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ROSEVILLE

MINUTES
May 28, 2026

BOARD OF APPEALS HEARING
3:00 p.m.

City Council Chambers
Roseville Electric Building
116 S. Grant Street, 15 Floor
Roseville, CA

CALL TO ORDER

Chairperson Charles Sandoval called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m.
in the City Council Chambers.

ROLL CALL (SILENT)

The following Hearing Panel members were present:

Sharon Lawin

Tom Rutherford

Charles Sandoval

The following Staff members were present:

Travis Cochran, Senior Deputy City Attorney

Chloe Porath, Deputy City Attorney

Lynda Risucci, Board Secretary

Melissa Lipp, Board Secretary

IDENTIFICATION OF CHAIR

Chairperson for the May 28, 2026 hearing was Charles Sandoval.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Chairperson Charles Sandoval led the audience in the Pledge of

Allegiance.
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71.

PUBLIC COMMENT
No one from the public offered any comments.

SWEARIN

Chairperson Charles Sandoval administered the Oath to those in
attendance who would be offering testimony at the hearing.

MATTERS TO BE HEARD

Administrative Citation No.: 22228

Appellant: Madison Dodson, 1423 Vista Creek Drive, Roseville, CA
95678

Roseville Municipal Code Section 7.16.010, Licensing, Two Counts

The appellant, Madison Dodson, was not present at 3:00 p.m. The item
was trailed to allow her 15 minutes from the commencement of the
hearing to appear per the Administrative Hearing Procedures.

At 3:34 p.m., the Appellant was not present. According to section VII(A)
of the rules for Administrative Hearing Procedures, if the responsible
party fails to appear for the hearing within 15 minutes after the hearing
commences, the responsible party’s appeal will be automatically
denied.

A motion was made by Sharon Lawin and seconded by Tom Rutherford
to deny the appeal and uphold Administrative Citation No. 22228
because Appellant failed to appear.

The motion passed with the following vote:

AYES: ALL

NOES: NONE
Chairperson Charles Sandoval signed the decision form (Exhibit 7.1-A),
asked the Appellant to see staff for the paperwork, and informed the

parties that they may file a petition for review with the Superior Court in
Placer County within 20 days.
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7.2.

7.3.

Administrative Citation No.: 21461

Appellant: Sandra Lake

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9), Special Conditions,
Second Offense

This item was resolved prior to the Board of Appeals Hearing.

Administrative Citation No.: 22072 & 21460

Appellant: Dimas Velasquez

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions
Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions,
Second Offense

Staff Report:

Officer Erika Broussard offered testimony regarding the Staff Report
(Exhibit 7.3-A) and Notice of Violation (Exhibit 7.3-B).

Per RMC Section 2.50.060(D), the Staff Report was submitted to the
City of Roseville Attorney’s Office prior to the hearing and was
provided to the Appellant and the panel members in advance of the
hearing.

Appellant’'s Response:

Request for Hearing:

Appellant’'s Request for Hearing forms (Exhibit 7.3-C) was received by
the Roseville City Attorney’s Office on February 28, 2026 and was
provided to the panel in advance of the hearing for review.

Appellant Dimas Velasquez, testified in support of the appeal and
presented Exhibit 7.3-D, in support of the appeal.

Exhibit 7.3-D:

1. Copy of Roseville Police Department Entertainment Establishment
Permit Application;

2. Copy of Bureau of Security and Investigative Services Licensing
Details for Dimas Velasquez;

3. Copy of Bureau of Security and Investigative Services Licensing
Details for Maurice Bryant;
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4. Copy of Bureau of Security and Investigative Services Licensing
Details for Earnest Justin Jasper; and,

5. Copy of Bureau of Security and Investigative Services Licensing
Details for Patrick Torrance Theodas Lambert.

C. Rebuttals and Panel Questions:

Officer Erika Broussard offered rebuttal testimony and answered
panel questions.

Appellant Dimas Velasquez offered rebuttal testimony and answered
panel questions.

D. Panel Discussion and Decision:

The panel discussed the evidence and testimony presented for
Administrative Citation Nos.: 22072 and 21460.
In regard to the following violations of the Roseville Municipal Code

sections:
Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions,
Second Offense

A motion was made by Sharon Lawin and seconded by Tom
Rutherford to deny the appeals and uphold the violations because
the City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence
that the violation(s) occurred and that the appellant is the
responsible party.

The motion passed with the following vote:

AYES: ALL

NOES: NONE
Chairperson Charles Sandoval signed the decision form (Exhibit 7.3-
E), asked the Appellant to see staff for the paperwork, and informed

the parties that they may file a petition for review with the Superior
Court in Placer County within 20 days.

7.4. Administrative Citation No.: 21462

Page | 4




Appellant: Richard Ryan

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.030(a) — Entertainment Permit
Required, Second Offense

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.060(b) -Responsible Person,
Second Offense

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions-
Second Offense

Staff Report:

Officer Erika Broussard offered testimony regarding the Staff Report
(Exhibit 7.4-A) and Notice of Violation (Exhibit 7.4-B).

Per RMC Section 2.50.060(D), the Staff Report was submitted to the
City of Roseville Attorney’s Office prior to the hearing and was
provided to the Appellant and the panel members in advance of the
hearing.

Chairperson Charles Sandoval administered the Oath to Richard Ryan
as he was not in attendance at the time the Oath was initially
administered.

Appellant’s Response:

Request for Hearing:

Appellant's Request for Hearing forms (Exhibit 7.4-C) was received by
the Roseville City Attorney’s Office on February 28, 2026 and was
provided to the panel in advance of the hearing for review.

Appellant Richard Ryan, testified in support of the appeal and
presented Exhibit 7.4-D, in support of the appeal.

Exhibit 7.4-D:

1. Copy of Motion to Dismiss Administrative Citation from Richard
Ryan

Rebuttals and Panel Questions:

Officer Erika Broussard offered rebuttal testimony and answered
panel questions.

Senior Deputy City Attorney, Travis Cochran, provided clarification to
the panel of Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.030(a),
Entertainment Permit Required and Roseville Municipal Code Section
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9.45.060(b), Responsible Person.

Richard Ryan offered rebuttal testimony and answered panel
questions.

Officer Erika Broussard answered additional panel questions.

Senior Deputy City Attorney, Travis Cochran, provided clarification to
the panel of Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.020, Definitions and
provided clarification on the Entertainment Establishment Permit
Application

Panel Discussion and Decision:

The panel discussed the evidence and testimony presented for
Administrative Citation No.: 21462.

In regard to the following violations of the Roseville Municipal Code
sections:

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.030(a) — Entertainment Permit
Required, Second Offense

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.060(b) — Responsible Person,
Second Offense

Roseville Municipal Code Section 9.45.190(d)(9) — Special Conditions,
Second Offense

A motion was made by Tom Rutherford and seconded by Sharon
Lawin to deny the appeal and uphold the violations because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that
the violations occurred and that the appellant is the responsible
party.

The motion passed with the following vote:
AYES: ALL
NOES: NONE

Chairperson Charles Sandoval signed the decision form (Exhibit 7.4-
E), asked the Appellant to see staff for the paperwork, and informed
the parties that they may file a petition for review with the Superior
Court in Placer County within 20 days.

ADJOURNMENT
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A motion was made by Sharon Lawin and seconded by Tom Rutherford
to adjourn the hearing.

AYES: ALL

NOES: NONE
Chairperson Charles Sandoval adjourned the May 28, 2026 hearing at
4:05 p.m.

Melissa Lipp
Board Secretary
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EXHIBIT 7.1-A




City Attorney

ROSEYILLE s

Rosevilie, California 95678

CITATION APPEAL DECISION

Name of Appellant: Madison Yvonne Dodson Citation No.: 22228

VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section: 7.16.010, Failure to License

O

[

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:

[ ]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or

[C]  That the appellant is the responsible party.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIQLATION-at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Dated: May 28, 2026 By: W

Charles Sandoval
Hearing Panel Chairperson

Notice to Appellant: Under California Government Code Section 53069.4, any appeal of
today’s Hearing Panel decision must be filed with Placer County Superior Court within twenty

(20) days of today’s date.

Phone (816) 774-5325 « Fax (916) 773-7348 - TDD (916) 774-5220 - attorney@roseville.ca.us » www.roseville.ca.us/cityattorney
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Roseville Police Department
1051 Junction Blvd
Roseville, CA 95678

Jeff Beigh, Chief of Police

Administrative Citation Appeal Hearing

Staff Report
Date of Hearing: Thursday, May 28, 2026 at 3:00 p.m.
Appeliant: Dimas Velasquez, {Aura Kitchen and Bar, 117 Church Street)
Citation: 22072 (Date of Violation 1/9/2026), 21460 (Date of Violation 1/24/2026)

Narrative:

On 10/15/2025, Dimas Velasquez submitted an application for an Entertainment Establishment Permit
for Aura Kitchen and Bar (117 Church Street). This area is considered the Old Town Commercial District
and businesses in this area are covered by 7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances. Under 7.4(D)(11)(a) and
(b)- Security shall be provided via a private security company that is licensed and bonded. When open
for entertainment, the operator shall provide a minimum of two security guards to admit patrons and
monitor exterior and interior areas when occupancy levels are below 100 persons.

Velasquez’s application contained a copy of the Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) conditions for Aura
Kitchen and Bar and a business security and emergency action plan created by Velasquez. Velasquez was
issued an Entertainment Establishment Permit #2025-00000090 on 10/30/2025 and it is valid through
10/30/2027. Under “Permit Conditions”, on the face of the Entertainment Permit it specifically states,
Must utilize a licensed proprietary Private Security Officer that is registered with CA Bureau of Security
and Investigative Services (minimum of 2).

Velasquez’s reason for appeal states, “The entertainment permit did not specify 2 guard cards were
needed”.

01/09/2026

On 01/09/2026, at approximately 2245 hours, Community Service Officer (“CSO”) E. Broussard, Roseville
Police Department Patrol staff, and Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) agents arrived at Aura Kitchen and
Bar (117 Church Street) to conduct an unannounced compliance inspection. Upon approaching the
establishment, audible music could be heard coming from the open front door of the business. CSO
Broussard noted there was a DJ playing music, patrons were dancing to the music and consuming
alcoholic beverages inside the establishment.

A black male adult was standing at the entrance of the business and identified himself as security. The
male subject identified himself as BB verified via Ca driver’s license) but could not produce
any proof of a valid Bureau of Security and Investigative Services guard card. Samuel McCurley, Special
Investigator (Bureau of Security & Investigative Services) later confirmed -previously had a
security guard license, but it expired on 8/31/2025 and there were no pending applications for renewal.



No other “employees” of the establishment ever produced identification or proof-of a security guard
card registered with BSIS upon request. This is a violation of Violation RMC 9.45,190(D)(9). The
business did not have any security guard(s) on duty who had a current and active guard card issued by

BSIS.
1/24/2026

On 01/24/2026, at approximately 2230 hours, Community Service Officer (“CSO”) E. Broussard,
Roseville Police Department Patrol staff, Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) agents and Bureau of
Security and Investigative Services agents (BSIS) arrived at Aura Kitchen and Bar (117 Church Street) to
conduct an unannounced compliance inspection. Upon approaching the establishment, audible music
could be heard coming from the open front door of the business. CSO Broussard noted there was a DJ
playing music, patrons were dancing to the music and consuming alcoholic beverages inside the

establishment.

Two adult males were standing at the entrance of the business wearing t-shirts identifying them as
security. BSIS agents contacted the subl'ects who identified themselves via their California identification

cards as and Per BSIS Special Investigator, Samuel McCurley, neither
ad a currentiactive guard card. Furthermore, McCurley advised [Jwas recently

denied a guard card license as admonished to remove the security shirt by McCurley.

No other “employees” of the establishment ever produced identification or proof of a security guard
card registered with BSIS upon request. This is a violation of Violation RMC 9.45.190(D)(9). The
business did not have any security guard(s) on duty who had a current and active guard card issued by
BSIS.

BSIS later conducted an independent investigation, an_vas issued a citation and
issued a cease and desist. BSIS also drafted and sent a letter to Aura Kitchen and Bar dated 02/10/2026

informing Velasquez of the investigation and violation.

CSO Broussard issued citation(s) #22072 and #21460 for the violations noted above, specifically:

¢ RMC9.45.190(D)(9)

Violation RMC 9.45.190(D)(9) — Special Conditions
In issuing the permit, the chief of police may impose conditions relating to the operation of the
entertainment establishment. It is unlawful for a permittee or other responsible person to violate the

terms or conditions of the permit.

Respectfully Submitted,

Erika Broussard
Community Service Officer 11/Permit Coordinator




Attachment(s):
7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances, specifically 7.4 Nightclubs, 11 (a) and (b)

Entertainment Establishment Permit Application (NEW) #2025-00000090 submitted 10/15/2025 with
ABC conditions and Business Security & Emergency Action Plan

Entertainment Establishment Permit #2025-00000090 issued to Dimas Velasquez (Aura Kitchen and
Bar), valid 10/30/2025-10/30/2027

BSIS Investigative Report and Citation Order re:-nd letter to Aura Kitchen and Bar
Roseville Police Report #2026-00004844 dated 01/24/2026

Roseville Police Report # 2026-00001845 dated 01/09/2026



Nightclubs will be considered as principally
permitted uses in the Old Town Commercial District
south of Main Street, and Administratively Permitted
Uses in the Old Town Commercial District north of
Main Street, and in the Vernon Street District as
reflected in Chapter 2.3.3 of the Downtown Code.
To promote this type of activity which supports the
Vision for Downtown, a set of performance standards
have been developed.

A. Purpose - To promote the Old Town Commercial
district as an entertainment district and to
allow nightclub activities within 500 feet of
residential uses, the following provisions are
being established to allow nightclubs within the
entertainment district.

B. Permits Required

1. Old Town Commercial District - South
of Main Street. The Old Town Commercial
District principally permits nightclubs when
they meet the standards established by this
chapter of the Downtown Code, and are
located in the areas shown as principally
permitted in Exhibit 7.1. Prior to operation
or issuance of a business license, building
permit or other City approval, a nightclub
use shall obtain approval from the Director.

.0 Downtown Spc(:_iﬁc_Ordina_nces

The Director’s approval shall be subject to
the nightcdub use meeting the provisions
of this chapter. Nightclubs that are in
compliance with the provisions of this
chapter shall obtain a Zoning Clearance
as defined in the Roseville Municipal Code
Chapter 19.72.

Old Town Historic District north of Main
Street and on Vernon Street. Nightciub
uses desiring to locate within this area will
be required to obtain an Administrative
Permit as described in Chapter 19.74 of the
City’s Zoning Ordinance,

C. Deslgn Requirements

The following design requirements will be
required to be addressed as part of a request
for a Zoning Clearance and in consideration of a
request for an Administrative Permit;

1. Storefront. The storefronts of ground
floor nightclubs or cocktall lounges shall
be designed in compliance with the
storefront and building facade standards
and guidelines located in the Downtown

Specific Plan.

Construction Standards., Proposed or
required construction and/or use changes
require a Building Permit. Construction
documents shall include occupancy, type
of construction, floor area, means of egress,
accessibility, 100 psf floor live load and
sanitary facility designs as regulated by the
Roseville Building Division regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.04.

Room Capacity. Maximum room capacity
posting, exit identification/illumination,
exit access and egress devices shall be
designed and provided in accordance with
the Roseville Building Division regulations
and standards described in Roseville
Municipal Code (RMC) Chapter 16.04.

DOWNTOWN CODE




Exhibit 7.1 Permitted Nightclubs

7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances
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7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

4'

Fire Equipment. Fire equipment shall
be regulated, designed and provided
in accordance with the Roseville Fire
Department and building regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.16.

5. Lighting. The establishment shall provide

outside lighting in a manner that would
luminate outside street and sidewalk
areas at a minimum of 0.5 foot-candles,
and adjacent parking areas and entry
driveways at a minimum of 1.0 foot-candles
as a maintained minimum at the pavement
surface throughout the night.

6. Smoking Areas - when provided, Qutdoor

7.

smoking areas shall be designed and
located in a secured (fenced/walled) area
with exterior lighting of a minimum of 1.0
foot-candles that does not adversely impact
passing pedestrian traffic and surrounding
uses. Smoking areas should be located to
minimize impacts to adjacent residential
areas.

Noise. All feasible noise-reducing tech-
niques, such as the use of double doors,
sound-absorbing insulation, adequate
ventilation that discourages the opening
of doors and/or windows, and buffering
outdoor seating areas, shall be empioyed
wherever possible.

in a mixed-use devefopment, where there
are residential uses over the nightclub,
all feasible mitigation will be installed
to minimize the noise impacts within
the residential unit. A typical mitigation
measure Is to provide at least one floor of
non-residential use (eg. office) between
the nightclub fioor and residential fioor.
Re-use of an existing building will require
installation of feasible noise reduction
construction techniques.

D. Operating Requirements

The following operating requirements will be
required to be addressed as part of a request fora
Zoning Clearance and in consideration of a request
for an Administrative Permit;

1-

2.

Entertainment Permit Required. Pursuant
to RMC Chapter 940 the nightciub
operator shall be required to secure an
Entertainment Permit from the Roseville
Police Department. The provisions of the
business plan and security plan accepted
by the Police Department as part of the
approved Entertainment Permit shall
establish site specific operational and
security provisions, The following criteria
provide minimum standards that shall be
required of all nightclub operations; the
provisions of the Entertainment Permit may
exceed the criteria listed below, but shall
not be less than the listed criteria.

Hours of Operation. Patrons shall only be
allowed in the nightciub between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. and 2:00 a.m. Entertainment in
any establishment shall only be allowed
between the hours of 1:00 p.m. and 1:30
a.m. Exceptions to these operating hours
can be granted by the Director when
there are limited impacts due to additional
operational measures being put in place,
Such measures may include, but are not
limited to, additional on and off-premise
security, valet parking, restaurant and food
services, and limited alcohol service.

7-8
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4,

7.

Aicohol Beverage Control. All nightclubs
shall comply with all conditions and
restrictions imposed upon the California
Department of Alcohel Beverage Control
(ABC) license and all applicable ABC
regulations.

Room Capacity. Maximum room capacity
posting, exit identification/illumination, exit
access and egress devices shall be main-
tained in accordance with the Roseville Fire
Department and building regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.16.

Pyrotechnic Effects Prohibited. The use
of pyrotechnic special effects or displays Is
prohibited.

Interior Lighting. The establishment shall
have minimum interior lighting of six-
candle power at floor level, except during
performances on stages.

Trash Receptacies. Sufficient trash and
recycling receptacles shall be provided
and shall be regularly maintained. The
operator shall be responsible for cleaning
the sidewalk within fifty (50) feet horizontal
distance from the premises during the hours
of operation to maintain the sidewalk free
of garbage or other debris. The operator
shall arrange for litter removal from the
storefront -and public sidewalks adjacent
to the storefront after the close of business.
Sidewalks in front of the business and within
100 feet of the operation shall be pressure
washed on a monthly basis at the expense
of the business.

Outdoor Seating. Outdoor seating that is
in conjunction with and clearly accessory to
any nightclub use will be evaluated based
on the regulations provided in Chapter
7.8.3 of the Downtown Code.

7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

9. Noise Impacts, All feasible noise-reducing

techniques, such as the use of double doors,
sound-absorbing insulation, adequate venti-
lation that discourages the opening of doors
and/or windows, and buffering outdoor seat-
ing areas, shall be employed wherever pos-
sible. No use shall create noise levels which
impact residential interlor areas by 45 db or
more.

10. Sanitation Facilities. Operating provisions

will be put in-place that allow queuing pa-
trons to gain access to restrooms, within the
club, if necessary.

11, Security Provisions.

a. Security shall be provided via a private
security company that is licensed and
bonded.

b. When open for entertainment, the
operator shall provide a minimum of
two security guards to admit patrons
and monitor exterior and interior areas
when occupancy levels are below 100
persons. When occupancy exceeds 100
persons, the operator shall provide
additional guards to adequately control
the environment at a ratio of one guard
per additional 50 people (or any fraction
thereof). The operator is responsible for
providing a safe environment.

DOWNTOWN CODE
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7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

¢. Management shall designate a front
door security presence when open for
entertainment.  Front door security
will check identification to verify age
requirements, monitor occupancy, screen
for weapons, and direct security to prohibit
further entry when maximum occupancy
isreached.

d. Management is responsible for maintain-
ing an outdoor security presence when
a crowd Is waiting to gain access to the
building. Security officers shall be respon-
sible for providing an organized method
of maintaining a line that will not block
public sidewalks, driveways, or surround-
ing business doorways.

e. Securlty officers shall wear uniforms and
be readily identifiable as private security
personnel.

f. Security personnel shall be visible at
the primary entrance at closing of the
entertainment business and shall remain
until patrons are dispersed. Security shall
not permit crowds and/or patrons to loiter
in the front of or in the immediate vicinity
of the nightclub or cocktail lounge after
closing.

75,

Parking Structures

A. Purpose

Parking structures are to be integrated into the
overall atmosphere and architecture for the
Downtown. It is important that these facilities are
functional, but do notbecome a detriment due to
theirappearance.Thefollowing criteriais provided
to ensure that these facilities are attributes to the

Downtown.
Parking Structure Design

The following parking structure design standards
shall apply to all parking structures located in the
Specific Plan area.

1. Parking decks should be flat where feasible.
At a minimum, a majority of both the ground
floor and top parking decks shall be required
to be flat, as opposed to continuously
ramping.

2. External elevator towers and stair wells shall
be open to public view or enclosed with
transparent glazing.

3. Public restrooms shall be located on the
ground floor of the parking structure.

7-10
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1061 Juncﬁonaoulavard Rosavme 'Ch 95676
(916) 746-1069

ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PEZRHIT APPLICATION ( )
o02%~

* Permit Number Issued; oonsoeYo

All information requested on this application is required. Completed applications can take up to 60 days
to process. Incomplete applications will be rejected, thus delaying issuance of a permit.

