
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL BOARD 

In the Matter of: 

GobindLLC 
t/a Toscana Cafe 

Application for a Substantial Change to a 
Retailer's Class DR License 
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601 2nd Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 
License No. 
Order No. 

BEFORE: Donovan Anderson, Chairperson 
Nick Alberti, Member 
Mike Silverstein, Member 
Ruthanne Miller, Member 
James Short, Member 

ALSO PRESENT: Go bind LLC, t/a Toscana Cafe, Applicant 

15-PR0-00109 
097558 
2016-049 

Andrew Kline, of the Veritas Law Firm, on behalf of the Applicant 

Mark Echenwiler and Drew Courtney, Commissioners, Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission (ANC) 6C 

Martha Jenkins, General Cotmsel 
Alcoholic Beverage Regulation Administration 

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR REINSTATEMENT 

The Alcoholic Beverage Control Board (Board) dismissed the Application for a 
Substantial Change (Application) filed by Gobind LLC, t/a Toscana Cafe (Applicant) 
because the Applicant's designated representative, general manager Richard Solomon 
failed to appear at the Status Hearing. In re Gobind LLC, tla Toscana Cafi!, Case No. 15-
PR0-00109, Board Order No. 2016-019, 1 (D.C.A.B.C.B. Jan. 13, 2016). Applicant, now 
represented by counsel, filed a Motion for Reinstatement requesting reinstatement, which 
the Board denies. Mot. at I. 

Under§ 1603.3, "Failure to appear in person or through a designated representative 
may result in denial of the license application or dismissal of a protest, unless, in the 
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discretion of the Board, good cause is shown for the failure to appear." 23 DCMR § 1603.3 
(West Supp. 2014). 

The Applicant proffers that it failed to appear because its designated representative 
quit two days before the hearing. Mot. at 1-2. It also indicated that the owner did not 
receive notice of the hearing because it was sent to Mr. Solomon's email, not the owners. 
!d. at 2. The Board is not persuaded by this argument, because notice made upon a 
representative satisfies the requirement to notify a party of an upcoming hearing. 
Furthermore, the Applicant had adequate time before the hearing to contact ABRA and 
determine whether any future appearances were required 

ORDER 

Therefore, on this lOth day of February 2016, the Board hereby DENIES the 
Motion for Reinstatement filed by the Applicant. ABRA shall deliver copies of this Order 
to the Applicant and the Protestant. 
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District of Columbia 
Alcoholic Beverage Control Board 

..---}»1('1\<l "'- ~~ 
Donovan Anderson, Chairperson 

afvtrtd;;] 
ike Silverstein, Member 

Ruthanne Miller, Member 

~IJ1/· 
es Short, Member 

Pursuant to 23 DCMR § 1719.1 (April 2004), any Party adversely affected by this Order 
may file a Motion for Reconsideration within ten (1 0) days of service of this Order with 
the Alcoholic Beverage Regulation Administration, 2000 14111 Street, N.W., Suite 400S, 
Washington, D.C. 20009. 

Also, pursuant to section 11 of the District of Columbia Administrative Procedure Act, 
Pub. L. 90-614, 82 Stat. 1209, D.C. Official Code 2-510 (2001), and Rule 15 of the District 
of Columbia Court of Appeals, any party adversely affected has the right to appeal this 
Order by filing a petition for review, within thirty (30) days of the date of service of this 
Order, with the District of Columbia Court of Appeals, 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20001. However, the timely filing of a Motion for Reconsideration 
pursuant to D.C. Official Code§ 25-433, stays the time for filing a petition for review in 
the District of Columbia Court of Appeals until the Board rules on the motion. See D.C. 
App. Rule 15(b ). 
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