STATE OF FLORI DA
DI VI SI ON OF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NGS

DEPARTMENT OF BUSI NESS AND
PROFESSI ONAL REGULATI ON,

Dl VI SION OF ALCOHOLI C BEVERAGES
AND TOBACCO,

Petitioner,

DI NOSAUR' S RESTAURANT, | NC. ,
d/ b/ a DI NOSAUR S CAFE AND
SPORTS BAR,

)
)
)
)
)
)
VS. ) Case No. 01-1613
)
)
)
)
)
Respondent . )

)

RECOMVENDED ORDER

Pursuant to notice, a hearing was held in this case in
accordance with Section 120.57(1), Florida Statutes, on
July 26, 2001, by video teleconference at sites in Wst Palm
Beach and Tal | ahassee, Florida, before Stuart M Lerner, a duly-
desi gnated Adm ni strative Law Judge of the Division of
Adm ni strative Hearings.

APPEARANCES

For Petitioner: Ralf E. Mchels, Esquire
Departnent of Business and
Prof essi onal Regul ation
1940 North Monroe Street
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-1007

For Respondent: No appearance



STATEMENT OF THE | SSUE

Whet her Respondent committed the violations alleged in the
Adm ni strative Action, and, if so, what disciplinary action
shoul d be taken.

PRELI M NARY STATEMENT

On Novenber 16, 1999, the Departnent of Business and
Pr of essi onal Regul ation, Division of Al coholic Beverages and
Tobacco (DABT) issued an Adnministrative Action agai nst
Respondent, the hol der of a DABT-issued 4COP SRX |i cense,
all eging the foll ow ng:

1. On or about Septenber 28, 1999, you,

D nosaur's Restaurant Inc., DBA Dinosaur's
Caf é and Sports Bar, through your agent,
servant, or enployee, did fail to maintain
150 seats for service of full course neals,
in violation of FSS 561.20(2)(a)(4).

2. On or about Septenber 28, 1999, you,

D nosaur's Restaurant Inc., DBA Dinosaur's
Caf é and Sports Bar, did fail to naintain
separate records of all purchases and gross
retail sales of food and non-al coholic
beverages, in violation of FAC 61A-3.0141
within FSS 561.20(2)(a)(4).

3. On or about Novenber 16, 1999, you,

D nosaur's Restaurant Inc., DBA Dinosaur's

Caf é and Sports Bar, did fail to pay

surcharges in the amount of $16.75 in

vi ol ati on of FAC 61A-4.063 and FSS 561. 501
Through the subm ssion of a conpl eted Request for Hearing form
dat ed Decenber 8, 1999, acconpanied by an "attachnent,"”

Respondent di sputed the factual allegations nade in nunbered



paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Administrative Action and requested an
adm ni strative hearing. The "attachnent” read as foll ows:

The Licensee di sputes the follow ng i ssues
of fact, and states the reasons as foll ows:

1. Issue of Fact No. 1 is disputed.

A.  The prior owner of the stock of the
above corporation naintained the
establishment with appropriate seating for
the license, by nmaintaining 151 seat[s].

B. At the tinme the current sharehol ders
becanme the owner of the corporation, the
seating was mai ntained at 151, [and] they
have nmai ntai ned the proper seating fromthe
date of purchase.

C. On or about Septenber 28, 1999, there
was nmai ntained on the prem ses at |east 150
seats for service of full course neals.

2. Issue of Fact No. 2 is disputed.

A.  On or about Septenber 28, 1999, the
corporation did, and continues to, maintain
separate records of all purchases and gross
retail sales of food and non-al coholic
bever ages.

B. The individual who maintains said
records, M. Bob Sevard, is a handi capped
person. As a result of hospitalizations,

t he breakdown of the itens, as required, nmay
not have been avail abl e, because said
conput ati ons are done by himat his
residence, while he awaits lung transpl ant
availability.

C. Licensee requests perm ssion to keep the
ori gi nal paperwork at his hone, because of
hi s severe handi cap, and nai ntain copies at
t he pl ace of business.