Entertainment Establishment permits shall expire two years following their issuance without a qualified

renewal. Unless exempt pursuant to Section 9.45.040, it is unlawful for any person or premises located

vailhinmcuydRoswlbproraManyanbmmmmaﬁsopmmﬂnpubkmmun
ntertainment Permit.

YOU ARE REQUIRED TO SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS WITH YOUR APPLICATION:

w N =

Copy of applicantiowner and manager/supervisor (responsible persons) Driver's License or other valid

| govemment-ssued photo ID __
$284.00 Non-refundable application fee (Check payable to the City of Rosevills, sent by mall fo the Roseville
Police Department) T T AT A
LiveScan fingerprint service anynmapplicmt.orm 88 managerysupernvisors +
$32.00 Non-refundable DOJ fee + $20.00 Non-refundable LiveScan mmﬂmfeum.wmmm
fee — Payable at the fime of the LiveScan service. Pleasa provide a copy of the completed Live Scan to the
Cumrent City of Roseville Business License (HDL Companies hitps //roseville hdlgov com 916-226-6207) |
Fictitious name filing with Placer County (County of Placer main webpage) If the business name is notthe .
applicant’s sumame, or a business was purchased and the name was changad — Numpmmm

|andLLCs - —

mmmcamm i aicohol will be served

6.
'7. |Bus Business Security Plan/Emengency Action Plan/Business Diagram (Those who have securlly

personnel must
utilize a licensed mmmwmawmcmmm«mmm
investigative Service) — Further explanation on page five (§) o

Written consent from the Property Owner, f notthe applicant )
Copy of the Rental Lease for the business location R _ ]

| Zoning approval from the Planning Depariment (Handled by the Permit Coordinator)

14.

Certificate of Occupancy (Building Division — Permits Center, mammmmm
FirelLife Safety Inspection (Fire Depariment) @~ o ]

mammmmmmmmmmmm).
if a sois propriefor, plaase provide your current Form W-9,

s  [facorporation, please provide your current Form W-8, date of incorporation, evidence conporation is In
good standing under laws of Callfomis, the names and capacities of all officers and directors and name and
address of registerad agent for service of process.

e [falimited liablily corporation, please provide your current Form W-9, date of formation, evidence Emited
hbﬂywmnyhhwmﬂmhmdc:mmemmm#dmmw
name and address of registered agent for service of process,

s [ aparinership, ploase provide a copy of the partnership agreement the names and contact information for
&ll partners, and a current Form W-9 for all pariners.

Iif applicant is also an independent contractor, in addiion to providing the information in Section 13 sbove,

evidence of the independent contractor relationship must be provided.” ‘Please note, review of independent

|mrmldbmmpbfnrappﬁutbnpummawwlsmm wm«gmm

_| applicant is In fact an independent contractor under the California Labor Code. -

RPD Form INV1S-A (Rev 07/01/2025)



ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT — NEW
Page 2 of6

Review City Municipal Code Title 8, Chapter 9.45: Entertainment Establishment Permits

Business Name Tite. Avra Kilchon 2
Ber

BUSINESS ESTABLISHMENT INFORMATION
[ Sole Proprietor [ Independent Contractor I Corporation [ Limited Liability Corporation

[ Partnership [JOther.
Establishment Name ufe, E"LM&_ Pa/ - -

Establishment Address " ALY - Z
Establishment Telephone Number(s) 7’/& ?ﬁ’ﬁf ‘? Z)’ﬂ’q

Establishment Owner(s) _lgms_b_id&ﬁ_uﬁ}_w
Establishment Owner's Telephone(s)__ 30 - 777 - 5 7YY _
Website Address _ 170 QMG = loar

Maximum Occupancy. W‘/.‘g

Location Square Footage (Include square footage of the room, as well as the full suite)
4, o0

Hours of Operation /M ~ {7/, Mcs / ’[!Zi’i_f, Dok Sim =, __Z Faupsyq | "34—3"2&'"/5“” ot
Free- ' 347

am
Admission Fee/Cover Charge __ﬁ_m
Description of proposed entertainment_40 _ ot/ ((ve_ Ma’fﬁz’-.k«fg}lw;__é_ e

SUP——

T

Are ID scanners, metal weapon detectors, dress code and security are implemented? (Those wha have
security personnel must utilize a licensed “Proprietary Private Security Officer” that is registered with

California Bureau of Security and Investigative Service) [X]Yes [[]No
If "Yes", provide a description:

o mﬁmﬁ ﬂggégs The. Aoz ihas 5£(x,gl'¢§£" ‘*‘ﬁm‘-f LS _eafskesed
zwgl ool pm,rpmgm:f 40e04d (= om =MO. o _Ruasidyes

PG y - 5 pad A 5\
= aale 0 _osuitemel , dw  Ousiit. prpel aA :

RFD Form INVIS-A (Rev 07/01/2025)




ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT - NEW Business Name

SNTETAL J‘lég&ma_
Kitchen 4 Bar

APPLICANT INFORMATION
m Owner [JOther__

Applicant Full Name 1 )ymaS D___ \e) A5G 2
Other Name
Female

Scars, tattoos or

Driver's License #
Residence Addre

Home Phone

E-mail address_

Do you now hold or have you ever previously held a dance or entertainment permit or owned any similar
pusiness? [flYes [No

If "Yes", ex Ia:n when ang where:
il - Cmﬂ.d Vl‘ggjz‘lg L/ﬁdw Z"Zl i, 250‘/ i Saciemesito 1
aed RS0 SN (VS X L S

Have you ever had a Dance Permit, Entertainment Permit or Business License suspended or revoked for
any reason? [ ]Yes m No

If "Yes", provide an explanation:

RPD Form INV15-A (Rev 07/01/2025)




ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT- NEW Business Name _7] he Bg/‘g
Page 4 of 6 Fikthor 4 Rar

Have you ever been convicted of any Misdemeanor or Felony crime? []Yes @ No

if yes, state the nature of the offense(s), jurisdiction where offense occurred, and sentence (Only the last
five (5) years will be taken into consideration):

- T i ot

Are you prasently, or have you EVER been, on informalformal probation or parale in California or
elsewhere? []Yes @':l?)

if yes, provide all details, including probation/parole officer’s name, office address and phone number:

Have you ever been convicted of a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude? [ ]Yes @ No

What is “Moral Turpitude”? Moral turpitude is a legal concept in the United States that refers to the
gross violation of standards of moral conduct. Conviction of crimes of moral turpitude may disqualify

someane from an employment opportunity.

Sorne examples of crimes involving "moral turpitude” include: grand theft, perjury, vice crimes, bigamy,
rape, arson, blackmail, embezziement, fraud, robbery, prostitution, murder, voluntary manslaughter,
narcotic sales and falsifying a crime report. Liquor law violations and disorderly conduct do not fall under

this classification.
If yes to the above concemning moral turpitude, provide details and jurisdiction where offense occurred.

List 3 character references other than immediate fami

1 glve permission to allow a background investigation to verify the information provided.

@ YES Initial_Ph/

RPD Form INV15-A (Rev 07/01/2025)




ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT— NEW Business Name ke forc
Pagesors Fitehen ¢ Bar
ON-SITE RESPONSIBLE PERSONS
{Managers/Supervisors)
P
Manager/Supervisor Name _D(?Wf‘m_ .. A_V;g,lg&’ffuﬁ_@: I _

Other Names Used

Please advise the On-Site Manager/Supervisor (responsible persons} there will be a background
check and have them sign below acknowledging and providing permission for the background

check.

o -
Are there additional On-Site Responsible Persons (Managers/Supervisors) [] Yes g No

Note: If you have more than one manager/supervisor please list their information on a separate
page that Includes the items mentioned in the “On-Site Responsible Persons” section along with
their signature acknowledging there will be a background check. Please provide the separate

page(s) along with the rest of the application.

S o )
X 7T Date:_[o/7 25—

ON-SITE SECURITY PLAN / EMERGENCY ACTION PLAN / BUSINESS DIAGRAM

Please provide with this application a Security Plan that details the actions to be taken for the safety of
patrons (Those who have security personnel must utilize a licensed “Proprietary Private Security Officer”
that is registered with California Bureau of Security and Investigative Service).

Please include a plan outlining the steps taken to ensure the safety of patrons during an emergency
(Examples include emergency contacts, personnel fraining, evacuation routes and procedures, naturai
disaster procedures, extended power loss procedure, etc.)

Please include a diagram of the business detailing location(s) of security personnel, exits, food
booths/eicohol stands, patron areas, dance floor etc. The sketch or diagram need not be professionally
prepared but must be drawn to a designated scale or drawn with marked dimensions of the interior of the

premises to an accuracy of plus or minus six inches.
RPD Form INV15-A (Rev 07/01/2025)



ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT— NEW BusinessName [ & Ahu/g

Page 6.6 Freben § Bar

1, the undersigned applicant, hereby certify under penalty of perjiny that the answers and stafements |
have made on all pages of this application and in al) supporting documents are frue, correct and
complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. | understand that any information misrepresented or
intentionally omitted will result in automatic denial of this application, and/or revocation of the pemmit, and
may subject me fo criminal prosecution. | have read and understand the applicable sections of the
Roseville Municipal Code as it applies to Entertainment Ordinances and agree to abide by such

ordinances.

L PR Diwas Dol ez _jose/s005

APF —:CANT Signature [/
E. BROUSSARD

CITY REPRESENTATIVE: Signature Print Name Date

[ ¥ FORPOLIGE DEPARTMENT USEONLY ¥ _ |

{1Notses
[ Capiain will determine if any special conditions are required

RPD Form INVIS-A (Rév 07191/2025)




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE
ON-SALE GENERAL BREW.PUB
VALID FROM
DOV GONSULTING, LLC EXPIRES
CITRUS HEIGHTS, CA 95621
IYPE NUMBER DUP
75 664398
AREA COUE RENEWAL
3105 23

BUS;N&E%EW DBA: THE AURA KITCHEN & BAR
GFOIFFERENT) 447 CHURCH ST

ROSEVILLE, CA 95678-2210

CONDITION
OWNERS DDV CONSULTING, LLC

IMPORTANT INFORMATION
EEFECTIVE PERIOD: This licenss is elfectve only for the operating pesfod shown above. A new hcense will be sont 4 1 6 woeks  sfier the
opmabon date on your license i payment 7 benely. Your Scanse status will remain in good standing for 60 days sfter the expration dels f the
renewat poymani was recaived timely. To chack the strtus of your hcanse, vish hitp./www.ahe.ca gov/datpod . QSManuttml,
RENEWAL NOTICES: Renews! nobices are sant 10 pramiscs sddross uniess & speciiic maiing adiiress is requested. If a nolice is not teceved 30
apmmmmm contact the nesrest ABC office. Tomwdnmmmwmmdmmm

REHEWN.DME } j : xpiation ¢
APMhWthMhMmummmmhm

RENEWAL PAYMENTS: Renewal psymants can ba mada i parson by visiting your local office or sant by mafl o ABC Mesdqueriers, 3927 Lennane
Drive, Sude 100, Saciumsnto, CAD5834. #f you do not haws your renewal totice, yous ficonse number and the reason for peymant fax.  tavewat }
mumhdummmm Ywmmmmmmmmmmam

POSTING. mmmmmumwmmmtmmmmm

CONDITIONS: A copy of aff applicable conciions must be kept on premises,

LICENSEE NAME: Mlbmﬁluwﬂnﬁmuﬂvm  thars 219 more names associsted with the fcenss, they will be indicated by
~AND XX CTHERS~", A¥ namas sre on fie anii avollable upon request from your locsl ABC offios.

DBA: i you change your business nane plasss noldy your locsl ABC offics,

ummwmmmm.mmmmm.vwmmmmMhmmmu
TRvifovarw abt Lk i Salnap. il

NOTE: cmmmawmmcomﬂmmmmnmmumvmmm THAN 13 DAYE
OR WiLL BE PERMANENTLY CLOSED.

g hgewewn B0C.£2. 90V
W @onsbe ) CotfomiaABC
Pags 1 Licenss Serlald 3212004




10/8/25, 7:23 AM Llceniae Detalls | Alcoholic Beverage Control

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF

@‘ Alcoholic Beverage Control
Report Date: Wednesday, October 08, 2025

LICENSE INFORMATION
License Number: 664398 Primary Owner: DDV CONSULTING, LLC Office of Application:

23 - SACRAMENTO

BUSINESS NAME
THE AURA KITCHEN & BAR

BUSINESS ADDRESS
117 CHURCH ST, ROSEVILLE, CA, 95678

County: PLACER Census Tract: 0210.03

LICENSEE INFORMATION
Licensee: DDV CONSULTING, LLC

Company Information
OFFICER: VELASQUEZ, DIMAS DANIEL (MANAGING MEMBER)

MEMBER: VELASQUEZ, DIMAS DANIEL

LICENSE TYPES
*Allow up to six weeks for expiration date updates after renewal fee submittal.

hitpaiwww.abe.ca.goviicensing/icense-lookup/single-icense/2RPTTYPE=126LICENSE=864308




10/8/25, 7:23 AM License Detalis | Alcoholic Beverage Control

75 - ON-SALE GENERAL BREW-PUB
License Type Status: ACTIVE Status Date: 07-MAR-2025 Term: 12 Month(s)
Original Issue Date: 06-MAR-2025 Expiration Date*: 30-JUN-2026 Master: Y Duplicate: 0

From License Number: 75-658055
Fee Code: P40 Transfers: Transferred On: 06-MAR-2025

OPERATING RESTRICTIONS:

Entertainment provided shall not be audible beyond the area under the control of the
licensee(s) as depicted on the most recently certified ABC-257.

No alcoholic beverages shall be consumed on any property adjacent to the licensed
premises under the control of the licensee(s) as depicted on the most recently certified

ABC-257 and ABC-253.
Said patio/terrace/other area shall be fully enclosed with a fixed barrier.

A sign shall be posted in a conspicuous space at the entrance/exit point of said
patio/terrace/other area, which shall state, “NO ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BEYOND THIS
POINT". Said sign shall measure no less than seven inches by eleven inches (7" x 11”), and

contain lettering no less than one (1) inch height.

DISCIPLINARY ACTION:
No Active Disciplinary Action found

-

DISCIPLINARY HISTORY:
No Disciplinary History found.

HOLDS:
No Active Holds found

ESCROWS:
No Escrow found
hitps:/mww.abc.ca.govilicensing/llicense-lookup/single-ticense/?RPTTYPE=128LICENSE=664398



10/8/26, 7:23 AM License Details | Alcoholic Beverage Control

NOTIFICATIONS:
No notifications found

https:#iwww.abc.ca.goviiicensingMicense-lookup/single-license/?RPTTYPE=12&LICENSE=664398




THE AURA KITCHEN & BAR
Business Security & Emergency Action Plan (Live Music Events)

Ovwmer / Incldent Commander: Dimas Velasquez
Title: Owner / Fire Chief (Military) / Certified EMT
Authority: Has full command in emergency situations, directs evacuation, and coordinates with

emergency services,

Objective: Ensure the safety of guests, staff, and performers during live music events through a
structured plan addressing security, emergency response, evacuation, and communication.

2. SECURITY OVERVIEW

During all Live Music Events, professional licensed security Is hired to ensure the safety of guests, staff,
and performers.

R
California Guard Card #: 1905148

Licensed Since: 2009
Position; Head of Security / Lead Officer

Responsibilities: -

» Supervises ell contracted security staff

» Communicates directly with Owner/IC during all incidents

« Ensures alf guards are briefed on entry procedures, crowd management, and emergency response
protocols

Event Staffing (Mini uirements):

« 1 Lead Security Officer

« 1 Front Door Officer (ID Check

« 1 Figor Patrol Ofiicer (Interior / Stage Area)
« 1 Float / Roving Officer (Patio / Perimeter, as needed)

3. ADT SECURITY SYSTEM INTEGRATION

System: ADT Commaercial

Connected To: Police, Fire, and EMS

Authorized Users: Owner, Manager on Duty, Head of Securily

Notifications are immediate; remaln on-site to meet responders unless unsafe.

4. COMMUNICATION PLAN

Primary: Two-way radios {Security + Management)
Backup: Cell phone group text

Code Words:
Code Red - Fire



Code Blue — Medical Emergency
Code Yellow - Suspicious Behavior
Code Biack — Evacuation

Code Green - All Clear

5. EMERGENCY ACTIONS (Summary)

£ Fire: Activate alarm, announce evacuation, use posted exits, meet In parking lot.
“; Medical: Notify Owner/EMT, call 811, provide first ald.

7 Disturbance: De-escalate, remove calmly, call police if needed.

3 Active Threat: Run, Hide, Fight, call 911 immediately.

6. EVACUATION PLAN

———

Main Entrance | Front Door LPﬁrr}ag giitﬁ B M_a_n_ned Qy security
Baclg Patio Gate_LPauo ]' Emergency exit | Used for emergency only |

i
I
1

Assembly Point: Far corner of parking lot (marked).

10. EMERGENCY CONTACTS

7 Police / & Flre / w EMS: 911
. ADT Commercial Support: (800) 238-2727

Owner / Fire Chief: Dimas Velasquez
Head of Security:




Entertainment Establishment Permit
Roseville Municipal Code 9.45

Entertainment Permit #: 2025-00000090
Permit Expiration Date: 10/30/2027
Applicant Name: Dimas Velasquez
Aura Kitchen
Establishment Name: and Bar
Establishment Address: 117 Church Street
ABC License #: 75-858055
ABC License Expiration: 06/30/2026
Brandon Femandez
Issuing Officer: Captain
Issuing Officer Signature /}/ i{% Z&:&B
Permit Conditions

« Implementation of high definition cameras

« All entrances/ exits must be properly illuminated

» Must utilize a licensed Proprietary Private Security
Officer that is registered with CA Bureau of Security
and Investigative Services (minimum of 2)

« Implementation of an approved identification scanner

« The establishment shall maintain compliance with all
applicable codes/regulations at all times

« No changes shall be made to the fioor plan or
operations without prior review and approval from the
Planning Division

+ Enforce Dress Code

« Comply with all conditions of ABC license

« Obey all laws applicable to noise abatement



ﬁ:. ; OAISINESS. CONSUMER SERVICES AND MOUBING AGENLY + GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR
9 | DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

BSIS | BurEAu OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES

TSR | 242006l Paso Road, Suts 270, Sacramento, CA 95834
P (616) 3224000 | [ (916)675-7269 | www.bsis.ca.gov

INVESTIGATION
Complaint Number: 120 2026 000786

Related Complaints: 120 2026 000625 Aura Kitchen and Bar (Employer)
Special Investigator:  Nikdd Judge _

Complainant: BSIS

Respondent:

License Number(s): nlicen. lssue Date: N/A
SYNOPSIS OF COMPLAINT

On January 27, 2026, the Bureau of Security and Investigative Services (Bureau)
opened a complaint against Aura Kitch and Bar after a compliance check was
conducted on security guards working for them on January 24, 2026, with assistance
from the Roseville Police Department (PD).

NARRATIVE

On January 24, 2026, Special Investigator Nikki Judge and Special Investigator
Kourtney Black, with assistance from the Roseville Police Depariment, conducted
compliance checks at Aura Kitchen and Bar, located at 117 Church Street, Roseville,
California 95678.

Upon arrival, | observed one male standing at the front entrance wearing a uniform
identifying him as security. | contacted the individual, identified myself, and explained
the purpose of the compliance check. The male confirmed he was employed as a
security guard for Aura Kitchen and Bar.

| requested the male’s identification and securily guard registration card, The male
stated he did not have his guard card in his possession. A Roseville Police Officer
advised that during a prior contact the previous week, the male also did not have his
guard card or identification.

The male stated his guard card information was available on his phone. | requested to
view the information.

The male provided his phone, which displayed a DCA printout listing the name [

I ith guard registration number G #1905149. | then requested photo
identification. provided a California Driver License identifying him as
ate of birth N (Exhibit A).




Complaint No. 120 2026 000786
Respondent:
License # Unlicense

| obse i the guard registration number appeared to be from an earlier issuance. |
asked o confirm whether the guard card belonged {o him, and he confirmed on

the spotthat it was his.

On January 26, 2026, | conducted a licensing search through the Bureau’s BreEZe
firmed that Security Guard Registration No. 1905149 was issued to
date of birth with an address of record in Los

Angeles, California.

The individual | contacted, who identified himself as Fnd claimed the
registration number as his own, presented a California Driver License reflecting a date

of birth of || and an address in Fair Oaks, California.

Based on the discrepancy between the Bureau’s licensing records and the information
reflected on the California Driver License provided, Security Guard Registration No.
1905149 does not correspond to the individual contacted.

On February 10, 2026, | mailed a certified aiding and abetting notification letter to Aura
Kitchen and Bar advising them of the findings from January 24, 2026, compliance check
and educating them on the Bureau's rules and regulations regarding the lawful
employment of security guards (Exhibit B).

INFORMATE ORY

bom on . was issued security guard permit number G

Tl R
#1646299 on June 26, 2009. On June 17, 2021, as notified that his security
guard card will be suspended due to

ppeared in person at the Disciplinary Review Hearing on August 4, 2022. And
on September 7, 2022, was notified that the commitiee found clear and
convincing evidence to uphold the Bureaus decision to suspend security guard
#1646299 (Exhibit C).

pplied for security guard registration. On May 30,

as notified of the
deniai on May 30, 2023. A review of Bureau records indicates ho appeal was filed in
response to the denial (Exhibit D).

On April 30, 2023,
2023, the application was denied




Comptaint
Respondan tm
License # U

denial on July 18, 2024. A review of Bureau records indicates no appeal was filed in
response to the denial (Exhibit E).

ME Y

Other than the suspended and denied applications listed above one other complaint
was found in the Bureaus records Iisﬁnghs the respondent.

VIOLATIONS
BPC 7582 - Operate without a license.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the compliance investigation conducted on January 24, 2026, and

w of Bureau records, it is recommended that a citation be issued to
or violation of Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 7582,
operating as an unlicensed security guard. It is recommended that a fine in the amount
of $1,000 be imposed pursuant to the authority granted under BPC 7582.3(b).

