BEFORE THE DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
BUREAU OF AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

SMOG 4 LESS Case No. 79/08-22
SARBJIT SINGH, Owner
1254 W. Clinton OAH No. 2009060817

Fresno, CA 93705

Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. AF 222344

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License
No. TF 222344

SMOG 4 LESS

SARBJIT SINGH, Owner

2240 N. Blackstone Avenue

Fresno, CA 93703

Automotive Repair Dealer Registration
No. AK 202254

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License
No. TK 202254

SARBJIT SINGH

2240 N. Blackstone

Fresno, CA 93703

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician
License No. EA 306741

and

JAMES FLORIAN SINDBERG

10088 E. Central Avenue

Del Rey, CA 93616

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician
License No. EA 306741

Respondents.




DECISION

The attached Stipulated Revocation; Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is
hereby accepted and adopted as the Decision of the Director of the Department of
Consumer Affairs in the above-entitied matter only as to respondent Smog 4 Less, Sarbjit
Singh, Owner, Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. AF 222344, Smog Check, Test
Only, Station License No. TF 222344, Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. AK
202254, Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No. TK 202254, and Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License No. EA 306741.

This Decision shall become effective

DATED: October 29, 2000 ;’/ 2 - %
)REATHEA JOINSON

Deputy Director, Legal Affairs
Department of Consumer Affairs
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( EDMUND G, BROWN JR.
- Attorney General of California
ARTHUR D TAGGART
Superviging Deputy Atlorney General
JEFFREY M. PHILLIPS
( Deputy Attorney General
- State Bar No. 154990
130011 Street. Suite 125
P.G. Box 944255
Sacramento. CA 94244-2550
Telephone: (916) 324-6202
Fucsimile: (916) 327-8643
Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFEFAIRS
FOR THE BUREAU OF AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matier of the Accusation Against:

SMOG 4 LESS

SARBJIT SINGH, OWNER

1254 W, Clinton

Fresno, CA 93705

Automotive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AF 222344
Smog Check, Test Only,

Station License No. TI" 222344,

SMOG 4 LESS

SARBJIT SINGH, OWNER
2240 N. Blackstone Avenue

U Fresno, CA 93703

Automoetive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AR 202254

| Smog Check, Test Only,

SARBJIT SINGH

2240 N Blackstone
‘ Fresno, CA 93703

Advanced Emission Specialist Technioian
‘ License No. EA 300747,

l Station License No. TK 202254,
]

Respondent.

!
( [T IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties Lo the above-

entitled procecdings that the following matiers are wuc:
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PARTIES
i. Sherry Mehl (Complainant) 1s the Chief of the Burcau of Automotive Repair. She

brought this action solely in her official capacity and 1s represemed in this matter by Edmund G.

General.
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. AF 222344

2 On or about July 26, 2002, the Dircetor of Consumer Affairs (“Director’} 1ssued

|
|
|
|
Brown Ir., Attorney General of the State of California. by Jefirey M. Phillips. Deputy Attorney !

Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number AF 222344 1o Sarbjit Singh {“Respondent
Singh™), owner of Smog 4 Less located at 1254 W, Clinton. Fresno, California (hereinatter
“Respondent’s Clinton Avenue facility”). Respondent’s automotive repair dealer registration was

in full force and effect at all times relevant 1o the charges brought in the Accusalion, expired on

June 30, 2008, and has been cancelled.
Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No, TF 222344 (
3. On or about August 9, 2002, the Director issued Smog Check, Test Only, Station ]
License Number TF 222344 io Respondent Singh. Respondent’s smog check station license was ’
in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in the Accusation, expired on }
June 30, 2008, has nol been renewed, and 1s delinguent. ‘
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration No. AK 202254 '
4, On or about November 10, 1998, the Director issued Automotive Repalr Dealer ]
Registration Number AK 202254 10 Respondent Singh, owner of Cost U Less Smog Check. On |
May 18, 1999, Respondent’s business name was changed 1o Smog 4 Less (hereinafter
“Respondent’s Blackstone Avenue facility”). Respondent’s automotive repair dealer registration
was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought i the Accusation, expired |