3. Licensee does not dispute the $16. 75,
and intends to pay sane within the next few
days.

On April 30, 2001, the matter was referred to the Division
of Admi nistrative Hearings (Division) for the assignnment of a
Division Adm nistrative Law Judge to conduct the hearing
Respondent had requested. 1/

The hearing was scheduled for July 26, 2001. DABT and
Respondent were provided with witten notice of the schedul ed
hearing in accordance with Section 120.569(2)(b), Florida
Statutes. Such notice was in the formof a Notice of Hearing by
Vi deo Tel econference (Notice) mailed on May 14, 2001, to DABT' s
counsel of record, Ralf E. Mchels, Esquire, and Respondent's

t hen counsel of record, Kenneth Crenshaw, Esquire, of the

Crenshaw Law Firm See M E. v. Departnent of Children and

Fam |y Services, 728 So. 2d 367, 368 (Fla. 3d DCA 1999) ("Noti ce

to counsel [in termnation of parental rights court proceeding)

is notice to the parent."); Wodard v. Florida State University,

518 So. 2d 336, 337 (Fla. 1st DCA 1987)("Notice to his attorney
and agent is notice to Wodard, and receipt by his attorney [of
the notice of his termnation] is receipt by Wodard [for

pur poses of determ ning when the 21-day period for requesting a

hearing on his termnation began to run]"); and State v. G oons,

389 So. 2d 313, 314 (Fla. 2d DCA 1980) (" The issue before us

sinply stated is whether notice to a defendant's attorney of the



date he is scheduled for trial is notice to the defendant. W
answer the question in the affirmative."). 2/

On May 24, 2001, M. Crenshaw and the Crenshaw Law Firm
filed a notion requesting | eave to withdraw as counsel of record
for Respondent in the instant case. The notion's certificate of
service reflected that a copy of the notion had been served on
May 22, 2001, by United States Mail, on Respondent and counse
for Petitioner. Not having received any response to the notion,
t he undersi gned, on June 6, 2001, issued an Order granting
M. Crenshaw s and the Crenshaw Law Firmis notion for |eave to
wi t hdr aw.

DABT appeared at the hearing, which was held as schedul ed
on July 26, 2001, through its counsel of record, M. Mchels.
Respondent, on the other hand, did not nake an appearance at the
hearing, either in person or through counsel or any other
aut hori zed representati ve.

DABT presented the testinony of Captain Deborah Beck, the
district supervisor of its West Palm Beach office. |In addition,
it offered four exhibits (Petitioner's Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4)
into evidence. All four exhibits were received by the
under si gned.

At the close of the evidentiary portion of the hearing the

under si gned established a deadline (ten days fromthe date of



the filing of the hearing transcript with the Division) for the
filing of proposed recomended orders.

A transcript of final hearing (consisting of one vol une)
was filed with the D vision on August 6, 2001

On August 10, 2001, Petitioner filed a Mdtion to Extend
Time to File Proposed Recomrended Order (Modtion) in the instant
case. By Order issued August 13, 2001, the Mdtion was granted,
and the deadline for filing proposed recommended orders was
extended to August 17, 2001.

On August 17, 2001, DABT filed its Proposed Recomended
Order, which the undersigned has carefully considered. To date,
Respondent has not filed any post-hearing submttal.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

Based upon the evidence adduced at the final hearing and
the record as a whole, the follow ng findings of fact are nade:

1. At all tines material to the instant case, Respondent
operated a restaurant, Dinosaur's Café and Sports Bar, |ocated
i n Boynt on Beach, Florida.

2. Respondent is now, and has been at all times material
to the instant case, the holder of a Special Restaurant License
(l'i cense nunber 60-11570 4COP SRX) authorizing it to sel
al cohol i ¢ beverages on the prem ses of Dinosaur's Café and

Sports Bar.



3. On Septenber 28, 1999, DABT Special Agent Jennifer
DeG di o conducted an inspection of the prem ses of Dinosaur's
Caf é and Sports Bar. Her inspection revealed that the prem ses
had avail abl e seating for |ess than 150 patrons and that there
were no records on the prem ses regardi ng the purchase and sal e
of food, al coholic beverages, and non-al coholic beverages. At
no tinme had DABT gi ven Respondent witten approval to maintain
these records at a designated off-prem ses |ocation.

4. During her Septenber 28, 1999, inspection, Special
Agent DeG di o issued and served on Respondent notices advi sing
Respondent that its failure to have seating for at |east 150
patrons and to maintain food and beverage records on the
prem ses for a mninmumof three years fromthe date of sale was
in violation of the |law and that, if these violations were not
remedi ed within 14 days, admnistrative charges woul d be brought
agai nst Respondent.

5. Special Agent DiG dio returned to the prem ses of
Di nosaur's Café and Sports Bar on Cctober 12, 1999, to find that
the noticed violations had not been corrected. There were still
fewer than 150 seats for patrons, and Respondent was again
unabl e to produce the required records on the preni ses.