The following factors were considered when determining the amount of $1,000 for the
administrative fine:

(a) The good or bad faith exhibited by the cited person:

(b) The nature and severity of the violation:




Complaint No. 120 2026 000788
License # Unlicensed

functions. Such conduct undermines public trust and poses a potential risk to
public safety.

(c) Evidence that the violation was willful: 112 respondent's violation was willful, as
he had prior knowledge of his ineligibility to perform security guard services due
to the denial of his application for licensure. Desplie this knowledge, the
respondent engaged in security activities and falsely represented a registration
number issued to another individusal as his own, demonstrating a deliberate and
intentional disregard for the licensing requirements of the Security Services Act.

{d) The extent to which the cited person has cooperated with the Bureau: "¢
respondent’s level of coopsration with the Bureau was fimited, as he faisely
represented a registration number issued fo another individual as his own when
questioned about his licensure status. Although he provided identification upon
request, his misrepresentation regarding his registration undemined the integrity
of the investigation and does not demonstrate full and forthright cooperation.

(e) The extent to which the cited person has mitigated or aitempted to mitigate any
damage or injury caused by their violation: The respondent has not demonsirated
any effort to mitigate or attempt to mitigate the violation. There is no evidence
that he ceased performing security services voluntarily, notified his employer of
his unlicensed status, or took corrective steps to come into compliance with
Bureau requirements. As such, no mitigating actions have been identified.

witls Quutye - 211812028
Special In¥estigator Signature Date
A abdlebealam 02/20/2028

Enforcement Chief ' - Date




Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Investigation Report: 120 2026 000786

EXHIBIT A







Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Investigation Report: 120 2026 000786

I /ccnsco

EXHIBIT B




February 10, 2026

Aura Kitch and Bar
147 Church Street
Roseville, CA 95678

The Bureau of Security and Investigative Services (BSIS or Bureau) conducted an
investigation at your establishment, Aura Kitch and Bar, located at 117 Church
Street, Roseville, California 95678, on Janaury 24, 2026.

During the inspection, myseif and Investigator Kourtney Black, came into
contact with two men the time of the
compliance check 0 provide valid and or

current security guard permits in violation of the following Business and Profession
Codes.

Business and Profes de 7682: No person shall engage in a business
regulated by this chapter; act or assume to ac! as, or represent himself or herself
fo be, & licensee unless he or she is licensed under this chapter; and no person
shall falsely represent that he or she is employed by a licensee.

Business and F ion Code 7583.3 (a): Fail to canry on their person, while on
duty, a valid and current security guard registration card, or if pending receipt of
the registration card after the bureau’s approval, a hardcopy printout of the
approved security guard registration information from the bureau's infemet
website and a valid picture identification.

As a lawful business, you are permitted to employ security guards at your
establishment. However, it is your responsibility to ensure that all security guards
are properly employed and compensated through your payroll. It is also the
responsibility of your establishment to verify that each security guard holds a valid
license issued by the Bureau.

Failure to comply with these requirements constitutes a violation of Business and
Professions Code section 7582.3(b), which makes it a misdemeanor to violate
Private Patrol Operator (PPO) licensing laws, conspire to violate them, or
knowingly employ unlicensed or nonexempt security personnel. Violations are
punishable by a fine of up to $5,000, imprisonment in county jail for up to one year,
or both.

As of the date you receive this letter, please consider yourself formally informed
and educated regarding your responsibilities under the Business and Professions



Code and the Bureau's rules and regulations pertaining to the lawful employment
of security guards. It is your obligation to ensure full compliance moving forward.

if you have any questions or concems, please contact me so that | may provide
further guidance or verify licensure requirements.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Nikki Judge
Special Investigator




Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
investigation Report: 120 2026 000786

I icersco

EXHIBIT C




SUBINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES ANDHOUBING AGENCY - GAVIN NEWSCM, GOVERNOR

B AN DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
BSIS BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES
-v-;m-"-?-'-'-: | Post Offia Bax 980550, West Sacramanto, CA 95798-0550

. -‘?\‘-Q_V'( P (916) 3224000 | P (800) 962-5210 | F (216) 575-7290 } www.bsls.ca.gov

November 17, 2021

NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC SUSP NO D RE

RE: Security Guard Registration No.: G 1646209
Case No.: 1202021005580

-

reqistre as a securitv ¢ been suspended, effective Immediately, pursuant to
Business and Professions Code Section” 7583.21. The reason for this suspension Is that you
have been convicted of the following crime(s) that has/have been preliminarily determined to be
substantially related to the qualifications; functions and duties of a security guard.

Date | Courl — Violationis]
09/21/2020 ! Superior Court, County of Solano d

SS——

[Pursuant to Penal Code Sections 11105 and 11105.2, enclosed is a copy of the Criminal Offender
Record Information the Bureau received from the California Department of Justice detalling
information about the above violation(s). '

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Sections 7581.3 and 7583.21, you may request a
review before a panel of the Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee to determine whather
the Bureau’s automatic suspansion of your registration should be reversed. The Private Security
Disciplinary Review Commiittee is comprised of members appointed by the Governor to consider
matters relating fo license denials, suspensions, and revocations, as well as the issuance of
administrative citations. You may be represented by an attorney of your choosing and present
witnesses to speak on your behalf during your review. .

Be advised, if you hold a Bureau-issued firearm permit or baton permit associated solely with the
license, certification, or registration addressed by this notice of automatic suspension, your firearm
permit and/or baton permit will be suspended by operation of law, and will display as “Suspended,
No Qualifier,” pursuant to license searches performed on the Bureau’s website.

1 See Business and Profaessions Code and California Code of Regulations Sections at
htip://www,bsis.ca.gov/about us/laws/index,shtml.




Hovember 17, 2021

Case No.: 1202021005580
Page 2

You may use the enclosed Request for Appeal of Automatic Suspension form to request an
‘appeal of the Bureau’s decision to suspend your security guard registration before the ’
Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee. Please include evidence of your rehabilitation
with your appeal to assist with the reconsideration of your suspension including but not limited to a
rehabifitation or dismissal document issued to you by a Superior Court, character reference letters,
or statement from you regarding the incident resulting in the conviction(s). This information will be
considered as part of the reevaliuation of your registration suspension,

Upon raceipt of your appeal request, the Bureau will schedule you for the next available review and
you will be notified, in writing, of your review date. Please note that it takes 60-80 days from the
dale the Bureau receives your appeal request for a Disciplinary Review Committee hearing to be

schaduled.

The Bureau must receive your completed Request for Appeal of Automatic Suspension
within 30 days from the date of this notice to enable you to be heard by the Disciplinary
Review Committee. if the Bureau does not receive your appeal raquest by this date, then your
suspension stands, and no further action will be considered regarding the suspension.

NOTE: You are prohibited from engaging In employment as a security guard with a
suspended license. If you are appealing the Bureau's suspension of your registration, you are
still prohibiled from working as a security guard until a final determination Is made by the Private
Security Disciplinary Review Committee regarding the suspension of your registration. Any further
employment as a security guard is unlawfu) and may subject you fo fines, citations, and/or
discipline. in addition, any employer who employs you for security guard services may be subject
{o fines, citations, and/or otherwise disciplined.

The California Code of Regulations Section 601.6 authorizes the Bureau to issus a citation to any
unlicensed person who Is acting in the capacity of a registrant that is not exempt from licensure.
Each citation may include a fine up to five thousand doliars ($5,000).

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 480, the Bureau of Security and Investigative -
Services (Bureau) must refain race and gender information that license applicants voluntarily
provide. Using the information the Bureau collects, the Bureau must also annually make de-
identified information available on its website and report it to the Legislature.

This anonymous electronic survey seeks information that would assist the Bureau in complying with
its annual reporting obligation. Therefore, the Bureau would appreciate your voluntary feedback
about your denial or disqualification of licensure due fo a criminal record. Please take a few minutes
SN surve) key.com/r/Seriesd D7NT or cut and paste the
link into your internet browser. You are not required to complete this survey. You are also not
required fo submit to the Bureau any information relating to your race or gender. You may submit to
the Bureau information about your race or gender without using this survey, .




November 17, 2021
Case No.: 1202021005580
Page 3

If you have questions regarding this notice, you contact Cody Reeves at 916-575-7020
Cody.Reeves@dca.ca.gov. d r

Sincerely,
Sa¥

DepulyCMef

Enciosures  Criminal Offender Record Information
Request for Appeal of Automatic Suspension Form




BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY » GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERMOR

A B j DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
E3S 1S | BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES
Fmeieeee | Post Office Box 880550, West Sacramento, CA 85798-0580
TS | p(a16) 322-4000 | P (800) 9525210 | F (918) 576.7290 | www.bsis.ca.gov

REQUEST FOR APPEAL OF AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION

if-you are interested in appealing the automatic suspension of your securily guard registration
before the Private Security Disciplinary Review Commities, CO SIGN Al N

THIS FORM to:

Atin: Disciplinary Review Unit *
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
P.O. Box 980550 -
West Sacramento, CA 95798-0550

The Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee Is comprised of members appointed by the
Govemor to consider private security-related licensing matters including the automatic suspension

of a security guard's registration.

1. Please submit any evidence of rehabilitation with your appeal request.
2. The Bureau must recelve your completed Request for Appeal of Automatic Suspension
form within 30 days from the date of your Notice of Automatic Suspension of Security

Buard Registration letter. _
3. When the Bureau receives your appeal request, the Bureau will schedule your review and notify

you of your review date.
4. Please nole that it generally takes 80-90 days from the date the Bureau recelves your appeal

request for a Disciplinary Review Committee review 1o be scheduled.
Incomplete requests will not be processed; they will be retumed.

] _lr request a review before the ngate Security Dlsgfpllnairy Review Committee.
& Bureau must receive i APPOal request within 30 3 DM the ¢
"'Iﬂrmauwﬂll *l DENSION OF Sec L,d.s _‘,‘:Iv,»[:l’ 0

| have enclosed evidence of rehabllitation including a detailed statement re arding the
4 identified conviction(s) on the Notice of Automatic Suspension Letter with this gequest for

Appeal of Automatic Suspension form.,

_Guard No.. G 1646299
Dale Signed:

' Employer's Business Name:

Employer's Licanse No.:

11-97-2021.CR
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BEFORE THE

PRIVATE SECURITY DISCIPLINARY REVIEW COMMITTEE
BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES

In the Matter of the Automatic Suspension

Against:

Security Guard

Registration ID. No.: G 1646299

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF REVIEW

(Pursuant to Business
and Professions Code
Section 7581.3)

N N st ' Nag Yoot g Vs’ “omart it

.Respondent.

 This is acknowledgement of receipt of your request for review of the automatic

|

Address:

Date:

f Dated: July 7, 2022

{ suspension of your Security Guard registration.
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this review has been scheduled as follows:

2420 Del Paso Rd
Sacramento, CA 95834
Hearing Room: Sequoia Room (First floor)

Time: 9:00 AM
August 4, 2022

NOTE: Please sign in on your scheduled time. The scheduling will be on a first
come first serve basis and there will be NO rescheduling.

If you have any questions regarding this notice, contact me at (916) 575-7064.

Alyse Hutchison

Disciplinary Review Division

P.O. Box 980550

West Sacramento, CA 85798-0550
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE

I, Alyse Hutchison, declare: :
| am a citizen of the United States, over 18 years of age, and not a party to

the within cause; my business address is P.O. Box 980650, West Sacramento,
California 95798-0550; | served a copy of the attached Notice of Review and

Review information on the following, by placing same in an envelope addressed

as follows:

Each said envelope was then, on July 7, 2022, sealed and deposited in the
United States mail at Sacramento, California, the county in which | am employed,
as regular mail, with the postage thereon fully prepaid, that there is delivery
service by United States mail at the place so addressed.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on July 7. 2022, at Sacramento, Califomnia.




ﬁ?&efi‘}] ‘ BUBINEBS, CONSLIMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY + GAVIN NEW2OM, GOVERNOR

s . DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

BSIS I BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES

ESUNSDTNE | 2490 Del Paso Road, Sulte 270, Sacramento, CA 95834

“\‘\ " | p(918)32244000 | F (816)675-7280 | www.bsis.ca.gov
September 7, 2022

RE: Security Guard Registration No. G 1646299

bR |

Enclosed is the decision of the Disciplinary Review Commitlee regarding your
review on August 4, 2022, The commitiee found that clear and convincing
evidence exists to uphold the bureau’s decision and initiate proceedings to
suspend your Security Guard Registration.

You have the right to request a hearing before an Administrative Law Judge by
completing a written request within 30 days of the date of this letter. Upon receipt
of the notice, the case will be forwarded to the Attorney General for an
administrative hearing. You will then be notified by their office of the date, time,
and place of the hearing.

if you do not request a hearing within the 30 days, the decision of the Disciplinary
Review Committee will be final and default proceedings will commence.

Sincerely, ra

(;"Z/ -

Alyse Hutchison
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Disciplinary Review Division

Enclosure
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" BEFORE THE

I PRIVATE SECURITY DISCIPLINARY REVIEW COMMITTEE
.‘ BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES
; STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Metter of the Suspension
Against. -

1
2
3
4
5 | ,
! Guard Registration No. G 1646299 }
° Respondent. |
9 _ ;

[— )
10 | 1. _This matter came on regulary for review before the Private Security
| Disciplinary Review Committee on August 4, 2022, conceming the Bureau of Security
11 | and Investigative Services' intent to infliate disciplinary proceedings against
| respondent's security guard registration. Respondent, after proper notice:
12
L | lj Appeared in person and represented self. |
| [0  Appeared and was represented by
14 [J  Did not appear.
e o I
16 |
EINDINGS OF FACT i

17 |
| 2. Evidence was received and the matter was ihen submitied. The Private
18 | Security Disciplinary Review Committee now finds the following based upon the clear
| and convincing evidence:

19 |
21 ”

22 | 3. Evidence of rehabilitation and/or mitigating circumstances:
23 | [J  Does notjustify disciplinary proceedings o suspend respondent’s

I
24 ;', security guard registration.
IZ Justifies disciplinary proceedings to suspend respondent's security

- | Guard card til the expiration date.
‘,f Cjoter.___ . .
27 || r

25 |

3

|



|

o

1

11 ll
12

1 |
14

15 ’
16 |
1 |

16 |
19
20 ||
21

|
23 :
24 |
25
26
27

J

Guard registration suspended based on the following:

(0  Evidence was not submitted.

[3’ Insufficient time has elapsed since crime(s) was committed.
@ Insufficient in view of nature/severity of crime,

O  Is notsufficient in view of repeated criminal conduct.

O
O

Insufficient rehabilitation shown.
Other e —
CONCLUSION OF LAW
4. Based on the foregoing findings:
Cause E:dﬁ /["] does not exist to discipline the above-referenced security

uard registration pursuant to Business and Professions Code Sections 7587.1,
587.4, 7583.16, and 7581.2.

ORDER
I]/ Initiation of disciplinary proceedings are ordered to suspend said
registration.
{1  Suspension proceedings will not be initiated against said registration.
[ Other . ——

The foregoing is the decision of the Private Security Disciplinary Review
Committee in the aboye-erjlitied matter. m
Dated: fg&ifw S /'
Private fecurityDlsciplinary
Revie mitleep v

Bureau of Security and
Investigative Services

G 1646299




Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Investigation Report: 120 2026 000786
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May 30, 2023

NOTICE OF DENIAL OF SECURITY GUARD REGISTRATION

RE: File No.: 2493187
Case No.: 1202023002654

-

The State of California, Department of Consumer Affairs, Bureau of Security and
Investigative Services (Bureau) received your complete security guard registration
application on April 20, 2023.

The Bureau must deny your application for registration as a security guard because of
your conviction of the following crime(s), which [is/are] substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, or duties of a security guard.

Date - Violation(s) T
12/02/2020 CASCFAIRFIELD I
Pursuant to Penal Code Section 11105 or 11105.2, enclosed please find a copy of the

Criminal Offender Record Information the Bureau recesived from the California
Department of Justice detailing information about the above violation(s).

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 7574.33, you may request a
review before the Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee to appeal the
Bureau's denial of your application. This review is conducted by a commitiee of
members appointed by the Governor to consider matters relating to license denials,
suspensions, and revocations, as well as the issuance of administrative citations. You
may be represented by an attorney of your choosing and present witnesses to speak on
your behalf during your review.

The Bureau must receive your completed Reguest for Appeal of Application

Denial form within 30 days from the date of this notice to enable yvou to be heard

by the Disciplinary Review Committes.




Case No.: 1202023002654
May 30, 2023
Page 2

Please use the Request for Appeal of Application Denial form enclosed with this notice
to request an appeal and include evidence of your rehabilitation with your appeal to
assist with the reconsideration of your application, including, but not limited to, a
rehabilitation or dismissal document issued to you by a Superior Court, character
reference letters, or statement from you regarding the incident resulting in the
conviction(s). This information will be considered as part of the reevaluation of your

application.

When the Bureau receives your appeal request, you will be scheduled for the next
available review and you will be notified in writing of your review date. Please note that
it generally takes 60 days from the date the Bureau receives your appeal request for a
Disciplinary Review Committee review to be scheduled.

If you do not submit a request to appeal your application denial to the Disciplinary
Review Committee, then no further action will be considered on your denied application.
Please note that, in that case, you will be required to wait one year from the date of
this notice before the Bureau will consider a new application for registration.

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Sections 158 and 7588.4, the application
fee is a processing fee and is non-refundable.

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 480, the Bureau of Security and
Investigative Services (Bureau) must retain race and gender information that license
applicants voluntarily provide. Using the information the Bureau collects, the Bureau

must also annually make de-identified information available on its website and report it

to the Legislature.

This anonymous electronic survey seeks information that would assist the Bureau in
complying with its annual reporting obligation. Therefore, the Bureau would appreciate
your yoluntary feedback about your denial or disqualification of licensure due to a
criminal record. Please take a few minutes to complete this survey at

s:/ .U key. e81-HRHD7NT or cut and paste the link into your
internet browser. You are not required to complete this survey. You are also not
required to submit to the Bureau any information relating to your race or gender You
may submit to the Bureau information about your race or gender without using this

survey.

lf you have questnons regarding this notice, you may contact the Bureau via email at
G gov. Please be sure to include the File No. and Case No. from above

wnhyour mqu

BSIS Disciplinary Review Unit

Enclosures: Criminal Offender Record Information
Request for Appeal of Application Denial Form
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REQUEST FOR APPEAL OF APPLICATION DENIAL

If you are Interested in being scheduled for a formal hearing before the Private Security
Disciplinary Review Committee, COMPLETE, SIGN AND RETURN THIS FORM to:

Attn: Disciplinary Review Unit
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
P.O. Box 980550
West Sacramento, CA 95798-0550

Your appeal request must be received within 30 days of the date of this denial notice.
Include evidence of vour rehabilitation with your appeal to assist with the

reconsideration of your application, including, but not limited to, a rehabilitation or
dismissal document issued to you by a Superior Court, character reference letters, or
statement from you regarding the incident resulting in the conviction(s).

When the Bureau receives your request, you will be scheduled for the next available
review and you will be notified in writing of your review date. Please note that it
generally takes 80 days from the date the Bureau receives your appeal request for a
Disciplinary Review Commiittee review to be scheduled.

| request a hearing before the Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee,
pursuant to Business and Professions Code commencing with Section 7574.33,
to appeal the Bureau’s denial of my security guard application.

D Please check this box if you are enclosing evidence of rehabilitation.

Complaint No.: 1202023002654 Name_

Signature: .
Date: Telephone Number: .

Address (Required) S e ———
City/State/Zip - , . S

Email Address (Optional) N E——— _ S
8/30/23 a.t




Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Investigation Report: 120 2026 000786
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éé ' | DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

IS | BUREAUOF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES
T T | P.O. Box 980550, West Sacramento, CA 85798-0550
WQ  (816) 3224000 (800) 952-5210 | =(916)575-7200 | www.bsis.ca.gov

RE: File No.: 2582399
Case No.: 1202024004353

- R

The State of California, Department of Consumer Affairs, Bureau of Security and
Investigative Services (Bureau) received your complete security guard registration
application on May 6, 2024.

The Bureau must deny your application for registration as a security guard because of
your conviction of the following crime(s), which is/are substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, or duties of a security guard. ’

Date ~ [Court =~
12/02/2020 CASCFAIRFIELD
The Bureau also considered whether there was a showing of rehabilitation following the
above-listed conviction(s), pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, titie 16, section

602.1. The Bureau does not find a showing of rehabilitation based in part on evidence of
your conviction(s) and/or pending charges for the following crime(s):

[Date | Court | Violation(s
[10/052078 ' CASCWOODLAND }i

Pursuant to Penal Code Section 11105 or 11105.2, enclosed please find a copy of the
Criminal Offender Record Information the Bureau received from the Califomia
Department of Justice detailing information about the above violation(s).

R et 4 s -

. K AR




Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 7581.3, you may request a review
before the Private Security Disciplinary Review Committee to appeal the Bureau's denial
of your application. This review is conducted by a commitiee of members appointed by
the Governor to consider matters relating to license denials, suspensions, and
revocations, as well as the issuance of administrative citations. You may be represented
by an attorney of your choosing and present witnesses to speak on your behalf during
your review,

The Bureau must recelve vour completed Reguest for Appeal of Application Denjal

form within 30 days from the date of this notice to enable vou to be heard by the
Disciplinary Review Committee. Please use the Request for Appeal of Application
Denial form enclosed with this notice to request an appeal and include evidence of your
rehabilitation with your appeal to assist with the reconsideration of your application,
including, but not limited to, a rehabilitation or dismissal document issued to you by a
Superior Court, character reference letters, or statement from you regarding the Incident
resulting in the conviction(s). This information will be considered as part of the

reevaluation of your application.

When the Bureau receives your appeal request, you will be scheduled for the next
available review, and you will be notified in writing of your review date. Please note that
it generally takes 60 days from the date the Bureau receives your appeal request for a
Disciplinary Review Committee review to be scheduled.