\'
on October 31, 2008, and has been cancelled,

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No. TK 202254 ‘
5. On or about June 28, 2000, the Director issued Smog Check, Test Only. Station l

License Number TIC 202254 to Respondent Singh. Respondent’s smog check station bicense was l
I P ) 2

STIPULATED REVOCATION, SETTLEMENT. AND DISCIPLINARY ORDER [Case No, 7908224 1
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- in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in the Accusation. expired on

October 31, 2008, has not been renewed, and 1s delinquent.

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License No. EA 306741

0. [n or about 1998, the Director issued Advanced Emission Specialist Technician
License Number EA 300741 1o Respondent Singh. Respondent’s advanced emission specialist
technician license was in {ull foree and effect at all ttimes relevant to the charges brought herein
and will expire on April 30, 2010, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION

7. Accusation No. 79/08-22 was filed before the Director of Consumer Affairs
(Director). for the Burcau of Automotive Repair (Bureau). and is currently pending against
Respondent. The Accusauon and all other statutorily required documents were properly served
on Respondent on November 2, 2007, Respondent timely filed his Nouce of Defense contesting
the Accusation. A copy of Accusation No. 79/08-22 is attached as exhibit A and incorporated
herein by reference.

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

8. Respondent has carefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and understands the
churoes and allegations m Accusation No. 79/08-22. Respondent has also carefully read. fully
discussed with counsel, and understands the effects of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciphnary
Order.

9. Respondent 1s fully aware of his legal rights in this matter, including the right to a
hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation: the nght Lo be represented by counsel at
his own expense: the right 1o confront and cross-cxamine the witnesses against him; the right to
present evidence and Lo testify on his own behalf: the right to the 1ssuance of subpocnas to compel
the atiendance of witnesses and the production of documents: the right to reconsideration and

court review ol an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by the California

Admimstrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws.

10, Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives up cach and

every right set forth above.

] 3
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|
|
|




.2

(e

-2
o

CULPABILITY
11, Respondent admits the truth of each and every charge and allegation in Accusation

No. T908-27)

12,

Respondent agrees that his Automotive Repair Dealer Registrations: Smog Check.
Test Only. Station Licenses; and Advanced Emission Speclalist Technician License are subject 10
discipline and he agrees 1o be bound by the Director of Consumer Affairg (Director)’s imposition
of discipiine as set forth in the Disciplimary Order helow.
RESERVATION

13, The admissions made by Respondent herein are only for the purposes of this
proceeding, or any other proceedings in which the Director of Consumer Atfairs. Bureau of
Automotive Repair, or other professional licensing agency is involved. and shall not be
admissible in any other criminal or civil proceeding.

CONTINGENCY

14, This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the Director of Consumer Affairs or
her designee. Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of
the Bureau of Automotive Repair may communicate directly with the Director and staff of the
Department of Consumer Affairs regarding this stipulation and settlement, without notice to or
participation by Respondent or his counsel. By signing the stipulation, Respondent understands
and agrees that he may not withdraw his agreement or seck 1o rescind the stipulation prior to the
time the Director considers and acts upon it. 1 the Director tails to adopt this supulation as the
Decision and Order, the Stipulated Scttiement and Diseiplinary Order shall be of no force or
cffect. excent for this puragraph, it shall be inadmissibie in any legal action between the parties.
and the Director shall not be disqualified from further action by having considered this matter

5. The parties understand and agree that facsimile copies of this Stipulated Settlement
and Disciplinary Order, including facsimile signatures thereto. shall have the same foree and

cffect as the origimals.