6. The Adm nistrative Action that is the subject of the

i nstant controversy was i ssued on Novenber 16, 1999.



7. As of that date, Respondent had failed to tinmely remt
to DABT $16.75 in surcharge noni es that Respondent owed DABT for
al coholic beverages it had sold at retail for on-prem ses
consunption at Dinosaur's Café and Sports Bar.

CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

8. DABT is the unit of state governnent responsible for
"supervis[ing] the conduct, managenent, and operation of the
manuf act uri ng, packaging, distribution, and sale within the
state of all alcoholic beverages."” Section 561.02, Florida
St at ut es.

9. Any person, before engaging in the business of
manuf acturing, bottling, distributing, selling, or in any way
dealing in al coholic beverages, nust apply for and obtain an
appropriate license from DABT. See Sections 561.17, 561.181,
and 561.19, Florida Statutes.

10. Section 561.20(1), Florida Statutes, inposes
[imtations on the nunber of |icenses DABT may i ssue to vendors
in each county authorizing the retail sale and on-prem ses
consunption of al coholic beverages (which licenses are referred
to as "quota licenses.")

11. Section 561.20(2)(a)4., Florida Statutes, authorizes
DABT to issue a special |icense authorizing the retail sale and
on- prem ses consunption of al coholic beverages to "[a]ny

restaurant having 2,500 square feet of service area and equi pped



to serve 150 persons full course neals at tables at one tine,
and deriving at |east 51 percent of its gross revenue fromthe
sal e of food and nonal coholic beverage,"” regardl ess of the
nunber of "quota |licenses"” that have been issued to other
busi ness establishnents in the county where the qualifying
restaurant is |ocated.

12. Rule 61A-3.0141, Florida Adm nistrative Code,
requires, anong other things, that:

(2) Special restaurant |icenses shall be
issued only to applicants for licenses in
restaurants neeting the criteria set forth
her ei n.

(a) . . . [A] qualifying restaurant mnust
have a service area occupying 2,500 or nore
square feet of floor space.

1. The required square footage shall not

i ncl ude any space contained in an uncovered
or not permanently covered area adjacent to
t he prem ses because food service is not
avail able at all tines.

(b) . . . [A] qualifying restaurant nust
have accommodati ons for the service and
seating of 150 or nore patrons at tables at
one time.

1. The tables and seating nust be |ocated
within the floor space provided for in
paragraph (2)(a) of this rule.

2. The tables nust be of adequate size to
accommodat e the service of full course neals
in accordance with the nunber of chairs or
ot her seating facilities provided at the

t abl e.



3. Seating at counters used to serve food
shal |l be included in the m nimum seating
requirenents.

(e) A qualifying restaurant nust conply
with all fire safety laws relating to the
operation of a restaurant.

(3) Qualifying restaurants receiving a
special restaurant |license after April 18,
1972 nust, in addition to continuing to
conply with the requirenents set forth for
initial licensure, also maintain the

requi red percentage, as set forth in
paragraph (a) or (b) below, on a bi-nonthly
basis. Additionally, qualifying restaurants
must neet at all times the follow ng
operating requirenments:

(a) At least 51 percent of total gross
revenues nust cone fromretail sale on the
i censed prem ses of food and non-al coholic
beverages. Proceeds of catering sal es shall
not be included in the cal culation of total
gross revenues. Catering sales include food
or non-al coholic beverage sal es prepared by
the licensee on the |icensed prem ses for
service by the |licensee outside the |icensed
prem ses.

1. Qualifying restaurants nust maintain
separate records of all purchases and gross
retail sales of food and non-al coholic
beverages and all purchases and gross retai
sal es of al coholic beverages.

2. The records required in subparagraph
(3)(a)l. of this rule nust be maintai ned on
the prem ses, or other designated pl ace
approved in witing by the division for a
period of 3 years and shall be nade

avail able within 14 days upon demand by an
officer of the division. The division shall
approve witten requests to maintain the

af orenenti oned records off the prem ses when
the place to be designated is the business
office, open 8 hours per work day, of a

10



corporate officer, attorney, or accountant;
the place to be designated is located in the
State of Florida; and the place to be
designated is precisely identified by
conplete mailing address.

3. Since the burden is on the holder of the
special restaurant |icense to denonstrate
conpliance with the requirenents for the
license, the records required to be kept
shall be legible, clear, and in the English
| anguage.