If you do not submit a request to appeal your application denial io the Disciplinary Review
Committee, then no further action will be considered on your denied application. Please
note that you will be required to wait one year from the date of this notice before
the Bureau will consider a new application for registration.

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Sections 158 and 75688.4, the application fee
is a processing fee and is non-refundable.

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 480, the Bureau-of Security and
Investigative Services (Bureau) must retain race and gender information that license
applicants voluntarily provide. Using the information the Bureau collects, the Bureau must
also annually make de-identified information available on its website and report it 1o the
Legislature.



This anonymous electronic survey seeks information that would assist the Bureau in
complying with its annual reporting obligation. Therefore, the Bureau would appreciate
your voluntary feedback about your denial or disqualification of licensure due to a
criminal record. Please take a few minutes to complete this survey at

ys:/it iy/3Kw or cut and paste the link into your intemet browser. You are not
required to complete this survey. You are also not required to submit to the Bureay any
information relating to your race or gender. You may submit to the Bureau information
"about your race or gender without using this survey.

If you have questions regarding this notice, you may contact the Bureau via email at
BSISReviewlnit@dca.ca.gov. Please be sure to include the File No. and Case No. from
above with your inquiry.

BSIS Disciplinary Review Unit

Enclosures: Criminal Offender Record Information
Request for Appeal of Application Denial Form




REQUEST FOR APPEAL OF APPLICATION DENIAL

if you are interested in being scheduled for a formal hearing before the Private Security
Disciplinary Review Committee, COMP } TURN THIS FORM to:

Atin:. Disciplinary Review Unit
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
P.O. Box 980550
West Sacramento, CA 95798-0550

Your appeal request must be recelved within 30 days of the date of this denial

.
notice.

Inglude evidence of vour rehabilitation with your appeal to assist with the

reconsideration of your application, including, but not limited to, a rehabilitation or
dismissal document issued fo you by a Superior Court, character reference letters, or
statement from you regarding the incident resulting in the conviction(s).

When the Bureau receives your request, you will be scheduled for the next available
review, and you will be notified in writing of your review date. Please note that it generally
takes 60 days from the date the Bureau receives your appeal request for a Disciplinary
Review Committee review to be scheduled.

O

I request a hearing before the Private Security Disciplinary Review
Committee, pursuant to Business and Professions Code commencing with
Section 7581.3, to appeal the Bureau’s denial of my security guard
application.

[[] Please check this box if you are enclosing evidence of rehabilitation.
Complaint No.: 1202024004353 Name [
Signature: o e
Date: Telephone Number: B
Address (Required) s
City/State/Zip S .

Email Address (Optional)

07/18/2024 BS-j 2552309
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CITATION ORDER
“** Sent via Cortified Mail & Regular Mail **

DATE OF ISSUANCE: February 26, 2026

MEMBER:
ADDRESS OF RECORD:
LICENSE NO.: nlicen

CITATION NO.: 120 2026 000786

Majdi Abdelsalam issues this notice in his official capacity as the Enforcement Chief of the
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services, hereinafter referred to as the “Bureau”.

Licensing History
Bureau records show ﬂ\aéF«as issued Security
Guard Registration No. on June 26, 2009. On June 17, 2021, he was notified

that his registration would be suspended du 20 conviction for Penal CodeF
Following a Disciplinary Review Hearing

on August 4, 2022, the Bureau upheld the suspension on September 7, 2022.

Bryant applied for security guard registration on April 30, 2023, and May 22, 2024. Both
applications were denied based on the 2020 conviction. Bureau records indicate no appeals

were filed in response to either denial.

Citation
A citation is hereby issued to pursuant to Califomia Code of
Regulations (CCR) Title 16, Division 7, ion 601.6(a), in accordance with Business and

Professions Code (BPC) Section(s) 148 and 7582 for violation of BPC Section(s) described
below:
1. BPC Section 7582 ~ No person shall engage in a business regulated by this chapter; act

or assume to act as, or represent himself or herself to be, a licensee unless he or she is
licensed under this chapter; and no person shall falsely represent that he or she is

employed by a licensee.

Cause for Citation

On January 24, 2026, a Bureau investigation discovered maMs
acting as a security guard at Aura Kitchen and Bar and in Roseville, CA, whi wearnng a
uniform identifying him as a security guard.

Order of Abatement
The Bureau hereby directs| to immediately cease and desist from

violating BPC Section(s) 7582 and 7582.3(a).

Order
Upon receipt of this citation,_ to pay the following administrative

fine(s):
_ Fine Amount
CCR Section 601.6(a) for violation of BPC Section 7582 $1000.00




Citation No.: 120 2026 000786
Page 2 of 3

Total Amount of Citation; $1000.00

This citation shall become a final order of the Bureau thirty (30) days after the date of service
of the citation. Payment of the administrative fine is due within thirty (30) days after service
of the citation. Payment should be made payable to the Bureau of Security and Investigative
Services, and mailed to the Bureau at the following address:

Bureau of Security and Investigative Services
Attention: Enforcement

PO Box 989002

West Sacramento, CA 95798-9002

Please indicate your citation number on the check, cashier’s check, or money order.

Payment arrangements may be available. Please contact the Bureau at
bsis.enforcementunit@dca.ca.gov for further details.

Please note that if payment for the citation is made, it will be viewed as a satisfactory
resolution to the matter, and you may lose the opportunity to have the citation
reviewed by the Office of Administrative Hearings.

Appeal Rights
You have the right to appeal this citation order by requesting a hearing with the Office of

Administrative Hearings, which will be held pursuant to Chapter 5 (commencing with Section
11500) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code. To request a hearing with the
Office of Administrative- Hearings, you must notify the Bureau /n writing within thirty (30) days
after the date this citation was served on you. You may also request an informal conference

with the Bureau.

To request an informal conference, you must make this request within ten (10) days of the
issuance of the citation per CCR, Title 16, Division 7, Section 601.8(e). You do not lose your
right to appeal this citation by failing to request an informal conference.

Enclosed you will find a “Notice of Appeal” foom. You may indicate on this form whether you
wish to formally appeal this citation or have an informal conference. Altermately, you can
separately notify us in writing ofyour formal appeal and request for a hearing, provided you do
so within thirty (30) days of service.

Please note, per BPC Section 149 — Advertising in Telephone Directory without License, if,
upon investigation, an agency has probable cause to believe that a person is advertising with
respect to the offering or performance of services, without being properly licensed by or
registered with the agency to offer or perform those services, the agency may issue a citation
under BPC Section containing an order of correction that requires the violator to do both of

the following:

1. Cease the unlawful advertising.
2. Notify the telephone company furnishing services to the violator to disconnect the

telephone service furnished to any telephone number contained in the unlawful
advertising.



Citation No.: 120 2026 000786
Page 3 of 3

This action is stayed if the person to whom a citation is issued under subdivision (a) notifies
the agency in writing that he or she intends to contest the citation. The agency shall afford
an opportunity for a hearing, as specified in BPC Section 125.9.

If the person to whom a citation and order of correction is issued under subdivision (a) fails
to comply with the order of correction after that order is final, the agency shall inform the
Public Utilities Commission of the violation and the Public Utilities Commission shall require
the telephone corporation furnishing services to that person to disconnect the telephone
service furnished to any telephone number contained in the unlawful advertising.

The good faith compliance by a telephone corporation with an order of the Public Utilities
Commission to terminate service issued pursuant to this section shall constitute a complete
defense to any civil or criminal action brought against the telephone corporation arising from
the termination of service.

Failure to request a hearing to formally appeal this citation within thirty (30) days will
waive your right to contest or appeal this citation.

W abeblaatinim 02/26/2026

Majdi Abdelsalam, Enforcement Chief Date




Suite 270, Sacramento,

00 | F (o1 ,
Notice of Appeal

Office of Administrative Hearing
DATE OF ISSUANCE: ru 2
MEMBER:
ADDRESS OF RECORD:
LICENSE NO.: Unlicensed
CITATION NO.: 120 2026 000786

I hereby acknowledge receipt of the citation referenced above and notification of my rights to
contest the citation and fine. | do hereby contest the citation and request the following:

Check Appropriate Box/Boxes:

[ 1 A hearing with the Office of Administrative Hearings pursuant to Chapter 5
(commencing with Section 11500) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the

Government Code.

[ 1 [Irequestan informal conference.

Signature Date
Address:

City: State: = Zip Code:
Telephone No.:

Emalil Address:

Please note that if payment for the citation Iis made, it will be viewed as a
satisfactory resolution to the matter, and you may lose the opportunity to have
the citation reviewed by the Office of Administrative Hearings.




Clty of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED OASE NUMBER:
CRIME / INCIDENT REPORT

e '§17 CHURCH ST

T —rsamwrvue.- = [eccunReED #RCH CATE TRIE THU OA
1/9/12026  23:31 01/09/2026 22:45 01/09/2028 22:45
OCCURRED T

N VIOLATIO
SN CODE W) - ROSEVILLE, CA 95678
REJTE TO
1 Piacer DA £l Sec DA O Paroe .
O Placer Probation 3 Sac Probation o crs @ other CITY ATTORNEY OFFICE
BTATUTE : DESCATPTION LASS
9.45.190(D)(9) RMC4 OTHER| INFRACTIO
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VICTIM CITY OF ROSEVILLE,
ADDRESS (BTREEY. (3TY, STATE, 2F)
311 VERNON ST ROSEVILLE, CA 95678
AGE or ADE RANGE

ARAE LAST, FRST, MOULE SUT0 Y

VELASQUEZ, DIMAS DANIEL

BCHOOL EMFLOYER NAME/ADCRESS

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

REPORTED BY ¢ W APFRGVED By

SYNOPSIS Unlawful disserinetion of
A compliance check was conducted at 117 Church Street (Aura Kitchen and e is prohibited..
Bar) with the assistance of Roseville Police Department personnel and Alcoholic
Beverage Control. Violations were noted during the inspection and a Complaint
Cite was issued. Relserad b:
Dste/Badge:

3070 BROUSSARD 01/22/2026 08:54 HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  01/22/2026

RPD Case 2026-00001845 Page 1 OF &




City of Roseville CASE NUMBER: ]
Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE KUMBER:
CRIME / INCIDENT REPORT
ADDITIONAL SUBJECTS
MENTIONED AURA KITCHEN AND BAR, [

ADOREES {BTREET, CITY, STATE, 2P}

117 CHURCH ST ROSEVILLE, CA 85678

=
lm"\

of RANGE [HALL EYE COLOR

AGE or AGE RANGE
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SCAR/MARK TATTZD |
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i’ﬁ SEX [VEIOHT o RANOE VEVOHT o AANGE HAR EVE COLOR T AGE or AGE ARG ]
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REPORTED &Y ¢ K%

3070 BROUSSARD

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

DATE r THAE

01/22/2026 08:64

AFTROVELSY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL

01/22/2026

RPD Case 2026-00001845 Page 2 OF 8



Cllyoﬂtgmm CASE NUMBER:
Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
GENERAL PROPERTY
WE TAKEN - il

TPROPERTY TYPECLASS

a
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ARTICLE TYPE
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ARTECLE TYFE
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[ - City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseviie CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
NARRATIVE
REFERENCE:
(S/Cited) Dimas Velasquez, Owner- Aura Kitchen and Bar
(V) City of Roseville
(M) Aura Kitchen and Bar
O s<cusity- Aura Kitchen and Bar
RELATED CASE(S):

Roseville Police Department 2025-54609
Roseville Police Department 2025-72617
Roseville Police Department 2026-552

BODY WORN CAMERA (BWC): (Sgt Hagerman, Det. G Small, Det. M Campbell)

® Yes ONo  Ifyes, this report is only a summary of the events that occurred. For more
details please review the BWC footage keeping in mind the BWC has a limited field of view and
audio may be low and/or muffled.

On 1/9/2026, 1 was assigned to the Roseville Police Department’s Investigations Unit as a
Community Service Officer. As part of my duties, I am also responsible for permitting entertainment
establishments and conducting compliance checks. I have completed POST training and meet the
requirements of Penal Code Section 872; certifying in-service officers to testify to hearsay evidence
in preliminary hearings.

A compliance check was conducted at 117 Church Street (Aura Kitchen and Bar) with the assistance
of Roseville Police Department personnel and Tim Monelo, Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising
Agent and his team members (Agent’s Allen, Jimenez and Tentyuk). Violations were noted during
the inspection and a Complaint Cite was issued.

NARRATIVE:

On 1/9/2026, I conducted a check of the online portal of the City of Roseville (HDL) and I located a
business license issued to Aura Kitchen and Bar (117 Church Street). I noted the license #00852899
indicated the license status was “Current and Active”, issued to Dimas Velasquez and expires as of

12/31/2026.

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
) DATE ' TR APPREVED B

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  01/22/2026

SEPORTED 87 /0w

Lo R S ——

3070 BROUSSARD 01/22/2026 08:54
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City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED GASE NUMBER:
NARRATIVE (continuation}

I next conducted a check of the Roseville Police Department permit module and located an
Entertainment Permit issued to Aura Kitchen and Bar (#2025-00000090, Expiration date 10/30/2027)
— The permit is'issued to Dimas Velasquez. is the only designated onsite

manager/responsible.

The Aura Kitchen and Bar entertainment establishment permit has the foilowing permit conditions:
Lmplementation of high definition cameras, all entrances/exits must be properly illuminated, must
utilize a licensed Proprietary Private Security Officer that is registered with CA Bureau of Security
and Investigative Services (minimum of 2), Implementation of an approved identification scanner,
the establishment shall maintain compliance with all applicable codes/regulations at all times, no
changes shall be made to the floor plan or operations without prior review and approval from
Planning Division, comply with all conditions of ABC license, enforce dress code and obey all laws

applicable to noise abatement.

Jason Rudolph, Roseville PD Crime Analyst provided me a statistical report for calls for service
during 2025. The report reflected 4 in 2025. — See attached. Aura Kitchen and Bar is a new

establishment that opened in September 2025.

Velasquez has a valid Alcoholic Beverage Control license (#664398) valid thru 6/30/2026 for On
Sale General Brew Pub.

Per Matt Walling, Fire & Environmental Inspection Supervisor of Roseville Fire Department, Aura
Kitchen and Bar has approved occupancy of 49,

On 1/9/2026 at approximately 2245 hours, Roseville Police Department personnel, Tim Monelo,
Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising Agent, his team members and I arrived at Aura Kitchen and
Bar (117 Church Street) to conduct an establishment inspection. Upon approaching the establishment,
audible music could be heard coming from the open front door of the business. A black male adult
was standing at the entrance of the business and identified himself as security. The male subject
identified himself as|j  l} <xiticd via Ca driver's license) but could not produce any
proof of Bureau of Security and Investigative Services guard card. Samuel McCurley, Special
Investigator (Bureau of Security & Investigative Services) later confirmed reviously had a
security guard license, but it expired on 8/31/2025 and there are no renewal applications pending,

-as checking customer ID’s and allowing customers access to the business.[JJJkouid
not confirm how many customers were currently inside the establishment (capacity).

Dimas was located inside the establishment and was admonished by ABC Agent Monglo to lower the
volume of the music coming from the establishment or close the front door as it could be heard from

across the street in the parking lot of Old Town Pizza.

I noted there was a DJ and large crowd dancing to music and consuming alcoholic beverages inside
the establishment. No other “employees™ of the establishment ever produced identification or proof
of a security guard card registered with BSIS upon request.

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

REPGATED BY / 0% AFPRSVED @Y

DATE ¢ TIVE
3070 BROUSSARD 01/22/2026 08:54 HAGERMAN, MICHAEL.  01/22/2026
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City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00001845
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
NARRATIVE {continuation)

The establishment is in violation of the following;

Special Conditions, RMC 9.45.190(d)(9): It is unlawful for a permittee or other responsible person
to violate the terms or conditions of the permit.

The business was unable to confirm the current occupancy inside the establishment at the time of
the inspection. Music could be heard coming from the establishment while Roseville Police
Department and ABC Personnel approached the business and while standing across the street in a
parking lot located where Old Town Pizza is. The business did not have any security guard(s) on duty

who had a current and active guard card issued by BSIS.
Based upon the violations, | issued Complaint Cite #22072 to Velasquez.
it should be noted that Officer Hancock conducted a bar check of this establishment on 1/3/2026

and a Complaint Cite was issued for operating without a business license.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
Forward to City Attorney Office

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
LPPOTED BY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL 01!221202‘
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City of Raseville CASE NUMBER: ]
Police 2026-00004844
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ABSOCHIATED CASE NUMBER:
CRIME / INCIDENT REPORT
REPCRTRD m.rimue' CCCURRED FROM CATEITIVG OGCURRED THRA CATR/TINE
112412026 23:30 0124120268 23:30 , 01/24/2026 23:30 -
m“;u;;:VIOLATION "7 CH RCHST
‘ ROSEVILLE, CA 95678
ROUTE 70
0 Piacer DA 0 SacDA D Peaie
O Placer Probation O Sac Probation o cps 2 oter CAO/ABCIBISI
STATSEE ) DESCRIPTION S ARS
9.45.1 9) RMC-l (ALL OTH INFRACTIO!
01| T PERMIT SPECIAL Conp Y .
HAME (LAST. FIRGT, MIDOLE SUFYX) Co
CITY OF ROSEVILLE,
ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE. 1)
311 VERNON ST ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

| AGE or AGE RANGE:

TARE (LAST,

CITED VELASQUEZ, DIMAS DANIEL

—— e o
CLOTHING DESCRIPTION

Unlawful dissemination of

Bar) and violations were noted.

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

CATE YW

0210412026 12.39

REPOETED BY . W08

3070 BROUSSARD
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A compliance check was conducted at 117 Church Street (Aura Kitchen and

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/04/2028

this restricted information
is prohibited.

Released to:
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Chty of Rosevillie CASE NUMBER:
Police 2026-00004844

1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
CRIME / INCIDENT REPORT

ADDITIONAL SUBJECTS

DI (ABY, FIRGY, MIDDLE. BUFFE) [5c8
AURA KITCHEN AND BAR, ]

ADDRESS (STREET, CIYY, STATE, 2P)

117 CHURCH ST ROSEVILLE, CA 95678
JEMT
PRIVASTY PHONG BUSINESS PHONGEZ . PHOWE 43
(916)86 l
C=3

[WEIGHT or RANGE | WEIGHT or RANGE AR ‘Eneu.ca [ABE o AGE RANGE

CLOTHING DRBGHIPTION

SUBJECT TPl
MENTIONED

HELATED OFFENSE

HAME (LASY, Fi* CF, MODLE B.AFFLG rﬁ

ADUREES GBTREST. C1YY, BTATE, O

OCHUMBER 1 STATE PRIARY FHOME PHONE 82 FHONE 42

SEX |HELGHT or AANGE WEIGHT o RANGE AR EYE COLOR AGE o AGE RANGE

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

CATE | TWVE

02/04/2026 12:39

APPROVED BY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/04/2026

RPD Cage 2028-00004844 Page 2 OF 5
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City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00004844
1051 Junction Bivd, Rosevlile CA 05678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
) NARRATIVE
REFERENCE:
(S/Cited) Dimas Velasquez, Owner- Aura Kitchen and Bar
(V) City of Roseville
(M) Aura Kitchen and Bar
(M)- BSIS Lic# 1646299- Security, Aura Kitchen and Bar
M)
RELATED CASE(S):

Roseville Police Department 2026-4837
Roseville Police Department 2026-1845

BODY WORN CAMERA (BWC): (Sgt Hagerman, Det. M Campbell. Officer B Bissell

®Yes ONo  Ifyes, this report is only a summary of the events that occurred. For more
details please review the BWC footage keeping in mind the BWC has a limited field of view and
audio may be low and/or muffled.

U RY:

On 1/24/2026, 1 was assigned to the Roseville Police Department’s Investigations Unit as a
Community Service Officer. As part of my duties, I am also responsible for permitting entertainment
establishments and conducting compliance checks. I have completed POST training and meet the
requirements of Penal Code Section 872; certifying in-service officers to testify to hearsay evidence
in preliminary hearings.

A compliance check was conducted at 117 Church Street (Aura Kitchen and Bar) with the assistance
of Roseville Police Department personnel and Tim Monelo, Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising
Agent and his team members (Agent’s Allen, Jimenez and Tentyuk), Bureau of Security & '
Investigative Services Special Investigators McCurley, Judge, Carranza and Black. Roseville Fire
Department was also present, Neeley, Moreno and Schroeder. Violations were noted during the
inspection and a Complaint Cite was issued. ’

NARRATIVE:

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

AFPAOVED BY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/04/2026
RPD Gase 2028-00004544 Page 3 OF §
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B City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00004844
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
QARRATNE {continuation}

On 1/24/2026, 1 conducted a check of the online portal of the City of Roseville (HDL) and I located a
business license issued to Aura Kitchen and Bar (117 Church Street). I noted the license #00852899

indicated the license status was “Current and Active”, issued to Dimas Velasquez and expires as of
12/31/2026.

I next conducted a check of the Roseville Police Department permit module and located an
Entertainment Permit issued to Aura Kitche: Bar (# -00000090, Expiration date 10/30/2027)
~ The permit is issued to Dimas Velasquez. the only designated onsite

manager/responsible.

The Aura Kitchen and Bar entertainment establishment permit has the following permit conditions:
Implementation of high definition cameras, all entrances/exits must be properly illuminated, must
utilize a licensed Proprietary Private Security Officer that is registered with CA Bureau of Security
and Investigative Services (minimum of 2), Implementation of an approved identification scanner,
the establishment shall maintain compliance with all applicable codes/regulations at all times, no
changes shall be made to the floor plan or operations without prior review and approval from
Planning Division, comply with all conditions of ABC license, enforce dress code and obey all laws

applicable to noise abatement.

Velasquez has a valid Alcoholic Beverage Control license (#664398) valid thru 6/30/2026 for On
Sale General Brew Pub.

Per Matt Walling, Fire & Environmental Inspection Supervisor of Roseville Fire Department, Aura
Kitchen and Bar has approved occupancy of 49..