S

4
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16, In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations. the parties agree that

the Director may. without further notice or forma!l proceeding, issue and enter the following

Disciplinary Order:

STIPULATED REVOCUATION AND DISCIPLINARY ORDER \

I 1T IS HEREBY ORDERED that Aulomotive Repawr Dealer Registration Number AF |
222344, Smoeg Cheek, Test Only, Station License Number TF 222344 Automotive Repar Dealer ; ‘
Reglstration Number AK 202254, Smog Check, Test Only, Station License Number T 202254,
and Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License Number LA 300741 1ssued to Rcsﬁondcm

Sarbjit Singh, are revoked, However, as 1o Advanced Emission Speciahist Techmcian License

Number EA 300741, only. the revocation 18 staved and Respondent s placed on probation for

three (3} years on the following terms and conditions.

2. If Respondent ever applies for hicensure or petitions for remnstatement of his
Automotive Repair Dealer Registration and/or Smog Check Station License, m ihe State of
California, the Burcau of Automotive Repair shall treat it as a new application for licensure

Respondent must comply with all the laws, regulations and procedures for licensure 1n effect at

the time the application or petition 1s filed, and charges and allegations contained 1n the

Accusation No, 79/08-22 shall be deemed to be 1rue, correct and admitied by Respondent when

the Bureau determines whether to grant or deny the apphication. Respondent shall not file a ’
Petition for Reinstatement of his Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number or his Smog |
Check. Test Only. Staton License Number for at least three (3} years. from the effective date of
this Order

3, Obey All Laws. Comply with all statutes. regulations and rules governing,

atlomotive inspechions. estimates and repairs.

person or in writing as prescribed by the Burcau of Automotive Repatr, on a schedule set by the

4. Reporting, Respondent or Respondent’s authorized representative must report i }
: ) ) ) . |
Bureau, but no more frequently than cach quarter, on the methods used and success achieved in |

\

maintamng compliance with the terms and cendittons of probation.
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3. Report Financial Interest. Within 30 days of the eflecuve date of this acuon, report

any financial interest which any parners, officers, or owners of the Respondent facility may have |

|
in anv other business required 1o be registered pursuant to section 9884.6 of the Business and \
|
Professions Code. {
6. Jurisdiction, [f an accusation 1s filed against Respondent during the term of ‘
probation, the Dircctor of Consumer Affairs shall have continuing jurisdiction over this matier {
until the final decision on the accusation. and the pertod of probation shall be extended unul such |
decision. |
7. Violation of Probation. Should the Director of Consumer Affairs determine that
Respondent has failed to comply with the terms and conditions of probation, the Department may,
afier giving notice and opportunity 1o be heard. may temporarily suspend or revoke the heense,
8.  Continuing Education Courses. During the period of probation. Respondent shall
attend and successtully complete a Bureau certified training course in diagnosis and repair of

emission systems failures and engine performance. applicable to the class of license held by the

Respondent. Said course shall be completed and proof of completion submitted Lo the Bureau

within 60 davs of the effective date of this decision and order. If proof of completion of the
course 1s nol furnished to the Bureau within the 60-day period, Respondent’s license shall be
immediately suspended unui such proofis received.

9. Cost Recovery. Respondent shall pay to the Burcau the full costs associated with 1t
investigation and enforcement pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 125.3 in the

amount of § 33,772.50, pavable in full upon the filing of an application for licensure or petition

for reinstatement of his Automotive Repair Dealer Registration and/or Smog Check Station '\
License.
,’f / F"
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ACCEPTANCE
| have carefully read the above Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order and have fully
discussed 1t with my attorney. Myron . Smith. | understand the stipulation and the effect it will
ve on my Autemotive Repar Dealer Registration, and Smog Check, Test Only, Station

seense. and Advanced BEmission Specialist Technician License. | enter into this Stipulated

Settlement and Disciplinary Order voluntarity, knowingly, and intelligently, and agree to be

bound by the Decision and Order of the Dircctor of Consumer Affalrs, J

DATED: G -\8 ~09 %
I T am TL?J AR

Respondent

| have read and fully discussed with Respondent Smog 4 Less: Sarbjit Singh. Owner the l
terms and conditions and other matters contained in the above Stipulated Settlement and

Disciplinary Order. | approve its form and content.