4. The required percentage shall be
conput ed by adding all gross sales of food,
non- al cohol i ¢ beverages, and al coholic
beverages and thereafter dividing that sum
into the total of the gross sales of food
pl us non-al cohol i ¢ beverages.

4. The required percentage shall be

conput ed by adding all gross sales of food,

non- al cohol i ¢ beverages, and al coholic

beverages and thereafter dividing that sum

into the total of the gross sales of food

pl us non-al cohol i c beverages.

(e) For purposes of determ ning required

per cent ages, an al coholic beverage neans the

retail price of a serving of beer, w ne,

straight distilled spirits, or a m xed

dri nk.

13. Section 561.501, Florida Statutes, and Rul e 61A-4. 063,

Fl orida Adm nistrative Code, require vendors, |ike Respondent,
totinmely remt to DABT a surcharge for al coholic beverages they
sell at retail for on-prem ses consunption. Pursuant to
Subsection (2) of Section 561.501, Florida Statutes, the vendor
must "remt paynents to [ DABT] each nonth by the 15th of the

month follow ng the nonth in which the surcharges are inposed.”

11



Pursuant to Rule 61A-4.063(10)(c), Florida Adm nistrative Code,
"[r]em ttances received after the 20th day shall cause the
licensee to be subject to |late penalties of 10 cents per day or
1 percent of the anmpbunt due per day for each day after the 20th
of the nonth, whichever is greater."”
14. Section 561.29, Florida Statutes, authorizes DABT to

suspend or revoke any al coholic beverage license, and to al so
i mpose a civil penalty against a |icensee not to exceed $1, 000
per single transaction, for a:

Violation by the licensee . . . of any of

the laws of this state . . . or license

requi rements of special |icenses issued

under s. 561.20 . . . . [or a&]

Violation by the licensee . . . of any rule

or rules pronmulgated by the division in

accordance with the provisions of this

chapt er

15. "No revocation [or] suspension . . . of any license is

| awf ul unless, prior to the entry of a final order, [DABT] has
served, by personal service or certified mail, an adm nistrative
conplaint [or action] which affords reasonable notice to the
i censee of facts or conduct which warrant the intended action
and unl ess the |licensee has been given an adequate opportunity
to request a proceedi ng pursuant to ss. 120.569 and 120.57."
Section 120.60(5), Florida Statutes.

16. The licensee nust be afforded an evidentiary hearing

i f, upon receiving such witten notice, the |icensee disputes

12



the alleged facts set forth in the adm nistrative conplaint or
action. Sections 120.569(1) and 120.57, Florida Statutes.

17. At the hearing, DABT bears the burden of proving that
the |licensee engaged in the conduct, and thereby commtted the
violations, alleged in the admnistrative conplaint or action.
Proof greater than a nmere preponderance of the evidence nust be
presented. C ear and convincing evidence of the |icensee's

guilt is required. See Departnent of Banking and Fi nance,

Di vision of Securities and |Investor Protection v. Gsborne Stern

and Conpany, 670 So. 2d 932, 935 (Fla. 1996); Pic N Save of

Central Florida v. Departnent of Business Regul ation, 601 So. 2d

245, 249 (Fla. 1st DCA 1992); and Section 120.57(1)(j), Florida
Statutes ("Findings of fact shall be based upon a preponderance
of the evidence, except in penal or |icensure disciplinary
proceedi ngs or except as otherw se provi ded by
statute . . . .").

18. Cear and convincing evidence "requires nore proof
than a ' preponderance of the evidence' but |ess than 'beyond and

to the exclusion of a reasonable doubt.'" In re G aziano, 696

So. 2d 744, 753 (Fla. 1997). It is an "internedi ate standard."
Id. For proof to be considered "'clear and convincing
t he evidence nust be found to be credible; the facts to which

the witnesses testify nust be distinctly renenbered; the

testi nony nmust be precise and explicit and the w tnesses nust be

13



| acking in confusion as to the facts in issue. The evidence
nmust be of such weight that it produces in the mnd of the trier
of fact a firmbelief or conviction, wthout hesitancy, as to
the truth of the allegations sought to be established.” In re
Davey, 645 So. 2d 398, 404 (Fla. 1994), quoting, w th approval,

fromSlomwi tz v. Wal ker, 429 So. 2d 797, 800 (Fla. 4th DCA

1983) .