On 1/24/2026 at approximately 2230 hours, Roseville Police Department personnei, Tim Monelo,
Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising Agent, his team members, BSIS team members and
Roseville Fire Department members and I arrived at Aura Kitchen and Bar (117 Church Street) to
conduct an establishment inspection. Upon approaching the establishment, audible music could be
heard coming from the open front door of the business. I noted there was a DJ and multiple people
dancing to music and consuming alcoholic beverages inside the establishment.

Two adult males were standing at the entrance of the business wearing t-shirts identifying them as
security. BSIS team members contacted the subjects who identified themselves via their California
identification cards as Per BSIS Special Investigator, Samuel
McCurley, neither had a current/active guard card. Furthermore, McCurley advised
as recently denied a card license. was admonished to remove the security shirt
by McCurley.

While conducting the compliance inspection inside the establishment, an intoxicated male subject
approached and was subsequently arrested for 69PC and 647(F)PC. See report 2026-00004837.

| completed an Entertainment Establishment inspection sheet noting the violations and Velasquez
signed page 2 of 2 as the Establishment Representative. (see attached)

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW

SESCRTED BY ( 1De DATE ' TIE AFFROVED BY

3070 BROUSSARD 02/04/2026 12:39 HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/04/2026
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City of Roseviile CASE NUMBER: ’1

olice 2026-00004844
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CABE NUMBER:
- NARRATIVE (confinuation)

Based upon the violations, | issued Complaint Cite #21460 to Velasquez.

It should be noted that a prior inspection of the establishment was conducted on 1/9/2026,
violations were noted and a Complaint Cite was issued to Velasquez (2026-1845).

I later conducted an online search of BSIS and found a record forjJlllnder license #1646299.
The record indicated -ecurity guard status was “Cancelled” as of 10/31/2022. 1 also located

two letters attached to his profile: 11/17/2021 Notice of Automatic Suspension of Security Guard
Registration and 9/7/2022 letter regarding Security Guard Registration No. G 1646299. | attached

them to this report for reference.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
Forward to City Attorney Office.

Forward copy of report to Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) tim.monelo@abc.ca.gov and Bureau of
Security & Investigative Services (BSIS) samuel. mccurley@dca.ca.gov

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
APROVED BY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/04/2026
RPD Caso 2026-00004844 Pags & OF &

AEFONTED BY
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Roseville Police Department

Entertainment Establishment
Inspection
2026-00004844
Business Name: Aurs Kitchen and Bar Date: 1/24/2026
Business Address: 117 Clurch St
Owner Name: Dimas Velasquez
Manager (if on site):

C -~ Compliance
V - Violation / Noncompliance

: 5.030(n): it is unlawful for any person or premises, located within the
wawmmwmmmwmummmmmmmmmmm
pursuant to this chapter.

Business has a valid entertainment establishment permit issued by the Roseville Police Department. C

40: It is unlawful for any person to transact and carry on any business, trade, profession,

uﬂmgmownpﬂmmﬁeﬁmhmgmomedahmﬁmmdmywwdomdmymgﬂwmxw
prescribed or without complying with any and all applicable provisions of this chapter.

Business has a valid business license issued by the City of Roseville (HDL). _ C

xS of C 9.45.060(a): Except as otherwise provided herein, all entertainment establishments shall be
c!medmdaﬂmﬂmmwﬂwmmzsomud&OOm

Business is not operating between 2:30 a.m. and 6:00 a.m.
Py :060(b): A responsible person must be present in the entertainment establishment during all
hoursthatﬂwmﬁnmentmbﬁslmentuopenmdoﬁumgwm

Designated responsible person was onsite at time of inspection.

i ).45,200: The permit issued pursuant 1o this chapter shall at all times be
Wuammmmmmmmwwmnmmmmumm
produced upon the request of any police or code enforcement officer.

Entertainment permit is properly displayed. C




ADDITIONAL VIOLATIONS:

RMC Section: Description of Violation:
RMC S;cﬂor;: Description of Violation:
RMC Section: - Description of Violation:
RMC Section: Description of Violation:
l;h;C Section: Descﬁl‘)ti;;f Violation: __
ADDITIONAL NOTES:

SIGNATURE OF INSPECTING OFFICIAL(s)

E. BROUSSARD | | P
Print Name SguNeme “Date
SIGNATURE OF ESTABLISHMENT REPRSENTATIVE(s) .
y Dymis Vllasgez— L = 12 /o0
Date

Print Name Sign Name

Page 2 of 2




EXHIBIT 7.3-B



.

NOTICE OF cITATION A0RC-184S 22072

Date T Day of Week

1

tiz2tf2e | 12245 W, Wed \

Name (First, Middie, L399 |

, 7 Dlﬁﬂ5_l_‘:§__qsq—")&1 '
[Residence Address

1834 Saybrook Pr |

Citrus Hg\g\*s chA 97620

Business Address Hurq Ki*c‘\u‘\ and Bar

111 Church S¥
Roseville €A q45LT78

Description of Animal (1f Applicable)
Color: e %
Vehicle Make License #:

Caloz: -~ Year:
Location of Violation
1M Church 5%
Date / Time of Violation T
vig 2L 2245 he

Code{ Ordinance " Description of Violation

Amc_ 9.45.190(aXL1) Sprt_t.iq\ canditions

O VIOLATIONS NOT COMMITTED IN MY PRESENCE, CERTIFIED ON INFORMATION AND

BELIEF. |
|
|

1 DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, THAT THE FOREGOING 15 TRUE AND CORRECT.

Issuing Officer:
i ! '2\ 26 BadgeNo. E Rrauwssard SGZEW.
COMPLAINING PARTY

|X Stgnature: e § |

Date:

!] HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS CITATION.

Xsiguwe  Complant Cire |
; YOU DO NOT NEED TO DO ANYTHING AT THIS TIME.
\ YOU WILL RECEIVE NOTICE BY MAIL WITHIN 14 DAYS.
‘ CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (916) 774-5325
1- City Attorney Copy 2 - Defendant Copy 3 - Issue Dept Copy




ary ViU -
Npﬁgﬁﬁ CITATION 2z°%L- uayH 21460
L ‘|

D ‘Day of Week .
| 21 Y | 2L I‘ 1600 \\r' v h}t_dng_ﬁ ‘I h|
[Name (Frst, Middle, Les) e ' |
| pimas Velasquel i
Rﬂsﬁm&ﬂdd:és7 R - o R \

. 1834 ‘anbr‘on\ﬂ D |
| Cikrus Heghts CR q5L2\ \ \
[Business Address Pora Yot chen Gnd Rar D ]

5 111 Church St |
_RoseviNe G5L18

Applicable)
Color:

'Y ocation of Violation T B
(A ] C.\lur_c)\ 75{-

| - e .,.__,_,\

|RmMC q.45.190LdX(D sprcial condiYions |

" Date ] Time of Violation - s ] |
| t]eyl2bL 2230 o ‘,
{Code | Ordinance S Descriptionof Violation |

[ - - -

l T
I - — = - - | H
| \

| — —iereee——— — = - ==
‘.DEVIgFLATlONS NOT COMMITT! ED IN MY PRESENCE, CERTIFIED ON INFORMATION AND
BELIEF.

|{ DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, THAT THE FOREGOING 18 TRUE AND CORRECT.

|
Date: 1ssuing Officer:
24l u’w Badge No. £ Prow ssard 3°3

e e |
1

PRl e
COMFLAININGPART\’

|
|x signature: Db T
‘! HEREBY ACIQ"OWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS CITATION.

ogue_ Complannt CVe
' YOU DO NOT NEED TO DO ANYTHING AT THIS TIME.
YOU WILL RECEIVE NOTICE BY MAIL WITHIN 14 DAYS.
CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (916) 774-5325

| 1-City Attomney Copy _ 2* Defendant Copy 3 - Iseve Dept Capy |
e e e s T T e e e



EXHIBIT 7.3-C




»
. ..... This Page
{ -~

View
Edit
Report
Activity

Administrative Citation Appeal — Request For Hearing 2026-02-28 09:26 PM(PST)

Completely fill out all required information prior to submitting. The City Attorney’s office
will contact you once a hearing date has been set.

Submissions received later than 30 days after the date of the citation notification letter
will not be accepted pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code § 2.50.060.

*Name: Dimas Velasquez
*Citation
Number:

*Home
Address: 117 Church St

*City Roseville
*Zip 95678

Mailing
Address
(if
different
from
above):
*Phone
Number:

CE26-00282

7834 Saybrook Dr, Citrus Heights 95621

Page 127 of 177




The entertainment permit did not specify 2 guard cards were needed

*Reason.
for:

Appeal:

By checking this box, | certify that | am the individual named on the citation and am

appealing the administrative citation issued to me.

| certify under penalty of perjury that the information above is true and correct to

['Submit | [ Cancel |

the best of my knowledge.

Page 128 of 177




1. This Page
»r -

View
Edit
Report
Activity

Administrative Citation Appeal — Request For Hearing 2026-02-28 09:51 PM(PST)

Completely fill out all required information prior to submitting. The City Attorney’s office
will contact you once a hearing date has been set.

Submissions received later than 30 days after the date of the citation notification letter
will not be accepted pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code § 2.50.060.

*Name: Dimas Velasquez

*Citation
Number:

*Home
Address:

*City Roseville
*Zip 95678
Mailing
Address

(i _
different 7834 Saybrook Dr, Citrus Helghts 95621

from
above):

*Phone
Number:
*Email:

CE26-00331

117 Church St

Page 130 of 177




The entertainment permit did not specify the number of guard cards i
neéded on site

*Reason |
for
Appeal:

By checking this box, | certify that | am the individual named on the citation and am
appealing the administrative citation issued to me.

| certify under penaity of perjury that the information above is true and correct to
the best of my knowledge.

Submit

Page 131 of 177
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exmbi+ 7.2 - D

ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
1051 Junction Boulevard, Roseville, CA 95678
(916) 746-1069

ENTERTAINMENT ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT APPLICATION (NEW)

Permit Number Issued:

All information requested on this application is required. Completed applications can take up to 60 days
to process. Incomplete applications will be rejected, thus delaying issuance of a permit. Any
Entertainment Permit Application should be submitted at least 60 days before the permit is required.
Entertainment Establishment permits shall expire two years following their issuance without a qualified
renewal. Unless exempt pursuant to Section 9.45.040, it is unlawful for any person or premises located
within the City of Roseville to provide or allow any entertainment that is open to the public without an
Entertainment Permit.

YOU ARE REQUIRED TO SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS WITH YOUR APPLICATION:

1. Copy of applicant/owner and manager/supervisor (responsible persons) Driver’s License or other valid
government-issued photo ID

2. $264.00 Non-refundable application fee (Check payable to the City of Roseville, sent by mail to the Roseville
Police Department)

3. LiveScan fingerprint service for any new applicant, or responsible persons, such as managers/supervisors +
$32.00 Non-refundable DOJ fee + $20.00 Non-refundable LiveScan fingerprint fee + $17.00 Non-refundable FBI
fee — Payable at the time of the LiveScan service. Please provide a copy of the completed Live Scan to the
Permit Coordinator

4. Current City of Roseville Business License (HDL Companies https://roseville.hdlgov.com 91 6-226-5207)

5. Fictitious name filing with Placer County (County of Placer main webpage) if the business name is not the
applicant’s surname, or a business was purchased and the name was changed — Not applicable for Corporations
and LLC’s

6. ABC License and Conditions - If alcohol will be served

7. Business Security Plan/Emergency Action Plan/Business Diagram (Those who have security personnel must

utilize a licensed “Proprietary Private Security Officer” that is registered with California Bureau of Security and
Investigative Service) — Further explanation on page five (5)

8. Written consent from the Property Owner, if not the applicant

9. Copy of the Rental Lease for the business location

10. | Zoning approval from the Planning Department (Handled by the Permit Coordinator)

11. | Certificate of Occupancy (Building Division — Permits Center, located at 311 Vernon Street, appointment required)

12. | Fire/Life Safety Inspection (Fire Department)

13. | Proof of business entity status (W-9 Forms are available on the IRS main webpage):
o If a sole proprietor, please provide your current Form W-9.
° If a corporation, please provide your current Form W-9, date of incorporation, evidence corporation is in

address of registered agent for service of process.
o If a limited liability corporation, please provide your current Form W-9, date of formation, evidence limited

name and address of registered agent for service of process.
) If a partnership, please provide a copy of the partnership agreement the names and contact information for
all partners, and a current Form W-9 for all partners.

14. | If applicant is also an independent contractor, in addition to providing the information in Section 13 above,
evidence of the independent contractor relationship must be provided. *Please note, review of independent
contractor relationship is for application purposes only and is no representation, certification, or guarantee that
applicant is in fact an independent contractor under the California Labor Code.

RPD Form INV15-A (Rev 07/01/2025)

good standing under laws of California, the names and capacities of all officers and directors and name and

liability company is in good standing under laws of California, the names and capacities of all members, and
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SEARCH

BUREAU OF SECURITY
AND INVESTIGATIVE
SERVICES

LICENSING DETAILS FOR: 6891729

NAME: VELASQUEZ, DIMAS
LICENSE TYPE: SECURITY GUARD.
PRIMARY STATUS: CURRENT

ADDRESS OF RECORD

CITRUS HEIGHTS CA 95621
SACRAMENTO COUNTY

ISSUANCE DATE
FEBRUARY 18, 2026
EXPIRATION DATE
FEBRUARY 29, 2028
CURRENT DATE / TIME

MAY 8, 2026
6:51:35 PM




- SEARCH

R P S T R L P R P [

BUREAU OF SECURITY
AND INVESTIGATIVE
SERVICES

LICENSING DETAILS FOR: 1905149

NAME: BRYANT, MAURICE
LICENSE TYPE: SECURITY GUARD
PRIMARY STATUS: CURRENT

ADDRESS OF RECORD

LOS ANGELES CA 90047-4129
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

ISSUANCE DATE
MARCH 16, 2015
EXPIRATION DATE
MARCH 31, 2027
CURRENT DATE / TIME

MAY 8, 2026
6:46:20 PM

search.dca.ca.gov

A A

ot




SEARCH
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BUREAU OF SECURITY
AND INVESTIGATIVE
SERVICES

LICENSING DETAILS FOR: 6890742

NAME: JASPER, EARNEST JUSTIN
LICENSE TYPE: SECURITY GUARD
PRIMARY STATUS: CURRENT

ADDRESS OF RECORD

LINCOLN CA 85648
PLACER COUNTY

ISSUANCE DATE
FEBRUARY 11, 2026
EXPIRATION DATE
FEBRUARY 29, 2028

CURRENT DATE / TIME

MAY 8, 2026
6:47:27 PM

search.dca.ca.gov
CLOSE
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SEARCH

[
8BS

~
BUREAU OF SECURITY
AND INVESTIGATIVE
SERVICES

LICENSING DETAILS FOR: 6887119

NAME: LAMBERT, PATRICK TORBANCE THEODAS
LICENSE TYPE: SECURITY GUARD
PRIMARY STATUS: CURRENT

ADDRESS OF RECORD

SACRAMENTO CA 95842-3390
SACRAMENTO:COUNTY

ISSUANCE DATE
JANUARY 23, 2026
EXPIRATION DATE
JANUARY 31, 2028

CURRENT DATE / TIME

MAY 8, 2026
6:50:05 PM
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L
City Attorney

ROSEYILLE  Svawormer

Roseville, California 95678

CITATION APPEAL
DECISION

Name of Appellant: Dimas Velasquez Citation No.: 22072

FIRST VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section: 9.45.190(d)(9), Special Conditions

E DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

[[] GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:

[[]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or

[1  That the appellant is the responsible party.

[[] DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

[] DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

[l GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

[ GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Phone (916) 774-5325 « Fax (916) 773-7348 « TDD (916) 774-5220 - attorney(@roseville.ca.us = www.roseville.ca.us/cityattorney




Name of Appellant: Dimas Velasquez Citation Number: 21460

SECOND VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section: 9.45.190(d)(9), Special Conditions, Second Offense

K

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

| GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:
[(]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or
[[]  That the appellant is the responsible party.

[[J] DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

[J DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

[ GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

] GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Dated: May 28, 2026 By: Ma

Charles Sandoval
Hearing Panel Chairperson

Notice to Appellant: Under California Government Code Section 53069.4, any appeal of
today’s Hearing Panel decision must be filed with Placer County Superior Court within twenty
(20) days of today’s date.

Phone (916) 774-5325 + Fax (916) 773-7348 « TDD (916) 774-5220 - attorney@roseville.ca.us * www.roseville.ca.us/cityattorney
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Roseville Police Department
1051 Junction Blvd
Roseville, CA 95678

Jeff Beigh, Chief of Police

Administrative Citation Appeal Hearing

Staff Report
Date of Hearing: Thursday, May 28, 2026 at 3:00 p.m.
Appellant: Richard Ryan, (Opera House, 411 Lincoln Street)
Citation: 21462 (Date of Violation 1/24/2026)

Background:

Opera House was last issued an Entertainment Establishment Permit (2022-11-05) on 03/03/2022 and it
expired on 03/03/2024. Opera House is owned and operated by Richard Ryan and is located at 411
Lincoln Street. This area is considered the Old Town Commercial District and businesses in this area are
covered by 7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances. The business also requires an Entertainment
Establishment permit under RMC 9.45 and 7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances. The Opera House also
has a Conditional Use Permit issued by the Planning Division on 01/23/2014 with terms and conditions.

On 07/22/2024, CSO Broussard drafted and sent a letter to Ryan notifying him that the Entertainment
Establishment Permit for Opera House had expired on 03/03/2024. There was subsequently no contact
or response to the letter from Ryan. On 12/30/2025, CSO Broussard drafted and sent a certified letter to
Ryan again notifying him that the Entertainment Permit for Opera House had expired on 03/03/2024.
The letter was received and signed for by Alexis Lewis on 01/07/2026.

In response, Ryan contacted CSO Broussard by phone on 01/12/2026 at 0930 hours. Ryan inquired
about the application process and status of prior Live Scans. CSO Broussard advised that per Department
of Justice (DOJ), once an authorized relationship no longer exists, a Live Scan holder must immediately
submit a No Longer Interested (NLI) to DOJ to cancel the service. Ryan was explained that once the
Entertainment Permit had expired in 2024, this concluded the “authorized relationship”. CSO Broussard
provided Ryan additional information regarding the application process and on 01/12/2026 at 1113
hours, CSO Broussard emailed Ryan Live Scan forms.

On 02/18/2026 at 1046 hours, Ryan emailed CSO Broussard requesting an appointment to meet to
submit his application for an Entertainment Establishment Permit. CSO Broussard advised Ryan she was
available to meet with him on 02/18/2026 at 1500 hours, however she had received information from
Roseville Fire Department that the last inspection of the business conducted on 12/19/2025 had failed.
A passing Fire/Life Safety Inspection is a requirement of the application process. Ryan responded and
advised he would hold off on an appointment until he resolved the inspection with Roseville Fire
Department. On 02/27/2026 at 1147 hours, Ryan emailed CSO Broussard and advised he received a
passing inspection from Roseville Fire Department. CSO Broussard accommodated Ryan with her next
available appointment to submit his application for Entertainment Establishment Permit on 03/03/2026
at 1300 hours.



Narrative:
01/24/2026

On 01/24/2026, at approximately 2230 hours, Community Service Officer (“CSO”) E. Broussard,
Roseville Police Department Patrol staff, Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) agents and Bureau of
Security and Investigative Services agents (BSIS) arrived at Opera House (411 Lincoln Street) to conduct
an unannounced compliance inspection. Upon approaching the business, audible music could be heard
coming from the second story floor of the establishment. CSO Broussard noted there was a band
playing music on the second story floor, patrons were dancing to the music and consuming alcoholic
beverages inside the establishment.

Upon entering the establishment, a white male adult seated on the interior of the
entrance at a podium was identified and confirmed as security. confirmed neither Ryan nor his
spouse/business partner (Rebecca) were present.

At the conclusion of the inspection, it was determined the business was operating without a
current/valid Entertainment Establishment Permit, without the presence of a responsible/owner
present, without (2) security guards with guard cards and audible music beyond the area under the
control of the license.

CSO Broussard issued citation #21462 for the violations noted above, specifically:

e RMC9.45.190(D)(9)
e RMC9.45.030(a)
RMC 9.45.060(b)

Violation RMC 9.45.190(D)(9) — Special Conditions

In issuing the permit, the chief of police may impose conditions relating to the operation of the
entertainment establishment. It is unlawful for a permittee or other responsible person to violate the
terms or conditions of the permit.

RMC 9.45.030(a)- Entertainment Establishment Permit: It is unlawful for any person or premises,

located within the City of Roseville, to provide or permit any entertainment that is open to the public
without an entertainment permit issued pursuant to this chapter.

RMC 9.45.060(b)- Responsible Person: A responsible person must be present in the entertainment
establishment during all hours that the entertainment establishment is open and offering
entertainment.

BSIS conducted an independent investigation and confirmed the business only had one security guard
present with a current/active guard card. ABC also conducted an independent investigation and found
the business was in violation of having live entertainment that was audible beyond the area under the
control of the license, and the business did not provide two uniformed security personnel.

Evidence of the music being discernable outside of the establishment was captured on the body worn
camera of Sgt. Hagerman, who was part of the inspection team that evening. Relevant portions of the



video will be shown during the hearing.

Respectfully Submitted,

Erika Broussard
Community Service Officer I/Permit Coordinator

Attachment(s):
7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances, specifically 7.4 Nightclubs, 11 (a) and (b)

Conditional Use Permit- Planning Division dated 01/23/2014
Letter addressed to Richard Ryan Re: Expired Entertainment Establishment Permit dated 07/22/2024

Certified letter addressed to Richard Ryan Re: Expired Entertainment Establishment Permit dated
12/30/2025

Roseville Fire Department inspection reports dated 12/19/2025 and 02/25/2026
BSIS Investigation Report #120 2026 000788
ABC Investigation Report #26-23-004

Roseville Police Report #2026-00004827 dated 01/24/2026



7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

Nightclubs will be considered as principally
permitted uses in the Old Town Commercial District
south of Main Street, and Administratively Permitted
Uses in the Old Town Commercial District north of
Main Street, and in the Vernon Street District as
reflected in Chapter 2.3.3 of the Downtown Code.
To promote this type of activity which supports the
Vision for Downtown, a set of performance standards
have been developed.

