
BEFORE TIlE WASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MA TIER OF NO. 22,745 
OAH NO. 2007-LCB-0017

LA GUADALUPANA 
3990 HARRAH ROAD 
HARRAH, W A 98933

FINAL ORDER OF THE BOARD

LICENSEE

License No. 083780

I. BOARD’S CONSIDERATION

The above entitled matter coming on regularly before the Board to review the Findings of Fact,

Conclusions of Law and Initial Order entered by Administrative Law Judge David G. Hansen on

October 9,2007, and it appearing:

1. A fonnal hearing was held on June 21, 2007 on the issue of whether the application

of Mm1ha Patricia F. Camacho and Silvestre M. Flores dlb/a La Guadalupana (La Guadalupana) for

snack bar and grocelY store liquor license should be denied. On March 22, 2007 the Liquor Control

Board issued an Application Processing Repo11lLicense Review in which the Board recommended

denial of La Guadalupana’s application based on an objection made by the town of Han’ah, the

local govel11ment authority, an objection li’om the Han’ah Community Christian School, objections

submitted by local citizens, and an objection by the Yakama Indian Nation, as weII as a statement

ofconcel11 fi’om the Yakima County Sheriffs Office. La Guadalupana timcly requested a hearing.
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2. At the hearing the Licensing Division of the Board was reprcsented by Assistant

Attomeys General Jennifer Elias and Kate Reynolds. Victor H. Lara, Attomey, appcared on behalf

of the applicants La Guadalupana.

3. On October 9, 2007 Administrative Law Judge David Hansen (AU) entered

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Initial Order in this matter which rejected the Board’s

recommendation to deny the license application and which ordered La Guadalupana’s application

for "issuance of a grocelY store license to sell beer and wine to go and a snack bar license in order

to sell bottled or canned beer for on-premises consumption umler License No. 083780 is

ALLOWED."

4. No parties filed exceptions to the Initial Order.

5. The entire record of this proceeding was presented to the Board for its review and

the enl1y of a final decision.

II. FINDINGS OF FACT

I. The Board atftlllls and adopts each of the AU’s Findings of Fact and enters

additional findings below.

2. The Board notes in pmiicular the facts contained in the AU’s Finding of Fact NO.4

that the proposed licensed premises is located in the Mt. Adams school district which has been
impacted by alcohol problems of a severity sufficient that the school district has received a five

year/$ I 50,000 per year ’Strategic Prevention Framework State Incentive Grant’ to combat alcohol

problems in the school disl1ict.

3. The Board fmiher notes the t cts contained in the AU’s Findings of Fact No. I and

No.4, and confilllled by the testimony Barbara Hall’er, long time town resident and the town’s

Mayor since 1977, establish the proposed licensed premises is located in the rural, ab’Ticultural town
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of HalTah, Washington, which has a population of approximately 620-650 and two existing liquor

licenses, which is greater than Washin!,>ion state’s average prop0l1ion ofliquor licenses to

population.

4. The town council of HmTah acted in its legislative capacity to fonnally express

opposition to the license application which was then codified in the letter appearing in the records

as Exhibit D, p. 7-8. Barbara Harrer, long time town resident and the town’s Mayor since 1977,

testified as to discussions with the council, codified in the council’s lonnal expression of opposition

to the license application, which included the tremendous alcohol problems in the Mt. Adams
school district (confinned by the fact that the Mt. Adams school distJict is the only district in
Yakima County to have received the strategic !,’I"ant) and the impact of an additional outlet serving

alcohol on the town’s vety limited law enforcement resources.

5. Mayor HalTer testified the town council similarly objected to a liquor license

application in the year 2005 sought by an establishment called the "Lazy Roo, citing the same

concems about adding an additional outlet for alcohol to a community already troubled by issues

related to alcohol as well as the impact an additional outlet lor alcohol would have on the town’s

limited law enforcement resources.

6. The council did not oppose renewals for two other establishments already licensed

to sell alcohol in HalTah, on the ground they were long established as licensees (since the 1920’s in

the case of one licensee) and the council had no evidence of problems in the manner in which those

establishments were operating. The council’s concem when objecting in 2005 and again in this

case was to adding an additional license in light of the town’s limited capacity for law enforcement

and the nature of the community as troubled by alcohol.
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7. Mayor Han’cr rccognizcd the citizen letters submitted to thc Board as including letters

fi’ommembers of a committee working with the Mt. Adams School District to obtain the Strategic
Prevention grant.

III. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

I. Thc Board affinns and adopts the AU’s Conclusions of Law Nos. 1,2,3,4 and

5.

2. Thc Board rejccts the AU’s Conclusions of Law Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9,10 and II and thc

Board rejects the AU’s Initial Order to allow License No. 083780.