19. In determ ning whet her DABT has net its burden of
proof, it is necessary to evaluate its evidentiary presentation
inlight of the specific factual allegations made in the
adm ni strative conplaint or action. Due process prohibits an
agency fromtaking disciplinary action against a |icensee based
upon conduct not specifically alleged in the agency's charging

instrunment. See Hamilton v. Departnent of Business and

Pr of essi onal Regul ation, 764 So. 2d 778 (Fla. 1st DCA 2000)

Lusskin v. Agency for Health Care Administration, 731 So. 2d 67,

69 (Fla. 4th DCA 1999); and Cottrill v. Departnent of |nsurance,

685 So. 2d 1371, 1372 (Fla. 1st DCA 1996).
20. Furthernore, "the conduct proved nust l|legally fal
within the statute or rule clainmed [in the adm nistrative

conpl aint or action] to have been violated."” Delk v. Departnent

of Professional Regul ation, 595 So. 2d 966, 967 (Fla. 5th DCA

1992). In deciding whether "the statute or rule clainmd to have

been violated" was in fact violated, as alleged by DABT, if

14



there is any reasonabl e doubt, that doubt nust be resolved in

favor of the licensee. See Wiitaker v. Departnent of |nsurance

and Treasurer, 680 So. 2d 528, 531 (Fla. 1st DCA 1996); El nariah

v. Departnent of Professional Reqgul ation, Board of Mdicine, 574

So. 2d 164, 165 (Fla. 1st DCA 1990); and Lester v. Departnent of

Pr of essi onal and Occupati onal Regul ati ons, 348 So. 2d 923, 925

(Fla. 1st DCA 1977).

21. The Adm nistrative Action issued in the instant case
al |l eges that disciplinary action should be taken agai nst
Respondent because Respondent "fail[ed] to maintain 150 seats
for service of full course neals, in violation of FSS
561.20(2)(a)(4)"; "fail[ed] to maintain separate records of al
purchases and gross retail sales of food and non-al coholic
beverages, in violation of FAC 61A-3.0141 within FSS
561.20(2)(a)(4)"; and "fail[ed] to pay surcharges in the anmount
of $16.75 in violation of FAC 61A-4.063 and FSS 561.501."

22. The proof DABT presented at the final hearing in this
case clearly and convincingly establishes that Respondent
commtted these violations alleged in the Adm nistrative Action.
Accordingly, disciplinary action may be taken agai nst Respondent
pursuant to Section 561.29, Florida Statutes.

23. In determ ning what disciplinary action DABT shoul d
take, it is necessary to consult the DABT' s "penalty

gui del ines," which inpose restrictions and limtations on the

15



exercise of DABT's disciplinary authority. See Parrot Heads,

Inc. v. Departnent of Business and Professional Regulation, 741

So. 2d 1231, 1233 (Fla. 5th DCA 1999)("An adm nistrative agency
is bound by its owmn rules . . . creat[ing] guidelines for

di sciplinary penalties."); cf. State v. Jenkins, 469 So. 2d 733,

734 (Fla. 1985)("[Algency rules and regul ations, duly
pronul gat ed under the authority of |law, have the effect of

law. "); Buffa v. Singletary, 652 So. 2d 885, 886 (Fla. 1st DCA

1995) ("An agency nust conply with its own rules."); Decarion v.

Martinez, 537 So. 2d 1083, 1084 (Fla. 1st 1989)("Until anended

or abrogated, an agency nust honor its rules."); and WIlians v.

Departnment of Transportation, 531 So. 2d 994, 996 (Fla. 1st DCA

1988) (agency is required to conply with its disciplinary

gui delines in taking disciplinary action against its enpl oyees).
24. DABT's "penalty guidelines" are found in Rule 61A-

2.022, Florida Adm nistrative Code, which provides, in pertinent

part, as follows:

(1) This rule sets forth the penalty
gui del i nes which shall be inposed upon

al cohol i c beverage |icensees and permttees
who are supervi sed by the division.

The penalties provided bel ow are based upon
a single violation which the |icensee
committed or knew about;

(2) Businesses . . . issued alcoholic
beverage licenses . . . by the division are
subj ect to discipline (warnings, corrective
action, civil penalties, suspensions,

16



revocati ons, reinbursenent of cost, and
forfeiture).

(9) No . . . order may exceed $1, 000 for
violations arising out of a single
transacti on.