A. Purpose - To promote the Old Town Commercial
district as an entertainment district and to
allow nightclub activities within 500 feet of
residential uses, the following provisions are
being established to allow nightclubs within the
entertainment district.

B. Permits Required

1. Old Town Commercial District - South
of Main Street. The Old Town Commercial
District principally permits nightclubs when
they meet the standards established by this
chapter of the Downtown Code, and are
located in the areas shown as. principally
permitted in Exhibit 7.1. Prior to operation
or Issuance of a business license, building
permit or other City approval, a nightclub
use shall obtain approval from the Director.

The Director’s approval shall be subject to
the nightclub use meeting the provisions
of this chapter. Nightdubs that are in
compliance with the provisions of this
chapter shall obtain a Zoning Clearance
as defined in the Roseville Municipal Code
Chapter 19.72,

Old Town Historic District north of Main
Street and on Vernon Street. Nightclub
uses desiring to locate within this area will
be required to obtain an Administrative
Permit as described in Chapter 19.74 of the
City’s Zoning Ordinance.

€. Design Requirements

The following design requirements will be
required to be addressed as part of a request
for a Zoning Clearance and in consideration of a
request for an Administrative Permit;

1. Storefront. The storefronts of ground
floor nightclubs or cocktail lounges shall
be designed in compliance with the
storefront and building facade standards
and guidelines located in the Downtown

Specific Plan.

Construction Standards. Proposed or
required construction and/or use changes
require a8 Building Permit. Construction
documents shall include occupancy, type
of construction, floor area, means of egress,
accessibllity, 100 psf floor live load and
sanitary facility designs as regulated by the
Roseville Building Division regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.04.

Room Capacity. Maximum room capacity
posting, exit identification/illumination,
exit access and egress devices shall be
designed and provided in accordance with
the Roseville Building Division regulations
and standards described in Roseville
Municipal Code (RMC) Chapter 16.04.

3.

76
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Exhibit 7.1 Permitted Nightclubs

7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

< administratively permitted use
[ principally permitted use

DOWNTOWN CODE



4.

5-

Fire Equipment. Fire equipment shall
be regulated, designed and provided
in accordance with the Roseville Fire
Department and building regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.16.

Lighting. The establishment shall provide
outside lighting in a manner that would
fluminate outside street and sidewalk
areas at a minimum of 0.5 foot-candles,
and adjacent parking areas and entry
driveways at a minimum of 1.0 foot-candles
as a maintained minimum at the pavement
surface throughout the night.

6. Smoking Areas - when provided. Outdoor

7.

wherever possible,

smoking areas shall be designed and
located in a secured (fenced/walled) area
with exterior lighting of a minimum of 1.0
foot-candles that does not adversely impact
passing pedestrian traffic and surrounding
uses. Smoking areas should be located to
minimize impacts to adjacent residential
areas.

Noise. All feasible noise-reducing tech-
niques, such as the use of double doors,
sound-absorbing insulation, adequate
ventilation that discourages the opening
of doors and/or windows, and buffering
outdoor seating areas, shall be employed

7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

In a mixed-use development, where there
are residential uses over the nightclub,
all feasible mitigation will be installed
to minimize the noise impacts within
the residential unit. A typical mitigation
measure is to provide at least one floor of
non-residential use (eg. office) between
the nightclub floor and residential fiocor.
Re-use of an existing building will require
installation of feasible noise reduction
construction techniques,

D. Operating Requirements

The following operating requirements will be
required to be addressed as part of a request for a
Zoning Clearance and in consideration of a request
for an Administrative Permit;

10

z'

Entertainment Permit Required. Pursuant
to RMC Chapter 940 the nightclub
operator shall be required to secure an
Entertainment Permit from the Roseville
Police Department. The provisions of the
business plan and security plan accepted
by the Police Department as part of the
approved Entertainment Permit shall
establish site specific operational and
security provisions. The following criteria
provide minimum standards that shall be
required of all nightclub operations; the
provisions of the Entertainment Permit may
exceed the criteria listed below, but shall
not be less than the listed criteria.

Hours of Operation. Patrons shall only be
allowed in the nightclub between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. and 2:00 a.m, Entertainment In
any establishment shall only be allowed
between the hours of 1:00 p.m. and 1:30
a.m. Exceptions to these operating hours
can be granted by the Director when
there are limited impacts due to additional
operational measures being put in place.
Such measures may include, but are not
limited to, additional on and off-premise
security, valet parking, restaurant and food
services, and limited alcohol service.

DOWNTOWN CODE




3.
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7.

Aicohol Beverage Control. All nightclubs
shall comply with all conditions and
restrictions imposed upon the California
Department of Alcohol Beverage Control
(ABC) license and all applicable ABC
regulations.

Room Capacity. Maximum room capacity
posting, exit identification/illumination, exit
access and egress devices shall be main-
tained in accordance with the Roseville Fire
Department and building regulations and
standards described in Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC) Chapter 16.16.

Pyrotechnic Effects Prohibited. The use
of pyrotechnic special effects or displays is
prohibited.

Interior Lighting. The establishment shall
have minimum interior lighting of six-
candle power at floor level, except during
performances on stages.

Trash Receptadles. Sufficient trash and
recycling receptacles shall be provided
and shall be regularly maintained. The
operator shall be responsible for cleaning
the sidewalk within fifty (50} feet horizontal
distance from the premises during the hours
of operation to maintain the sidewalk free
of garbage or other debris. The operator
shall arrange for litter removal from the
storefront and public sidewalks adjacent
to the storefront after the close of business.
Sidewalks infront of the business and within
100 feet of the operation shall be pressure
washed on a monthly basis at the expense
of the business.

Outdoor Seating. Outdoor seating that is
in conjunction with and clearly accessory to
any nightclub use will be evaluated based
on the regulations provided in Chapter
7.8.3 of the Downtown Code.

7.0 Downtown SpecificOrdinances

9. Noise Impacts. All feasible noise-reducing
techniques, such as the use of double doors,
sound-absorbing insulation, adequate veriti-
lation that discourages the opening of doors
and/or windows, and buffering outdoor seat-
ing areas, shall be employed wherever pos-
sible. No use shall create noise levels which
impact residential interior areas by 45 db or
more,

10. Sanitation Facilities. Operating provisions
will be put in-place that allow queuing pa-
trons to gain access to restrooms, within the
club, if necessary.

11. Security Provisions.

a. Security shall be provided via a private
security company that is licensed and
bonded.

b. When open for entertainment, the
operator shall provide a minimum of
two security guards to admit patrons
and monitor exterior and interior areas
when occupancy levels are below 100
persons. When occupancy exceeds 100
persons, the operator shall provide
additional guards to adequately control
the environment at a ratio of one guard
per additional 50 people (or any fraction
thereof). The operator is responsible for
providing a safe environment.

DOWNTOWN CODE




7.0 Downtown Specific Ordinances

¢. Management shall designate a front
door security presence when open for
entertainment.  Front door security
will check identification to verify age
requirements, monitor occupancy, screen
for weapons, and direct security to prohibit
further entry when maximum occupancy
is reached.

d. Management is responsible for maintain-
ing an outdoor security presence when
a crowd is waiting to gain access to the
building. Security officers shall be respon-
sible for providing an organized method
of maintaining a line that will not block
public sidewalks, driveways, or surround-
ing business doorways.

e. Security officers shall wear uniforms and
be readily identifiable as private security
personnel.

f. Security personnel shall be visible at
the primary entrance at closing of the
entertainment business and shall remain
until patrons are dispersed. Security shall
not permit crowds and/or patrons to loiter
in the front of or in the immediate vicinity
of the nightclub or cocktail lounge after
closing.

7.5

Parking Structures

A, Purpose

Parking structures are to be integrated into the
overall atmosphere and architecture for the
Downtown. it is important that these facilities are
functional, but do not become a detriment due to
their appearance. Thefollowing criteriais provided
to ensure that these facilities are attributes to the

Downtown.
Parking Structure Design

The following parking structure design standards
shall apply to all parking structures located in the
Specific Plan area.

1. Parking decks should be flat where feasible.
At a minimum, a majority of both the ground
floor and top parking decks shall be required
to be flat, as opposed to continuously
ramping.

2. External elevator towers and stair wells shall
be open to public view or enclosed with
transparent glazing.

3. Public restrooms shall be located on the
ground floor of the parking structure.

7-10
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ITEMV-A: CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT - MCRAE OPERA HOUSE - 411 LINCOLN STREET -
FILE# 13PL-0270 :

REQUEST

The applicant requests approval of a Conditional Use Permit to expand an existing Nightclub use by
allowing patrons to utilize an enclosed patio area (enclosure) at the rear of the McRae Opera House

building.
Applicant/Owner - Richard Ryan

SuU T10
The Planning Division recommends that the Planning Commission take the following action:

A.  Adopt the three (3) findings of fact for the Conditional Use Permit; and
B. Approve the Conditional Use Permit subject to thirteen (13) conditions of approval.

SUMMARY OF OUTSTANDING ISSUES

There are no outstanding issues with this request. Staff and the applicant have worked together to reach
mutual agreement on the recommended conditions of approval for this Conditional Use Permit request.
The applicant is in agreement with the recommended conditions of approval.

BACKGROUND

The McRae Opera House, (Opera House Saloon) at 411 Lincoln Street is located in the City's Downtown
Specific Plan (DTSP) area within the Historic District (DT-4), north of Main Street. The Opera House
building Is recognized as a Pre-Existing Nightclub, meaning that it was in operation prior to adoption of a
December 1999 Zoning Ordinance Amendment (Ordinance No. 3450) that added Chapter 10.49 to the
Zoning Ordinance which established Nightclubs as a Conditionally Permitted Use. Per the City's
Downtown Code, adopted in April 2009, Nightclubs located north of Main Street in the DT-4 district are
Conditionally Permitied and require approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).

Since the Opera House was operating as a nightclub prior to the Nightclub Ordinance and adoption of the
Downtown Code, it was considered a Nonconforming Use and was allowed to continue to operate, in its
existing size and configuration, as a Nightclub, with no additional permit requirements. Per Zoning
Ordinance Chapters 19.24.020 B.3 and 19.74., expansion of a Conditionally Permitted or Nonconforming

Use requires approval of a CUP.

In July 2012, the nightclub owner applied for a Minor Design Review Permit (MDRP) to construct a fenced
enclosure at the rear of the Opera House Saloon at 411 Lincoln Street in the City's Historic District. The
propased wallfence was to provide additional security at the rear of the building which is adjacent to

Guava Alley.

The Planning Director determined that the business operating at the site is a single entity (a Nightclub);
therefore, the outdoor patio created by construction of the wall enclosure would be an expansion of the
Nightclub use, requiring approval of a CUP. The determination was based on the fact both the upstairs



Conditional Use Permit— Opera House Saloon ~ 411 Lincoln Street
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and downstairs operations share a common liquor license and common ingress/egress. The California
Building Code (CBC) considers occupancy of the entire space (upstairs and downstairs) for exiting
purposes. Therefore, Condition No. 3 was included in the staff report approving the MDRP which
states that occupancy of the proposed fence enclosure by patrons of the McCrae Opera House Saloon
constitutes an expansion of an existing nightclub and is not permitted without approval of a Conditional
Use Permit, per the City’'s Downtown Code. The property owner subsequently appealed the Planning

Director’s decision, and specifically, Condition No. 3.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the Appeal on September 12, 2013 and their action
resulted in a tie vote (3 votes fo grant the Appeal, 3 votes to deny the Appeal). Based on a tie vote and
in accordance with the adopted Planning Commission meeting procedures, the Presiding Officer
(Chairman Hinkle) exercised his right to forward this item to the City Council for consideration and

action.

City Council held a public hearing on the Appeal on November 20, 2013. Their action resulted in a 3-0
vote to adopt the findings of fact stating that occupancy of the fenced enclosure by Opera House
Saloon patrons is considered an expansion of the existing Nightclub use and therefore, would not be
permitted without approval of a Conditional Use Permit; and to deny the Appeal of the Planning
Director’'s Decision. Council also directed staff to process the applicant’s request for a Conditional Use

Permit as expeditiously as possible.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The applicant requests approval of a Conditional Use Permit to allow occupancy of a recently
constructed walled enclosure by patrons of the Opera House Saloon.

Vicinity Map

FINDINGS/EVALUATION

The Downtown Code states that Nightclub’s north of Main Street are required to obtain a CUP as
described in Chapter 19.74 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance (CUP requirement for expansion of a
Conditionally Permitted or Nonconforming use). Section 19.78.060 of the City of Roseville Zoning
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Ordinance requires that three findings be made in order to approve a Conditional Use Permit. The three
findings are listed below in bold italics and are followed by an evaluation of the proposal in relation to

each finding.

1. The proposed use or development is consistent with the City of Roseville General Plan and any
applicable Specific Plan.

The request is to allow occupancy of an outdoor patio area by patrons of the Opera House Saloon
nightclub. The request is consistent with the City of Roseville General Plan land use designation of
Central Business District, which anticipates a mix of uses including restaurant and entertainment uses.
The request is also consistent with the Downtown Specific Plan, which encourages entertainment
venues. The General Plan and Downtown Specific Plan rely on the Downtown Code, through the
requirement for a conditional use permit, to address any potential conflicts between the proposed

nightclub activities and the surrounding uses.

2. The proposed use or development conforms with all applicable standards and requirements of
the Zoning Ordinance and the Downtown Code.

The establishment is located within the Downtown Specific Plan (DTSP) area. Properties within the DTSP
area are subject to the standards and requirements established within the Downtown Code. The
Downtown Code is a comprehensive document that guides development within the DTSP. The Zoning
Ordinance applies when the Downtown Code is silent on a subject. With respect to this application, the
Downtown Code Section.7.4 addresses the standards and regulations for nightclubs.

The Zoning Ordinance contains the process and findings for obtaining a CUP and the Downtown Code
contains the criteria to evaluate requests for a CUP. The application is evaluated to ensure that the use
will conform to the design and operation standards for nightclubs within the Downtown Code, as

summarized and evaluated below.

Design Standards

Storefront — There are no changes proposed to the building's storefront.

Construction Standards — Per the California Building Code (CBC), the fence/wall enclosure cannot fully
enclose the area at the rear of the building without acquiring a building permit. A building permit has been
issued to allow a gate enclosure on the existing wall enclosure for security purposes only, but not for

occupancy purposes.

Since the walled enclosure area is proposed to be used for assembly use (dining, beverage
consumption), a building permit will be required (as a tenant improvement) to ensure that all CBC
requirements, including egress, lighting, and maximum  occupancy load are met. If the design of the
proposed tenant improvement has an occupant load of 50 or more patrons, two exits may be required from

the patio area.

The exit(s) necessary for the patio enclosure are considered required exits and not emergency exits.
Therefore, the exit location(s) must have emergency lighting and an illuminated exit sign. Lighting within
the patio area must maintain a minimum of 1.0 foot-candles; per the CBC (see Conditions 4 - 7).

Room Capacity — Maximum occupancy load for the patio area, including exit identification/illumination,
and egress devices (gates & hardware) will be submitted and reviewed by the Building Division as part of

the building permit review process (see Conditions 4 and 5).
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Fire Code/Equipment — The Fire Department has reviewed the application, and will also review the
building permit plans that will be submitted, to ensure that the patio enclosure meets the City’s Fire Code
and that fire protection equipment, if required, is designed and provided in accordance with the Roseville
Fire Department and building regulations. No additional modifications are required to address fire safety.

Smoking Areas ~ The outdoor patio area will be used as a smoking area for patrons of the Opera House
Saloon. The patio area is enclosed by a masonry wall six feet in height. Use of the patio for smoking shall
not adversely impact passing pedestrian traffic and shall minimize impacts to adjacent residential uses.

Noise — The masonry wall that encloses the patio will serve to buffer noise levels from nearby properties.
No amplification devices, music or entertainment is to be provided in the patio/enclosure area. Noise limits
as established in the City's Noise Ordinance shall not be exceeded (see Conditions 7 — 10).

Operating Reguirements

Entertainment Permit — The Police Department has issued an Entertainment Pemmit for the Opera House
Saloon & Nightclub, inclusive of the outdoor patio area (see Attachment 1).

Hours of Operation — Patrons shall only be allowed in the Nightclub from 8:00 am to 2:00 am and
entertainment shall be between the hours of 1:00 pm and 1:30 am. Per the applicant’s Operational Plan,
the outdoor patio area will be open only during the hours that the first floor bar is open (6:00 PM — closing

[11:00 PM — not later than 1:30 AM]) (see the Operations Plan).

In December 2013, staff was cantacted by the California Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC)
regarding the Opera House Saloon’s ABC license renewal that is currently under their review. Staff has
confirned that ABC customarily places restrictions on a bar or nightclub’s outdoor seating or patio area
that is adjacent to residential communities. If the outdoor patio is within 100 feet of a residence, ABC has

customarily applied the following restrictions.

Sunday - Thursday — no sale, service, or consumption of alcoholic beverages is permitted on/within the
outdoor patio area after 10:00 PM.

Friday - Saturday — no sale, service, or consumption of alcoholic beverages is permitted on/within the
outdoor patio area after 11:30 PM.

ABC is currently reviewing the Opera House Saloon’s license renewal application, and will address
conditions for the recently constructed outdoor patio area as part of their review. Due the close proximity
of residential properties (419 Lincoln Street is approximately 25 feet from the patio area); staff believes the
restrictions as customarily used by ABC should be applicable to this request, so long as the property at
419 Lincoln Street is occupied as a residence. Conditlon 2 has been included which places the above-
referenced restrictions on sale, service, or consumption of alcoholic beverages within the outdoor patio

area.
Alcohol Beverage Control — The establishment shall comply with the conditions and restrictions imposed

by the Department of Alcohol and Beverage Control (ABC) for the sale, service, and consumption of
alcohol, which will be enforced by the ABC.

Capacity — At no time shall the maximum occupancy (as determined by the CBC through a building
permit) be exceeded.

Pyrotechnic Effects — For the safety of patrons and people and properties in the vicinity, pyrotechnic
special effects and displays are prohibited.
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Trash Receptacles ~ The establishment has sufficient frash receptacles to meet the Refuse Division
requirements. Additionally, the Opera House Saloon will be responsible for ensuring the sidewalk within
50 feet of the establishment is free of debris. On a monthly basis, the sidewalk shall be pressure washed

at the expense of the Opera House Saloon.

Nolse Impacts — Noise generated from the establishment shall not exceed the maximum levels outlined in
the Roseville Municipal Code and shall comply with conditions associated with the Opera House Saloon’s
ABC license and Entertainment Permit issued by the Police Department.

Security Provisions - When entertainment is provided, the Nightclub is required fo provide uniformed
security officers via a private licensed and bonded company to ensure that the environment is safe for
patrons and persons in the vicinity and adequate crowd control is in place so as not to create an
unnecessary burden on the Roseville Police Department (see Attachment 2 - ABC License).

3. The location, size, design and operating characteristics of the use or development is
compatible with and shall not adversely affect or be materially detrimental to the health, safety,
or welfare of persons residing or working in the area, or be detrimental or injurious to public or

private property improvements.

The McRae Opera House buiding (Opera House Saloon) is located in the City’s Historic District with a mix
of commercial uses (retail, bars, nightdubs, personal service) to the south and west, with Lincoln Street,
and a parking lot beyond to the east. A residential neighborhood is to the north, immediately adjacent to
Guava Alley which is at the rear of the Opera House Saloon. The area has existing entertainment venues,

as envisioned by the DTSP.

As referenced in Finding #2 above, the Opera House Saloon will conform with the standards established in
Section 7.4 of the Downtown Code. These standards were developed to promote entertainment venues
such as nightclubs within the Downtown and Historic District, while ensuring that the nightclub uses are
compatible with and will not adversely affect the surrounding persons, uses and properties. Conditions
associated with the Opera House Saloon's ABC License, Entertainment Pemmit, and the Conditional Use
Permit place restrictions on outdoor activities (no amplification devices, amplified music or entertainment),
that could potentially generate noise levels that could impact nearby properties. Additionally, the ABC
License is conditioned to not allow noise that is audible beyond the property boundaries of the McRae
Opera House building, and the noise levels shall not exceed the noise fimits as established in the City's

Noise Ordinance.

The applicant has provided an Operational Plan (Exhibit B) o address requirements. As described in
detail in Finding #2 above, the plan addresses hours of operations, noise reduction, trash/maintenance
requirements, and security. Additional conditions of approval have been added to ensure the use remains
compatible with the area and the Downtown Code. With the Operations Plan and the Conditions of
Approval, the use is compatible with and will not adversely affect persons, public or property in the

surrounding area.

CONCLUSION

Based on the analysis contained in this staff report and as conditioned, staff finds that proposed project
is consistent with the findings needed to approve the CUP and meets the requirements of the General
Plan, Zoning Ordinance, Downtown Code and DTSP. Based on the evaluations above, and as
conditioned, staff believes that the Planning Commission can make the required findings and approve

the Conditional Use Permit.
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- PUBLIC OUTREACH

A Public Hearing Notice was mailed to the Roseville Heights Neighborhood Association and to property
owners and residents within a 300 foot radius of the project site. To date, no comments have been

received by staff.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

This project is categorically exempt from the environmental review requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15301 (Existing Facilities) and Section 305 of the
City of Roseville CEQA Implementing Procedures.

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Division recommends that the Planning Commission:

A. Adopt the three (3) findings of fact as listed in the staff report for the CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT -
MCRAE OPERA HOUSE ~ 411 LINCOLN STREET - FILE# 13PL-0270;

B. Approve the CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT - MCRAE OPERA HOUSE - 411 LINCOLN STREET -
FILE# 13PL-0270 subject to the thirteen (13) conditions below.