DATED: Q -\R-©4 *X‘-,
Myron)F. Smith
Attorney for Respondent

ENDORSEMENT

The foregoing Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order 1s hereby respectfully |

submitted for consideration by the Director of Consumer Affairs.

Daed: D :']' Qﬁ_ - EDMUND G. BROWN IR r
Attorney General of Califorma |
ARTHUR D, TAGGAR :
Supervising D¥puty Attorney General ’
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EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Attorney General -
of the State of California

ARTHUR D. TAGGART
Supervising Deputy Attorney General

ROBERT B. MILLER, State Bar No. 57819
Deputy Attorney General

California Department of Justice

1300 I Street, Suite 125

P.O. Box 944255

Sacramento, CA 94244-2550

Telephone: (916) 322-8166

Facsimile: (916)324-5567

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
FOR THE BUREAU OF AUTOMOTIVE REPAIR
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 79/08-22

SMOG 4 LESS
SARBIIT SINGH, OWNER ACCUSATION
1254 W. Clinton
Fresno, CA 93705 (SMOG CHECK)
Automotive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AF 222344

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No. TF 222344,

SMOG 4 LESS

SARBIJIT SINGH, OWNER

2240 N. Blackstone Avenue

Fresno, CA 93703

Automotive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AK 202254

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No, TK 202254,

SARBIJIT SINGH

2240 N. Blackstone

Fresno, CA 93703

Advanced Limission Specialist Technician License
No. EA 306741,

and

JAMES FLORIAN SINDBERG

10088 E. Central Avenue

Del Rey, CA 93616

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License
No. EA 315216,

Respondents.
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Complainant alleges:
PARTIES

1. Sherry Mehl (“Complainant™) brings this Accusation solely in her official
capacity as the Chief of the Bureau of Automotive Repair (“Bureau”), Department of Consumer
Aftairs.

Automotive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AF 222344

2. On or about July 26, 2002, the Director of Consumer Affairs (“Director™)
issucd Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number AF 222344 to Sarbyit Singh
(“Respondent Singh™), owner of Smog 4 Less located at 1254 W. Clinton, Fresno, California
(hereinafter “Respondent’s Clinton Avenue facility™). Respondent’s automotive repair dealer
registration was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will
expire on June 30, 2008, unless rencwed.

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No. TF 222344

3. On or about August 9, 2002, the Director issued Smog Check, Test Only,
Station License Number TF 222344 to Respondent Singh. Respondent’s smog check station
license was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will
expire on June 30, 2008, unless renewed.

Automotive Repair Dealer Reg. No. AK 202254

4. On or about November 10, 1998, the Director issued Automotive Repair
Dealer Registration Number AK 202254 to Respondent Singh, owner of Cost U Less Smog
Check. On May 18, 1999, Respondent’s business name was changed to Smog 4 Less (hereinafter
“Respondent’s Blackstone Avenue facility™). Respondent’s automotive repair dealer registration
was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on
October 31, 2007, unless rc.newed.

Smog Check, Test Only, Station License No. TK 202254

5. On or about June 28, 2000, the Director issued Smog Check, Test Only,
Station License Number TK 202254 to Respondent Singh. Respondent’s smog check station

1

|
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license was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will
expire on October 31, 2007, unless renewed.

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License No. EA 306741

0. In or about 1998, the Director issued Advanced Emission Specialist
Technician License Number EA 306741 to Respondent Singh. Respondent’s advanced emission
specialist technician license was in full force and cffect at all times relevant to the charges
brought herein and will expire on April 30, 2008, unless renewed.

Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License No. EA 315216

7. In or about 1997, the Director issued Advanced Emission Specialist
Technician License Number EA 315216 to James Florian Sindberg (“Respondent Sindberg™).
Respondent’s advanced emission specialist technician license was in full force and effect at all
times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on February 28, 2009, unless

renewed.

