules of Court (Rule 8.25) should be directed to: 400 R 
Street, Ste. 320, Sacramento, CA 95811 and/or electronically to: 
abcboard@abcappeals.ca.gov. 

4 
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