1. The project is approved as shown and described in Exhibit A and as conditioned or modified below.
(Planning)

2, The nightclub’s outdoor patio is within 25 feet of the nearest residential property (419 Lincoln
Street); therefore, so long as the property at 419 Lincoln Street is occupied as a residence, the

following use restrictions shall apply to the outdoor patio area.

Sunday - Thursday — no sale, service, or consumption of alcoholic beverages is permitted
on/within the outdoor patio area after 10:00 PM,

Friday ~ Saturday — no sale, service, or consumption of alcoholic beverages is permitted on/within
the outdoor patio area after 11:30 PM. (Planning, Police)

3. Prior to occupancy of the patio by patrons of the Opera House Saloon, the applicant must obtain a
building permit. Plans must be submitted for review as a Tenant Impravement. (Building)

4, If the design of the proposed tenant improvement has an occupant load of 50 or more patrons, two
exits may be required from the patio area. (Building)

5.  The exit(s) necessary for the patio enclosure are considered required exits and not emergency
exits. Therefore, each exit location must have emergency lighting and an illuminated exit sign.

(Building)

6. Lighting within the patio area must maintain a minimum of 1.0 foot-candles, per the CBC. Lighting
shall be installed and directed to have no off-site glare. (Building, Planning, Police)

7.  The use of any audio amplification system or device shall not be permitted on the patio. (Pfanning,
Police)
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8. At no time shall the noise generated from the establishment exceed the maximum allowed noise
levels established by the Roseville Municipal Code. (Planning, Police)

9. A valid Entertainment Permit shall be maintained with the Police Department.

10. The establishment shall comply with all conditions of its Entertainment Permit, ABC License, the
City's Downtown Code, and the approved Operations & Security Plan. {Planning, Police)

11.  No pyrotechnic special effects or displays are permiited. (Fire)
12. At no time shall the maximum occupancy, per the CBC, be exceeded. (Building)

13. The Opera House Saloon is responsible for ensuring the sidewalk within 50 feet of the
establishment is free of debris. On a monthly basis, the sidewalk shall be pressure washed at the

expense of the Opera House Saloon. (Planning)

ATTACHMENTS

1. Entertainment Permit & Conditions
2. Current ABC License & Conditions

EXHIBITS

A. Floor Plan
B. Operations Plan

[\ MMMM@J_ Please contact the Plannmg Division staff at (916) 774—5276 pnor to the !
| Commission meeting if you have any questions on any of the recommended conditions for your project. If you challenge |
| the decision of the Commission in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues which you or someone else raised
F at the public hearing held for this project, or in writien comespondence delivered to the Planning Director at, or prior to, the
| public hearing.




RossviRe Police Department
1051 Junclion Bivd
Rosaville, CA 85678

Troy Bergatom, Gt of Poce

22/2024

Opera House Saloon

Richard Ryan and Rebecca Ryan
411 Lincoln St
Roseville Ca 95678

Reference: Entertainment Establishment Permit

Mr. and Ms, Ryan,
This letter is to notify you that the Entertainment Establishment Pesmit #2022-11-05 for Opera House
Saloon expired on 3/3/2024.

The City of Roseville Municipal Code Ordinance 9.45 for entertainment establishments requires businesses
within the City of Roseville that provide entertainment or if thoy serve alcoholic beverages after midnight-
are required to obtain an “Entertainment Establishment Permit” through the Roseville Police Department.

The businesses that fall under this requirement must comply with the ordinance or will be subject to being
cited for violation Roseville Municipal Code, Section 9.45.040:

It Is unlawful for any person or premises, located within the City of Roseville, to provide or permit any
entertainment that is open to the public without an entertainment permit issued pursuant to this chapter.

Foryoutomvaﬁenee,acopyoftheapplicaﬁonisenclosed. If you are paying with a money order or check
please make it payable to the “City of Roseville”,
If you have any questions, please contact Erika Broussard at 916-746-1069 or via email at
embroussard@roseville.ca.us.
Sincerely,

EWM

Erika Broussard
CSO/ Pemit Coordinator

(916)774-5000 » Fax (916)773-6335 « www.roseville.ca.us/police




Roseville Police Department
1051 Junction Bivd
Roseville, CA 85678

Troy Bergstrom, Chief of Police

12/30/2025

Opera House Saloon
Richard Ryan, Owner
108 Main Street :
Roseville Ca 95678

Reference: Entertainment Establishment Permit Requirement

Mr. Ryan,

It has been brought to our attention you have a current City of Roseville Business License #00825098 for a
business located at 411 Lincoln St in Roseville, CA (Opera House Saloon) and an Entertainment Permit
previously issued for your business expired on 3/3/2024.

The City of Roseville Municipal Code Ordinance 9.45 for entertainment establishments requires businesses
within the City of Roseville that provide “Entertainment”, to obtain an Entertainment Establishment Permit
through the Roseville Police Department.

“Entertainment” or “entertainment establishment”

means any single event, a series of events, or an ongoing activity or business, occurring alone or as part of
another business, to which the public is invited or allowed to watch, listen, or participate or that is
conducted for the purposes of holding the attention of, gaining the attention of or diverting or amusing
guests or patrons, including, but not limited to:

A, Presentations by single or multiple performers, such as hypnotists, mimes, comedians; musical song or
dance acts, plays, concerts, any type of contest; sporting events, exhibitions, carnival, rodeo or circus acts,
demonstrations of talent; shows, reviews and any other such activity which may be attended by members of
the public.

B. Dancing to live or recorded music.
C. Serving alcohol after 12:00 a.m. (This provision does not include sales of original, sealed containers for

off premises consumption pursuant to an exclusively off-sale alcoholic beverage license.) .

D, The presentation of recorded music played on equipment which is operated by an agent or contractor of
the establishment, commonly known as a “DJ” or “disc jockey.” Entertainment does not include ambient
music provided through the use of a radio, stereo, juke box, music recording machine or other similar

device.

It is unlaveful for any person or premises, located within the City of Roseville, to provide or permit any
entertainment that is open to the public without an entertainment permit issued pursuant to this chapter,
RMC 9.45.030.

Violation of any provision of this chapter may be charged as an administrative citation, misdemeanor or
infraction, at the discretion of the city attorney, Roseville Municipal Code, Section 9.45.280. Failure to
respond within 14 days of receipt of this notice will result in immediate action.




For your convenience, a copy of the application and Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 9.45 is enclosed.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact the Roseville Police Department Permits
Coordinator, Erika Broussard at 916-746-1069.

Sincerely,

Erika Broussard
CSO/Permits Coordinator

Cc: Alcoholic Beverage Control
3927 Lennane Drive, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95834

Re: License #538787

(916)774-5000 = www.roseville.ca.us/police
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ROSEVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT

316 Vemon Street, Suite 480
Roseville, CA 956878
916-774-5800
INSPECTION REPORT
Results for 12/19/2025
Permit #: FP25-0986
Permit Type: Occupancy
Project Name: Opera House Saloon
Address: 411 LINCOLN ST
inspector: Laura Bell

Inspection Type: Annual Inspection
Inspection Result:  Fafled

Inspection Findings:

Thank you for your cooperation during today's inspection. The following items
have been found to be in violation and shall be corected immediately:

-Have the fire extinguishers serviced and tagged. They were last serviced in
October 2024 and must be serviced at least annually.

-Have the fryer kitchen suppression systems In both kitchens professionally
serviced and tagged. These systems must be serviced at least every six months.

-Secure the CO2 tank under the bar to prevent it from tipping over. Resolved-
onsite.

-Ensure that the lights in the attic and any extension cords are used only on a
temporary basis. Do not leave the lights on, and ensure they are properly
mounted and not resting on or near materials that could easily catch fire.

* Note: During the inspection, it was questioned whether the curtains and the
soundproofing on the stage were flame treated or fire resistant. The building
representative was unsure. The inspector will attempt to locate archived records
indicating their flame resistance.

A re-inspection will occur in 14 days. Please contact me if you have any
questions.

Laura Bell

Fire & Environmental Safety Inspector ||
ROSEVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT

316 Vernon Street, Suite 480

Roseville, CA 95678

916-774-5889



(INSPECTOR: " |RECEIVED BY:

Signature on file

CITATION WARNING
You are hereby notified to correct all violations immediately or show cause why you should not be required to do so.A
Failure to correct violations by the re-Inspection date may result in issuance of a citationA Thank you for your
assistance and cooperation in minimizing the fire and life loss in your community.

For questions, please contact the Roseville Fire Department at (916) 774-5800.




ROSEVILLE FIRE DEPARTWMENT

316 Vernon Street, Suite 480

Rosoviiie, CA 85678
916-774-6800
INSPECTION REPORT
Results for 02/25/2026
Permit #: FP25-0986
Permit Type: Occupancy
Project Name: Opera House Saloon
Address: 411 LINCOLN ST
Inspector: Laura Bell

Inspection Type: Annual Inspection
inspection Result: Passed

inspection Findings:
Thank you for your cooperation during today’s inspection. There were no
violations observed at time of inspection.

Laura Bell

Fire & Environmental Safety inspector Il
ROSEVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT

316 Vernon Street, Suite 480

Roseville, CA 85678

916-774-5889

INSPECTOR: - |recevebBy:

Signature on file

— ; — -
: CITATION WARNING

You are hereby notified to correct all violations immediately or show cause why you should not be required to do so.A
Fallure to correct violations by the re-Inspection date may result in Issuance of a citation.A Thank you for your
assistance and cooperation in minimizing the fire and fife loss in your community.

For questions, please contact the Roseville Fire Department at (916) 773-5800.
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DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

BSIS BUREAU OF SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES
P s 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 270, Sacramerits, CA 95834
N .(916) 3224000 | © (916)575-7289 | www.bsis.cagov
I IGATI EPORT

Complaint 120 2026 000788

Number:

Related None

Compiaints:

Special Ruben Carranza

Investigator:

Complainant: BSIS

Respondent: Opera House Saloon )

License N/A issue Date: N/A

Number(s):

F INT

On Janaury 24 2026, Special Investigator Ruben Carranza (S| Carranza) and Special
Investigator Samuel McCurley (S| McCurley) conducted compliance checks for security
guards working at Opera House Saloon located at, Roseville, CA 95678. The purpose
was to insure security guards working at the location where in compliance with the
California Bureau of Security and Invesigative Services (BSIS) Laws and Regulations.

NARRATIVE

On January 24, 2026, S| Carranza, S| MCCurley, and Roseville Police Department,
conducted a compliance check on security guards working at Opera House Saloon. S|
Carranza approached the entrance and identified himself to the the security guard -
working the entrance. SI Carranza requested to see that any and all security guards
working at the establishment come out to the front entrance with their Bureau-issued
licenses. The security guard working the entrance informed Si Carranza that he was the
only security guard working at the establishment according to his knowledge.

The security was identified a was wearing
a red shirt with the words “ | Carranza a
BSIS Guard Registration card with a registration number of G172645 (EXHIBIT A).

Note: Other employees wore a red shirt, but had the words “Staff” and informed Sl
Carranza they are not acting in the capacity of a security guard.




Complaint No. 120 2026 000788
Respondent: Opera House Saloon
Page 2 of 2

S| Carranza educated the security guard and the manager of the saloon on licensure
requirements for security guards working for Opera House Saloon as their employer,

and vacated the premises.

On Feburary-3, 202620 S| Carranza, was assigned complaint #120 2026 000788

LICENSE INFORMATION/HISTORY
Bureau records foMshows a security guard license SG #172645
renewed on 05/31 at expires /2027, unless renewed.
FORCEMENT HISTORY
None.
VIOLATIONS
None.

RECOMMENDATION

During my investigation, | conducted a field visit at Opera House Saloon located at,
Roseville, CA 85678 and conducted compliance checks on the security that were
working the location.

Based on my investigation, | recommend closing the complaint as CLSE -Closed
Subjects Educated.

’&‘é’j: C *”"’"’""L""fﬁ“’ 211212026 o
Special Investigator Signature Date
maite abadeblealim 02/06/2026
Supiervisor Signature _ Date
EXHIBITS

A. Photos of Guard Card
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| Bureau of S« nd Investigative Services

L L Box 980002 X

| @ EONSUMER West Saciamento, CA 95788 9002 v
- AFFAIRS (B0 952 5210

. Email’ bsis@dca ta.gov

GUARD REGISTRATION
HUSEHoks Valic BSIS Firearms Pemit to Work Anmed

Registration No G1726425 Expiration 05/31/2027




INVESTIGATION REPORT catironnia
s‘ﬂtﬂ d ca'imla Tl :" L. lL‘,'.,, e: b = -
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
- SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834

(916) 419-1318
1. REPORT NUMBER - - |2 ASSIGNMENTNUMBER [ 3 PAGE )
| 26-23-004 — [sAcqotseitd  1eof6 |

4. CODE SECTIONS INVESTIGATED (Section number and tife)
23804 B&P Violation of Petition for Conditional License.

8. DAY/DATE/TIME OF INCIDENT ] LOCATIONOF INCIDENT
January 09, 2026, January 24"' 2026 411 Lincoln 8t, Roseville, CA 95678

CODE: L - Licensee; E -~ Employee; V- Victim; W - Witness: S - Suspect; O — Other

7. CODE a.m;fmmmua-) = s
L-1 RYAN, Richard John _

10. HOME ADDRESS - ~ | 11, OTHER ADDRESS
"92.RACE =~ | 18.8EX 14.a|mm1'e Lw. 16.APPARENTAGE | 17.HAIR J 18.EYES "In.uaem' ]To.wsm‘
“"21. OPERATOR'S LICENSENUMBER 22, CLOTHING DESCRIPTION | o o - B

25. MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION
Conditions violation occurred on several occasions overatwo(z)weakpenod

VEHICLE S

24, LICENSE 25, STATE Lzs.vem 27, MAKE | 28, MODEL 1 29.COLOR -
30.REGISTERED OMNER T | %I.ADDRESS T

32. SUMMARY OF REPORT sl - T o
On January 9, 2026, and January 24, 2026, Department Agents inspected the premises of the Opera House.

During both visits, the Opera House was in violation of their operating conditions. The live entertainment being
provided was audible beyond the area under the control of the license, and the licensee did not provide two
uniformed security personnel, as required by their conditions.

ABOUSEONLY N T - ; e
RICHARD JOHNRYAN _ | OPERA HOUSE -
SES ADDRESS 'LICENSE NUMBER T BUSINESS PHONE NUMBER
411 LINCOLN ST ROSEVILLE, CA 9561 8 58787 L
NCol o
Tontyuk A#1350 \SACRAMENTO _"ig. oweds #U74 021112028
A7tz #/359 - 12/312026 L Admln_Onl S S

ABC-333 (01/077



INVESTIGATION REPORT  eAaEOinlA
State of California LA
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
(816) 419-1319

(1. REPORTNUMBER |2 ASSIGNMENTNUMBER |3 PAGE |
[26-23-004 - ) ) ' SAC-10158114 ’ J

SE—

S —

CODE: L - Licenses; E — Employee; V - Victim; W —Wiiness: S - Suspect; O - Other

e

"23.MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION
Security at the door.

CODE: L - Licensee; E — Employee; V —Victim: W — Witness; S — Sus

23, MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION

Manager on duty.

CODE: L ~ Licensee; E ~Employee; V - Victim: W - Witness; S —Suspect; O - Other D
7. CODE 8. NAME (Last, first, middle) 8, TELEPHONE NUMBER o
0O-1 Tentyuk, A. #1350 ‘ (916) 419-1319

10. HOME ADDRESE T 1. OTHERADDRESS -

2400 Del Paso RD Suite 155 Sacramento CA 85834

12.RACE | 13.SEX | 4.BIRTHDATE | 16.AGE 16.APPARENTAGE | 177.HAR | 16.EYES | 19, HEIGHT 20. WEIGHT
i L

SEmeye \DUN— — e
21. OPERATOR'S LICENSE NUMBER 22, CLOTHING DESCRIPTION

23, MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION -
Reporting Agent, Sacramento District.

ABC-333 (01/02)



INVESTIGATION REPORT L Eaironnis

State of California
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 96834
(916) 419-1319
1, REPORT NUMBER o |2 ASSIGNMENTNUMBER (3 PAGE |
26-23-004 _ - SAC-10158114 30f6 |
CODE L - Licensea; E ~Employee; V m; W - Witness: S - Suspect; O - Other
7. CODE 8. NAME (Last, first, midde) 9, TELEPHONE NUMBER
0-2 Monelo, T #1174 (©16) 419-1319
10. HOME ADDRESS - S 11. OTHER ADDRESS T =
l 2400 Del Paso RD. Suite 155 Sacramento, CA 95834
12.RACE | 13.8EX 14.BIRTHDATE | 15, AGE 16, APPARENTAGE | 17.HAR | 18.EYES P . HEIGHT 20. WEIGHT
2. oremmnsucenseﬁdaasn o J 22. CLOTHING DESCRIPTION o
' 23. MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION I T -

Supervising Agent. Sacramento District.

CODE: L - Licensee; E ~ Employee; V - Victim: W — Witness; S ~ Suspect; O~ Other

~7. CODE 8, NAME (Last, first, middle) 9. TELEPHONE NUMBER
0-3 l;Jimenez. C #1227 (916) 419-1319
10. HOMEADDRESS 11, OTHER ADDRESS D -
2400 Del Paso RD. Suite 155 Sacramento, CA 95834
1Z RACE 13.SEX | 14.BIRTHDATE | 16,AGE | 16.APPARENTAGE | 17.HAIR ‘( 18.EYES J 19, HEIGHT [zo.wsm )
21. OPERATOR'S LICENSE NUMBER 22. CLOTHING DESCRIPTION
23, MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION -
Assisting Agent, Sacramento Distfrict.

ABC-333 (01/02)




INVESTIGATION REPORT
State of California
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
(916) 419-1319

[1. REPORTNUMBER | 2. ASSIGNMENT NUMBER |3 PAGE —
[26*23’004 S ISAC-1°158114 S 40f6 - i

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Copy of the signed license conditions.
2. One (1) digital photograph of the person checking IDs, taken on 01/09/2026

BACKGROUND:
On May 11, 2011, the licensee signed the ABC-172 (petition for conditional license),
On May 16, 2011, the ABC-172 was received by Sacramento Alcoholic Beverage Control.

On February 12, 2014, the Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control issued a conditional type 48, On-Sale General Public
Premises, for RYAN, RICHARD JOHN. The premises is located at 411 Lincoln St, Roseville, CA. The premises is called

Opera House

On January 9, 2026, Department Agents and I, Agent Tentyuk #1350, along with multiple Roseville PD Officers,
and code enforcement, conducted a compliance sweep in the Downtown area of Roseville. The purpose of the
operation was to inspect the entertainment businesses and ensure they were following the City of Roseville
entertainment ordinance and the rules and regulations required of ABC licensees.

While preparing to inspect the Opera House, I heard loud, live entertainment (droms, guitar, singing) coming
from the second story of the premises. It was clear and audible as the patio doors upstairs remained open. This is
in violation of condition #10, which states on the conditional license, *“No noise shall be audible beyond the area

under the control of the licensee.”

Once I went inside, I observed a male checking IDs for proper age at the door (see attachment #2). The male

subject verbally identified himself asHbut could not produce any identification card or proof of a
Bureau of Security and Investigative Services guard card. [NNGGNEN: dentity was later confirmed via CalPhoto,
' ity guard card status was confirmed via bsis.ca.gov website ore a red shirt with tan pants.

at behind a podium and scanned people's IDs as they entered. ad “Staff” written on the back

of the shirt in small print. No other identifiable markings of security were seen on the shirt. confirmed

he was acting in the capacity of security for Opera House Saloon.

Agents inspected the upstairs area where the live band was playing/singing. I did not see any easily identifiable
“Security” present as required per condition #9. Condition #9 on the conditional license states, “Any time the
premises is providing live entertainment, the petitioners shall provide no less than two (2) uniformed security
guards, certified by the Department of Consumer Affairs, to maintain order therein and prevent any activity which

would interfere with the quiet enjoyment of their property by nearby residents.”

ABC-333 (01/02)



INVESTIGATION REPORT
State of Callfornia
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834

CadlioaniA

i 4
B =

(916) 419-1319
i. REPORTNUMBER - 2 ASSIGNMENTNUMBER |3 PAGE
26-23-004 7 SAC-10158114 50f6
Outside the premises, Ag to a white female adult who identified herself as (verified
via CA driver’s license). advised she was the bar manager. confirmed neither of the
licensees, Richard nor Rebecca were . advised that e security guards on duty;
however, none of them, besides ere able to produce any proof of a guard card issued by BSIS.,

Supervising Agent Monelo spoke to a man outside the premises who identified himself as the licensee's son.
Monelo educated the licensee's son on the conditions that the Opera House had and how to get into compliance.
The son said he will let his father, RYAN, know, as he is the licensee.

Supervising Agent Monelo spoke to the licensee on 01/13/2026. Monelo explained the reason for the department's
visit and the issues that Alcoholic Beverage Control Agents found. Monelo explained to the licensee that his
conditions required two uniformed security, certified by BSIS, whenever live entertainment was provided.
Monelo also advised the licensee to keep the patio doors and windows closed to keep the noise down during live

events.

On Saturday, January 24, 2026, Department agents, along with Roseville PD, once again conducted an inspection
of different licensed premises in Downtown Roseville.

During the inspections of the Opera House, there was a live band playing music upstairs. 1 was unable to see any
uniformed security present in the close vicinity of the live event. I looked at the entrance/exits, the front of the
stage area, and the bar with negative results.

After the inspection was over, the inspecting team gathered outside, on the east side of Lincoln St. by the parking
lot area. The distance from the parking lot area to the Opera House is approximately 98 feet (Google distance
tool). As we stood outside, patrons of the Opera house would walk onto the patio and prompt the doors apen. 1
could hear loud live music (guitars, drums, vocals/singing) playing from the Opera House as the doors remained

open.
Both conditions #9 and #10 were violated once again, two weeks after the first inspection, and the education
provided to the manager and the licensee.