JURISDICTION

8. Business and Professions Code (“Bus. & Prof. Code”) section 9884.7
provides that the Director may invalidate an automotive repair dealer registration.

9. Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.13 provides, in pertinent part, that the
expiration of a valid registration shall not deprive the Director of jurisdiction to proceed with a
disciplinary proceeding against an automotive repair dealer or to render a decision invalidating a
registration temporarily or permanently.

10. Health and Safety Code (“Health & Saf. Code™} section 44002 provides,
in pertinent part, that the Director has ail the powers and authority granted under the Automotive
Repair Act for enforeing the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

11. Health & Saf. Code section 44072.6 provides, in pertinent part, that the
expiration or suspension of a license by operation of law, or by order or decision of the Director
of Consumer Affairs, or a court of law, or the voluntary surrender of the license shall not deprive
the Director of jurisdiction to proceed with disciplinary action.

1
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STATUTORY PROVISIONS

12. Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7 states, in pertinent part:

(a) The director, where the automotive repair dealer cannot show there
was a bona fide error, may refuse to validate, or may invalidate temporarily or
permanently, the registration of an automotive repair dealer for any of the
following acts or omissions related to the conduct of the business of the
automotive repair dealer, which are done by the automotive repair dealer or any
automotive technician, employee, partner, officer, or member of the automotive
repair dealer.

(1) Making or authorizing in any manner or by any means whatever any
statement written or oral which is untrue or misleading, and which is known, or
which by the excrcise of reasonable care should be known, to be untrue or
misleading,

(4) Any other conduct which constitutes fraud.

(¢) Notwithstanding subdivision (b), the director may refuse to
validate, or may invalidate temporarily or permanently, the registration
for all places of business operated in this state by an automotive repair
dealer upon a finding that the automotive repair deaier has, or 1is, engaged
in a course of repeated and willful violations of this chapter, or regulations
adopted pursuant to it.

13.  Bus. & Prof. Code section 477 provides, in pertinent parl, that “Board”

3 &t

includes “bureau,” “commission,” “committee,” “department,” “division,” “examining

LRI

committee,” “program,” and “agency.” “License” includes certificate, registration or other

means to engage in a business or profession regulated by the Bus. & Prof. Code.
14. Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2 states, in pertinent part;
The director may suspend, revoke, or take other disciplinary action
against a license as provided in this article if the licensee, or any partner,
officer, or director thereof, does any of the following:
(1) Violates any section of this chapler {the Motor Vehicle Inspection

Program (Health and Saf. Code § 44000, et seq.}} and the regulations adopted
pursuant to it, which related to the licensed activities.

(¢) Violates any of the regulations adopted by the director pursuant to
this chapter.

{(d) Commits any act involving dishonesty, fraud, or deceil whereby
another is injured . . .
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15. Health & Saf. Code section 44072.8 states that when a license has been
revoked or suspended following a hearing under this article, any additional license issued under
this chapter in the name of the licensce may be likewise revoked or suspended by the director.

Cost Recovery

16. Bus. & Prof. Code section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part, that a Board
may request the administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a
violation or violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the
investigation and enforcement of the case.
CLINTON AVENUE FACILITY

EYEWITNESS CLEAN-PIPE OF MAY 21, 2007

17.  On May 21, 2007, at approximately 1240 hours, representatives of the
Bureau observed a Chevrolet Corsica (later identified as a 1991 Chevrolet Corsic-a, License
#2WNF0642) enter the left inspection bay at Respondent’s Clinton Avenue facility and observed
Respondent Sindberg (hereinafter “Sindberg™) perform a smog inspection on the vehicle. The
representatives determined through information obtained from the Bureau’s Vehicle Information
Database (“VID”) that Sindberg had issued electronic smog Certificate of Compliance
#MS092235C on behalf of Respondent Singh, certifying that from 1247 to 1254 hours, he had
tested and inspected a 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass, License No. SUHTO053, and that the vehicle was
in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. At approximately 1315 hours that same day.
the representatives located the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass parked in the back yard of a private
residence, with a flat tire. The Bureau concluded that Sindberg had conducted the smog
inspection using clean-piping methods', resulting in the issuance of a fraudulent certificate of
compliance for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass.