3. Thc Board hereby enters the following conclusions oflaw to substitute for thc

AU’s Conclusions of Law Nos. 6-11.
4. Board’s Conclusion’s of Law

Conclusion of Law No.6

The Board has discretion to grant or refuse applications for liquor licenses. RCW

66.24.010. In reaching a detennination on a liquor license application the Board will givc due

consideration to input from govel11mental jurisdictions in which the licensed premises is to be

located. WAC 314-09-010 (2).

Conclusion of Law No.7

Thc town of Harrah has extremely limited law enforcement resources which, given the

size and nature of the community, would be impacted even by the addition of a single additional

liquor license. These facts establish a public safety conCCI11 sufficient for the Board to exercise

discretion to dcny the license application.
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Conclusion of Law No.8

The public expressions of concern surrounding an additional source of alcohol in a small

community already troubled by problems associated with alcohol of a degree so severe as to

garner state attention in the form of a multi-year grant supplying the community with hundreds of

thousands of dollars to address alcohol related issues impacting the Mt. Adams school district are
additional and also sufficient reasons the Board elects to exercise discretion to deny the license

application.

Conclusion of Law No.9

The Board finds sufficient factual support to honor the local government’s objections and

to deny the application for liquor license. However, the Board does not find La Guadalupana or

Mat1ha Patricia F. Camacho and Silvestre M. Flores themselves have shown any unwillingness or

inability to comply with the Board’s laws and rules related to the sale and service of alcohol.
Nor does the record establish the applicants to be disqualified from the privilege of holding a

liquor licensc. The Board’s conclusion that a license should not issue turns on the location of the

proposed licensed premises in a community which, through its citizens and through its

institutions and officers of government, has posed legitimate objections to any additional liquor

licenses.

Conclusion of Law No. 10

The town of Harrah, through its town council, through its citizenry and by its Mayor’s

testimony has informed the Board of legitimate factual bases for its objection to an additional

liquor license. The Board exercises its discretion to honor the legitimate and factually supp0l1ed

wishes of the local community that an additional liquor license not be issued in the town of

HatTah.

FINAL ORDER 
NO. 22,745

5



IV. ORDER

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Board ORDERS:

The All’s Findings of Fact are AFFIRMED, the All’s Conclusions of Law Nos. 1-5 are

AFFIRMED and the All’s Conclusions of Law Nos. 6-11 are REVERSED. The Board’s

Conclusions of Law 6,7,8,9, and 10 are hereby entered in place of the All’s Conclusions of Law

Nos. 6-11. The All’s Initial Order allowing License No. 083780 is REVERSED. The application

for License No. 083780 is DENIED. 

DATED at Olympia, Washington this I~ jt... day of e.CO."’be.r , 2007.

W ASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD 

)i~
c:; /~ (Wvc..7JV

Reconsideration. Pursuant to RCW 34.05.470, you have ten (10) days /Tom the mailing of this

Order to file a petition for reconsideration stating the specific grounds on which relief is requested.

No matter will be reconsidered unless it clearly appears from the petition for reconsideration that (a)

there is material clerical error in the order or (b) there is specific material error of fact or law. A

petition for reconsideration, together with any argument in support thereof, should be filed by

mailing or delivering it directly to the Washington State Liquor Control Board, Attn: Kevin

McCarroll, 3000 Pacific Avenue Southeast, PO Box 43076, Olympia, W A 98504-3076, with a

copy to all other parties of record and their representatives. Filing means actual receipt of the

document at the Board’s office. RCW 34.05.010(6). A copy shall also be sent to Martha P. Lantz,

FINAL ORDER 
NO. 22,745

6



Assistant Attomey General, 1125 Washington St. SE, P.O. Box 40 II 0, Olympia, W A 98504-0110.

A timely petition for reconsideration is deemed to be denied it; within twenty (20) days from the

date the petition is filed, the agency does not (a) dispose of the petition or (b) serve the pm1ics with

a written notice specifying the date by which it will act on the petition. An order denying

reconsideration is not subject to judicial review. RCW 34.05.470(5). The filing of a petition for

reconsideration is not a prerequisite for tiling a petition for judicial review.

Stav of Effectiveness. The tiling of a petition for reconsideration does not stay the

effectiveness of this Order. The Board has detel111ined not to consider a petition to stay the

etTeetiveness of this Order. Any such request should be made in connection with a petition for

judicial review under chapter 34.05 RCW and RCW 34.05.550.

Judicial Review. Proceedings for judicial review may be instituted by filing a petition in

superior eOlll1 according to the procedures specified in chapter 34.05 RCW, Part V, Judicial Review

and Civil Enforcement. The petition for judicial review of this Order shall be filed with the

appropliate eOlu1 and served on the Board, thc Office of the Attol11cy General, and all parties within

thirty days aier servicc of the final order, as provided in RCW 34.05.542.

Service. This Order was served on you the day it was deposited in the United States mail.
RCW 34.05.010(19).
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