END OF REPORT

ABC-333 (01/02)




INVESTIGATION REPORT L caiiioania
State of California N W p Y
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control
SACRAMENTO
2400 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 155
SACRAMENTO, CA 95834

(916) 419-1319
1. REPORT NUMBER 7T T T2 ASSIGNMENTNUMBER 0 [3 PAGE
26-23-004 | SAC-10158114 6 of 6 <!
Attachment #2

One (1) digital photograph of the person checking IDs, taken on 01/09/2026

ABC-333 (01/02)



| BEFORE THE
. DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA:
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF RECEIVED
* RYAN, Donglas James } FILE 48-504795 MAY 16 2011
* Dba: McRae } )
411 Lincoln St } REG. Den. of Akl Bovarage Conto)
Roseville, CA 95678 }. Sacramento
} " PETITION FOR CONDITIONAL
} .

) LICENSE

For Issusnce of an On-Sale General Public Premises License )

Under the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act

WHEREAS, petitionei(s) haslhave filed an application for the issuance of the above-referred-to license(s) for the
above-mentioned premis‘gs; and

WHEREAS, petitioner(s) intend to exercise privileges of the license in an exterior patio area; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed premises and/or parking lot, operated in conjunction therewith, are located within 100

feet of residence(s); and,

WHEREAS, igsuance of the applied-for license without the below-deseribed conditions .would interfere with the
ents and constitute grounds for the denial of the application under

quiet enjoyment of the property by nearby residents '
the provisions of Rule 61.4, of Chapter 1, Title 4, of the California Code of Regulations; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 23958 of the Business and Professions Code, the Department may deny an
application for a license where issuance would result in or 2dd to an undue concentration of licerises; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed premises is located in Census Tract #0210.03 where there presently exists 4n undue
concentration of licenses as defined by Section 23958.4 of the Business and Professions Code; and,

WHEREAS, the petitioner(s) stipulate(s) that by reason of the aforementioned over-concentration, grounds exist
for denial of the applied-for license; and, .
WHEREAS, the issuance of an unrestricted license would be contrary to public welfare and morals; and,

NOW, THEREFORE, the undersigned petitioner(s) do/does hereby petition for a conditional license s follows,
to-wit:

1, The licensee(s) or an employee of the licensee(s) will monitor the patio at all times that alcoholic
beverages are being served or consumed, to ensure that the premises-will operate in compliance with all

applicable laws and/or conditions,

2. The use of any amphfymg system or device is prohibited on the patio.
3. No pay phone will be maintained on the exterior of the premises.

ABC-172 (5/94)




At -

RYAN, Dounglas James
Dba: McRae
48-504795

The petitioner(s) shall be responsible for mainzaining free of litter the area adjacent to the premises over
which they have control,
Entertainment provided shall not be audible beyond the area under the control of the licensee(s).

6. The sale of alcoholic beverages for consumption off the premises is strictly prohibited.

The pefitioner(s) shall post an maintain in the patio a clearly prominent sign, not less than 7° X 11” in

size reading:

‘ NO PERSON UNDER 21 ALLOWED

Petitioner(s) shall not allow their patrons or the general public to Joiter or congreéate on the sidewalks or

any property adjacent to their licensed premises.

9. Any time the premises is providing live entertainment, the petitioners shall provide no less than two (2)
uniformed security guards, certified by the Department of Consumer Affairs, to maintain order therein

and prevent any activity which would interfere with the quiet enjoyment of their property by nearby

tesidents. .

10. No noise shall be sudible beyond the area under the control of the licensee,
onal license is made pursuant to the provisions of Sections 23800 through 23805 of the

This petition for conditi _
Code and will be carried forward in any transfer at the applicant-premises,

Business and Professions
Petitioner(s) agree(s) to retain a copy of this petition on the premises at all times and will be prepared to
produce it immediately upon the request of any peace officer. )

The petitioner(s) understand(s) that any violation of the foregoing condition(s) shall be grounds for the suspension

or revocation of the license(s).
pavor  MAT  _ wl
Applicant/Petitioner
RECEIVED
MAY 1 6 2011
Dept. of Alooholic Beverage Control
Sacramenio .
02/11/

ABC-172(5/94)



State of California DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
Attorney Client Memorandum — Not for Public Disclosure Dept. Atty:

Request for Preparation and Filing of Accusation
TO: Legal Unit DATE: February 13, 2026

DISTRICT OFFICE: SACRAMENTO
EXPEDITE: NO
Type & File: 48-538787

Licensee(s): Address:
RICHARD JOHN RYAN
OPERA HOUSE

411 LINCOLN ST
ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

Licensee’s Attorney/Representative of Record:
None
Licensed since: February 12, 2014

Prior Discipline:

Viol Date Violation Reg. Date Reg. Number Penalty
I 1 I I N

Authorized Pre-Hearing Settlement Offer: 15 day suspension with 5 days stayed for one year
162 POIC Formula (circle one whenever statutorily eligible) A
Division Approval Required: NO

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Licensee was given warning both in person and on the phone, 2™ visit, location was still in violation.

SAC Signature: Wcohael f&m #//14 Date: 2/13/2026

Division Approval (if required): Date:

ATTORNEY NOTES:

RFA 1122014
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An entertainment establishment compliance check was conducted at 411 e is prohibitad.
Lincoln St (Opera House Saloon) and violations were noted.
Released to:
Deale/Badge:
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CRIME /INCIDENT REPORT

411 LINCOLN ST ROSEVILLE, CA 95678

o ' S CASE NUMBER:
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- Cly ofRoseville CASENUMBER:

Police 2026-00004827
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
. NARRATIVE | T
RENCE: ]
(S/Cited) Richard Ryan
(V) City of Roseville
(M) Opera House Saloon

ty- Opera House Saloon (Security Guard BSIS #1726425)
Security- Opera House Saloon
Manager- Opera House Saloon

RELATED CASE(S):
Roseville Police Department 2026-00000549
Roseville Police Department 2026-00001847

®Yes ONo Ifyes, this report is only a summary of the events that occurred. For more
details please review the BWC footage keeping in mind the BWC has a limited field of view and
audio may be low and/or muffled.

SUMMARY:

On 1/24/2026, 1 was assigned to the Roseville Police Department’s Investigations Unit as a
Community Service Officer. As part of my duties, I am also responsible for permitting entertainment
establishments and conducting compliance checks. I have complewd POST training and meet the
requirements of Penal Code Section 872; certifying in-service officers to testify to hearsay evidence
in preliminary hearings.

A compliance check was conducted at 411 Lincoln St (Opera House Saloon) with the assistance of
Roseville Police Department personnel, Tim Monelo, Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising Agent
and his team members (Agent’s Allen, Jimenez and Tentyuk), Bureau of Security & Investigative
Services Special Investigators McCurley, Judge, Carranza and Black. Roseville Fire Department was
also present, Neeley, Moreno and Schroeder. Violations were noted during the inspection and a
Complaint Cite was issued.

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
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City of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00004827
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA $5678 ASBOCIATED CASE MUSIBER:
NARRATIVE (continuation)

NARRATIVE:

On 1/24/2026, I conducted a check of the online portal of the City of Roseville (HDL) and I located a
business license issued to Opera House Saloon (411 Lincoln St). I noted the license #00825098
indicated the license status was “Current and Active”, issued to Richard Ryan and expires as of

12/31/2026.

I next conducted a check of the Roseville Police Department permit module and noted the
Entertainment Permit issued to Opera House Saloon #2022-11-05 expired on 3/3/2024. I did not have
any pending applications for renewal of the entertainment permit. The application for entertainment
establishment permit previously submitted on 3/3/2022 indicated Richard Ryan was the business
owner and Rebecca Ryan was the onsite responsible. I previously mailed a letter on 7/22/2024
regarding the expired status of the Entertainment Permit to the business owner, Richard Ryan at the
Opera House Saloon (411 Lincoln St Roseville Ca 95678). No response to the letter was ever
received. I also previously mailed the business owner, Ryan a certified letter on 12/30/2025 regarding
the continued expired status of the Entertainment Permit to his mailing address of record on his
business license (108 Main Street Roseville Ca 95678). I received a return receipt from USPS
confirming receipt of the letter on 1/7/2026. At the time of the submission of this report, there has

been no contact from Ryan.

Opera House Saloon’s entertainment establishment permit has the following permit conditions:
implementation of high definition cameras, all entrances/exits must be property illuminated, security
must utilize a license Proprietary Private Security Officer that is registered with CA Bureau of
Security and Investigative Service **Downtown Specific Ordinance 7.4(D)(11)(b) requires minimum
of (2) security guards when levels are below 100 and when over 100 (1) guard per additional 50
people**, use of an approved identification scanner, establishment shall maintain compliance with all
applicable codes/regulations at all times, no changes shall be made to the floor plan or operations
without prior review and approval from Planning Division and comply with all conditions of ABC

license.

Ryan has a valid Alcoholic Beverage Control license (#538787) valid thru 1/31/2027 for on sale
general public premises.

Per Matt Walling, Fire & Environmental Inspection Supervisor of Roseville Fire Department, Opera
House has approved occupancy of 279 inside (upper and lower level combined)/49 outside. 1
obtained a copy of the most recent inspection conducted by the Roseville Fire Department dated
12/19/2025. The inspection report indicated the annual inspection results to be “Failed”, I attached a
copy of the inspection to this report for reference.

On 1/24/2026 at approximately 2300 hours, Roseville Police Department personnel, Tim Monelo,
Alcoholic Beverage Control Supervising Agent, his team members, BSIS team members and -
Roseville Fire Department members and I arrived at Opera House Saloon (411 Lincoln Street) to
conduct an establishment inspection. Upon approaching the business, audible music could be heard

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
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HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/05/2026
RPD Case 2026-00004827 Page 4 OF 6




Cily of Roseville  CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00004827
1051 Junction Bivd, Rosevilie CA 05678 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
NARRATIVE (continuation)

coming from the second story floor of the establishment. Upon entering the establishment, a white
male adult was seated on the interior of the entrance at a podium. The male subject was identified via
his California driver’s license and he produced a copy of his guard registration issued by BSIS
(#G1726425, valid thru 5/31/2027) onfirmed he was acting in the capacity of security for
Opera House Saloon., ised there were approximately 130 customers currently inside the
establishment (capacity). confirmed neither Richard or Rebecca were present.

A white female adult who identified herself ached me and advised she was

the bar manager. I recognized a on, also confirmed neither
Richard or Rebecca were present. advised she had 3 security officers on duty, including

only able to locate one other individual who she said was acting i apacity of
a security and he was identified via his California drivers license as SIS
confirm id not have a current/valid guard card issued by BSIS.

I noted there were several customers on the first floor listening to music, dancing and consuming
alcoholic beverages. On the second floor, a band was playing on stage and there was a large crowd
dancing and consuming alcoholic beverages.

Fire personnel 1ssued-a verbal warning due to upstairs exit being obstructed.

The establishment is in violation of the following:

: stablis R a): It is unlawful for any person or premises,
located w1tlnn the Clty of Rosevn]le, to provnde or penmt any entertainment that is open to the public
without an entertainment permit issued pursuant to this chapter.

Entertainment Establishment Permit #2022-11-05 issued to Opera House Saloon (Richrd Ryan)
expired on 3/3/2024.

Responsible Person, RMC 9.45.060(b): A responsible person must be present in the entertainment
establishment during all hours that the entertainment establishment is open and offering
entertainment.

Richard Ryan and Rebecca Ryan are the only documented responsible persons previously reported
to the Roseville Police Department. Neither responsible was present during the inspection while the

business was open and operating.

| itions, RMC 9.45.190(d)(9): It is unlawful for a permittee or other responsible person

to violate the terms or conditions of the permit.

Music could be heard coming from the establishment upon approaching the business and while
standing across the street in a parking lot located at 400-426 Lincoln Street (public parking lot for
Historic Old Town district). The business only had one security guard on duty who had a current and

active guard card issued by BSIS.

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE COMTROLLED BY LAW
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Cty of Roseville CASE NUMBER:

Police 2026-00004827
1051 Junction Bivd, Roseville CA 95078 ASSOCIATED CASE NUMBER:
NARRATIVE {continuation)

Based upon the violations, ! issued Complaint Cite #21462 to Ryan.

COMMENDATIONS:
Forward to City Attorney Office

Forward copy of report to Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) tim.monelo@abc.ca.gov and Bureau of
Security & Investigative Services (BSIS) samuel.mccurley@dca.ca.gov

DUPLICATION OR REISSUANCE CONTROLLED BY LAW
APPROVED BY

HAGERMAN, MICHAEL  02/05/2026

RPD Case 2026-00004827 Page 8 OF 8
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EXHIBIT 7.4-B



CITY OF ROSEVILLE

NOTICE OF CITATION 2026~ 4827 21462
bace Tme Day of Week .
| oz(siL | ow3a wr T s

Name (First, Middle, Last)

Ry h Bf:_é 5\«\ =Xa

‘Residence Address

108 Man 5t
Roscvifle CA 95618 |

‘Business Address Opera House Salocon o |

Yit Lincaln St ‘
 Rasewille CH

[Cocation of Violation N

| 4u Lincaln St i . {
Date / Time of Violation

[ 11242 2300 Wes |
|Code / Ordinance ' Description of Vielation |

|
| Rme 4.45,030 (a) Entertainment Permit
RMC q.45. 0LO () Rr.ggonilb\c_ Porson

|p~.mc_ 9.45, 190 (DN 5()«:.&:5\ Conditions |

|0 VIOLATIONS NOT COMMITTED IN MY PRESENCE, CERTIFIED ON INFORMATION AND |
| BELIEF.
|

|
I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY 'UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, THAT THE FOREGOING 15 TRUE AND CORRECT.

|
Date: 52 Issuing Officer: [
| 2]5] 20 Badge No. . Rrovdiard o610 ‘

| COMPLAINING PARTY

‘lx ignature;_ Esne e D

1 HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS CITATION.

X signaturss SO plein Y G ’\_"— _ o
YOU DO NOT NEED TO DO ANYTHING AT THIS TIME.
YOU WILL RECEIVE NOTICE BY MAIL WITHIN 14 DAYS.

CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (916) 774-5325

1 - City Attorney Copy 2-Defendant Copy 3 - Issue Dept Copy
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Print This Page

(%4
View

Administrative Citation Appeal — Request For Hearing 2026-02-28 06:32 AM(PST)

Completely fill out all required information prior to submitting. The City Attorney'’s office
will contact you once a hearing date has been set.

*Name: Richard Ryan
*Citation
Number:

- *Home
Address: 108 Main St

*City Roseville
*Zip 95678
Mailing
Addres§

differeg: 108 Main St
from
above):
*Phone
Number:

*Email:

21452 21462 22067
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Statement of Appeal, Request for Dismissal, Compromise

I am formally appealing the administrative citations totaling $1,200. I

request that these citations be dismissed,consolidated or compromised.

1. Lack of Proper Service and Notice (RMC § 2.50.6835).

2. Violation of Due Process & Equitable Estoppel |

Each citation contained the printed instruction: "You do not need to do 3

;anything at this time. You will receive notice by mail within 14 days.”

I strictly relied on this official city directive. By issuing subsequent

citations (1/12 and 2/5) before the 14-day window for the first notice

had even passed, the City violated the principle of Equitable Estoppel.

3. Arbitrary and Capricious Administrative Demands

Requiring a "166% from scratch” resubmission—including new Live Scans

already in the City’s possession-is an arbitrary and capricious use of

authority. Refusing to use existing records and denying a meeting with a

supervisor to discuss these onerous requirements constitutes a barrier |

to compliance rather than a regulatory necessity.

4. Documented "Good Cause” Delays (Agency Error)

‘The delay in renewal was due to the City's failure to issue the Fire

Permit which was required prior to submitting the Entertainment Permit

application, a circumstances beyond my control:

Technical Failure: The City’s website consistently, and to this day,

returned a "Page Not Found" error at the Business Service Permits

portal, preventing online renewal.The primary delay for the 1/12 and 2/5

*Reason ¢itations was caused by the Fire Department 'passed’ certificate due

for curtain concerns. Curtain fire retardant certificates had been

‘previously provide and relied on for annual certification for years. The,

Appeal: gpera House has always maintained a "Good Faith Effort” to comply, but |
was stalled by a City failure to confirm previous certifications. !
5. Reliance on Officer Instructions (Administrative Estoppel) ;
On 1/8/26, Officer Boussard explicitly instructed me to "not come in ;
until everything was compiled.” I followed this directive to ensure a !
complete application. To issue citations for "non-compliance" while I
was following a city officer's specific .timeline for compliance is a .
violation of Administrative Estoppel. !
Request for Relief:
I request that the City Attorney consolidate these matters and attempt
to resolve this matter without a hearing. To that end I request a pre-
appeal scheduling settlement conference.

By checking this box, | certify that | am the individual named on the citation and am
appealing the administrative citation issued to me.

| certify under penalty of perjury that the information above is true and correct to
the best of my knowledge.

| Submit | [ Cancel |

Page 177 of 177
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Fhibi# 74-D

MOTION TO DISMISS ADMINISTRATIVE CITATION

TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING PANEL:

, Richard Ryan, the Appellant, hereby move for the immediate dismissal of the
administrative citation 21462 on the grounds of facial insufficiency and a violation of
Due Process rights under the Roseville Municipal Code and the California Constitution.
I. STATEMENT OF FACTS

The administrative citation mailed to me lists three sections of the Roseville Municipal
Code (RMC), specifically Sections 9.45.030(a), 9.45.060(b), and 9.45.190(d)(9).
However, the field labeled "Description of Violation" contains no factual narrative, acts,
or omissions. It is entirely blank.

Il. MANDATORY STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS (RMC § 2.50.030)

The Roseville Municipal Code § 2.50.030(B) explicitly dictates what a citation "shall”

contain. Under California law, the word "shall" is mandatory. . Specifically:

—— e
\

e RMC § 2.50.030(B)(3): Every citation shall contain "The section of this code
k violated and a description of the violation."
L

e e —

Because this citation provides only a code section without a factual description of the
conduct, it fails a mandatory legal requirement for issuance.

lll. DUE PROCESS AND THE "FOUR CORNERS" DOCTRINE

The California Constitution (Article I, § 7) and established case law require that a person

be given adequate notice of the charges against them to prepare a meaningful defense.

¢ Sallas v. Municipal Court 86 Cal. App. 3d 737 (1978): The court held that a
defendant is entitled to notice of the specific conduct alleged, not just a citation

of a statute.

By providing a factually blank citation, the City has failed to "charge" any specific
conduct. The City is limited to the four corners of the citation for the purpose of
providing notice. The City cannot cure the citation defect at this hearing. To do so would

constitute an "ambush” and a denial of my right to Due Process.



IV. CONCLUSION
The citation is void on its face. It fails to meet the mandatory requirements of RMC §
2.50.030(B)(3) and fails to satisfy the constitutional notice requirements established by

the California Supreme Court.
I respectfully request that this panel uphold the law and DISMISS the citation in its

entirety.

Richard Ryan




§ 9.45.030 Entertainment permit required—Compliance with other laws.

( A. ) Unless exempt pursuant to Section 9.45.040, it is unlawful for any person or premises,
located within the City of Roseville, to provide or permit any entertainment that is open
to the public without an entertainment permit issued pursuant to this chapter.

B. Neither the obtaining of an entertainment permit nor compliance with the operating
standards provided in this chapter shall obviate the need for, or excuse any
noncompliance with, the zoning code, building code, fire code or any other or
additional permit requirement or standard made applicable to the entertainment or
Ientertainment establishment under any other provision of this code or state or federal
aw.

(Ord. 5114 § 2, 2012; Ord. 5852 § 3, 2017)



§ 9.45.060 Hours of operation—Responsible person.

A. Except as otherwise Frovided herein, all entertainment establishments shall be closed
and all patrons shall vacate the premises between 2:30 a.m. and 6:00 a.m. It is
unlawful for any responsible person to fail to abide by the hours of closure.

B. ) A responsible person must be present in the entertainment establishment during all
hours that the entertainment establishment is open and offering entertainment.
rd. 5114 § 2, 2012)
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Y City Attorney

)
ROSEVILLE =

Roseville, California 95678

CITATION APPEAL
DECISION

Name of Appellant: Richard Ryan Citation No.: 21462

FIRST VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section:  9.45.030(a), Entertainment Permit Required, Second
Offense

[/l DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

[l GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:
[]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or
O] That the appellant is the responsible party.

[l DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

[] DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

[[] GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

[] GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Phone (916) 774-5325 + Fax (916) 773-7348 « TDD (916) 774-5220 - attorney@roseville.ca.us * www.roseville.ca.us/cityattorney




Name of Appellant: Richard Ryan Citation Number: 21462

SECOND VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section: 9.45.060(b), Responsible Person, Second Offense

rd

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:

[]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or

[C]  That the appellant is the responsible party.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Phone (916) 774-5325 « Fax (916) 773-7348 « TDD (916) 774-5220 + attorney@roseville.ca.us * www.roseville.ca.us/cityattorney



Name of Appellant: Richard Ryan Citation Number: 21462

THIRD VIOLATION

Roseville Municipal Code Section: 9.45.190(d)(9), Special Conditions, Second Offense

o

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant proved by a preponderance of the evidence that the violation(s)
occurred and that the appellant is the responsible party._

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant did not prove by a preponderance of the evidence:

[[]  That the violation(s) occurred; and/or

[C]  That the appellant is the responsible party.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION but waive the fine in
the interest of justice.

DENY THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE VIOLATION because the appellant
failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION because the
City/Complainant failed to appear.

GRANT THE APPEAL AND DISMISS THE VIOLATION at the request of the
City/Complainant.

Dated: May 28, 2026 By: Mr\é

Charles Sandoval
Hearing Panel Chairperson

Notice to Appellant: Under California Government Code Section 53069.4, any appeal of
today’s Hearing Panel decision must be filed with Placer County Superior Court within twenty
(20) days of today’s date.

Phone (916) 774-5325  Fax (916) 773-7348 » TDD (916) 774-5220 - attorney@roseville.ca.us * www.roseviile.ca.us/cityattorney