(10) Licensees may petition the division to
anend any . . . final order by sending the
petition to the Director, D vision of

Al cohol i ¢ Beverages and Tobacco, Northwood
Centre, 1940 North Monroe Street,

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-1020. Petitions
filed shall not automatically stay any
effective dates in the stipulation or order
unl ess the director authorizes the stay or
amendnent requested in the petition.

(11) The penalty guidelines set forth in
the table that follows are intended to
provide field offices and |icensees or
permttees with penalties that will be
routinely inposed by the division for
violations. The description of the
violation in the table is intended to
provide a brief description and not a
conpl ete statenent of the

statute.

STATUTE: 561. 20

VI OLATION:  Failure to nmeet m ni num
qualifications of special |icense

FI RST OCCURRENCE: $1000 and revocation

wi t hout prejudice to obtain any other type
of license, but with prejudice to obtain the
sanme type of special license for 5 years.
Note: For each 2 nonth period a speci al
restaurant |icense failed to neet the
required food percentage the civil penalty
shall be increased by $1000.

STATUTE: 561. 501

VI OLATI ON:  Late surcharge paynents or
reports

17



FI RST OCCURRENCE: Corrective action and 25

percent of total |ate surcharge principa

paynents if licensee is current with

surcharge reports and paynents, and did not

willfully neglect conpliance with surcharge

| aw based on a witten statenent of

mtigation.

25. There being no apparent reason to deviate fromthe

"routine" penalties prescribed by Rule 61A-2.022, Florida
Adm nistrative Code, for a licensee's "[f]ailure to nmeet m ninmum
gualifications of [the licensee' s] special licensee" and "late
surcharge paynents or reports,” DABT shoul d penalize Respondent
for commtting the violations alleged in the Adm nistrative
Action by revoki ng Respondent’'s Special Restaurant License
"W thout prejudice to obtain any other type of license, but with
prejudice to obtain the sane type of special |icense for 5
years"; fining Respondent $1,000.00; and requiring Respondent to
pay the $16.75 in surcharge nonies it owes DABT, plus applicable

penal ties and interest.

RECOMVENDATI ON

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Concl usi ons
of Law, it is hereby

RECOMVENDED t hat DABT enter a final order finding
Respondent conmtted the violations alleged in the
Adm ni strative Action, and disciplining Respondent therefor by

revoking its license "without prejudice to obtain any other type

18



of license, but with prejudice to obtain the sane type of
special license for 5 years"; fining Respondent $1,000.00; and
requi ri ng Respondent to pay the $16.75 in surcharge nonies it
owes DABT, plus applicable penalties and interest.

DONE AND ENTERED this 21st day of August, 2001, in

Tal | ahassee, Leon County, Florida.

STUART M LERNER

Adm ni strative Law Judge

Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
The DeSot o Buil di ng

1230 Apal achee Par kway

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-3060
(850) 488-9675  SUNCOM 278-9675
Fax Filing (850) 921-6847

www. doah. state.fl. us

Filed wwth the Cerk of the
Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
this 21st day of August, 2001.

ENDNOTES

1/ 1t is not apparent froma review of the record why it took
so long for the matter to be referred to the Division

2/ It is the responsibility of a litigant to make a reasonabl e
effort to stay in contact with the litigant's attorney and

advi se the attorney of any change of address or tel ephone
nunmber. See M A. v. Departnent of Children and Fam |y
Services, 760 So. 2d 249, 250 (Fla. 3d DCA 2000).

COPI ES FURNI SHED

Ralf E. Mchels, Esquire
Departnent of Busi ness and
Pr of essi onal Regul ati on
1940 North Monroe Street
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-1007
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Ri chard Turner, Director
Di vision of Al coholic Beverages and Tobacco
Depart nment of Busi ness and
Pr of essi onal Regul ation
1940 North Monroe Street
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-0792

Hardy L. Roberts, 111, General Counsel
Departnment of Busi ness and
Pr of essi onal Regul ati on
1940 North Monroe Street
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-0792

Capt ai n Debor ah Beck
Di vision of Al coholic Beverages and Tobacco
Depart ment of Busi ness and
Prof essi onal Regul ati on
400 North Congress Avenue, Suite 150
West Pal m Beach, Florida 33401

Di nosaur's Café and Sports Bar

511 Northeast 4th Street
Boynt on Beach, Florida 33435

NOTI CE OF RIGHT TO SUBM T EXCEPTI ONS

Al parties have the right to submt witten exceptions within
15 days fromthe date of this reconmended order. Any exceptions
to this recormended order should be filed with the agency that
will issue the final order in this case.
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