18.  OnlJuly 5, 2007, the Bureau obtained a copy of a vehicle inspection report

(“VIR™) from Smog 4 Less relating 1o the smog inspection on the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass.

1. Pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 3340.1, “clean piping” means the use of a
sample of the exhaust emissions of ene vehicle in order to cause the Test Analyzer System or Emissions
Inspection System to issve a certificate of compliance for another vehicle.

5
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FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

19. Respondent Singh’s Automotive Repair Dealer Regtstration Number
AT 222344 (hereinafter “ARD registration”) is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Bus. &
Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1), in that Respondent made or authorized a étatement
which he knew or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known to be untrue or
misleading. Respondent’s technician, Sindberg, represented on the VIR that he performed the
smog inspection on the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass in accordance with all Bureau requirements and
that the vehicle had passed inspection and was in compliance with applicable laws and
regulations. In fact, Respondent used clean-piping methods in order to issue a certtficate for the

vehicle and did not test or inspect the vehicle as required by Health & Saf. Code section 44012,

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
| (Fraud)

20. Respondent Singh’s ARD registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in that Respondent committed
an act which constitutes fraud. Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance
for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission
controf devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of
California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
21, Respondent Singh’s Smog Check, Test Only, Station License Number
TF 222344 (hereinafier “smog check station license™) is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to
Health & Sal. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (), in that Respondent failed to comply with
the following sections of that Code:
a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass in accordance with procedures prescribed by

the department.

6
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22.

Section 44015: Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of
compliance for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass without properly testing and
inspecting the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health
& Saf. Code section 44012.

FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary

action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44(172.2, subdivision (c), in that Respondent failed

to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations, title 16:

a.

23.

Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1989

Oldsmobile Cutlass.

Section 3340.35, subdivision (¢): Respondent 1ssued an electronic smog
certificate of compliance for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass even thbugh
the vehicle had not been inspected in accordance with California Code of
Regulations, title 16, section 3340.42.

Section 3340.41. subdivision (¢): Respondent entered false information

into the Emissions Inspection System (“EIS™) by entering vehicle
identification information or emission control system identification data

for a vehicle other than the one being tested.

Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on
the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutiass in accordance with the Bureau’s

specifications.

FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary

action pursuant to Health & Sal. Code scction 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that Respondent

7
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committed a dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful act whereby another is injured. Respondent issued
an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass without performing
a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby
depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle

Inspection Program.

SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

24.  Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license is
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in
that Respondent faiied to comply with the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass in accordance with procedures prescribed by
the department.

b. Section 44059: Respondent willfully made a false statement with regard
to a material matter on the VIR, as set forth in paragraph 19 above.

SEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

25.  Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license is
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision {¢), in

that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations,

title 16:
a. Section 3340.24, subdivision {c): Respondent falsely or fraudulently
issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1989
Oldsmobile Cutlass.
b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent failed to inspect and test
the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass in accordance with Health & Saf. Code
i
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sections 44012 and 44035, and California Code of Regulations, title 16,
section 3340.42,

c. Section 3340.4], subdivision (c); Respondent entered false

information into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or
emission contro! system identification data for a vehicle other than the one
being tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass in accordance with the Bureau’s

specifications.

EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
26.  Respondent’s Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license
is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d),
in that Respondent committed a dishonest, fraudulent, or deceitful act whereby another is injured.
Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1989 Oldsmobile Cutlass
without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the
vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the

Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

VIDEO SURVEILLANCE OF JUNE 6, 2007

27. On June 6, 2007, a representative of the Bureau conducted a surveillance
operation at Respondent’s Clinton Avenue facility. The Bureau determined through the
surveillance operation and information obtained from the Bureau’s VID that Respondent
Sindberg issued electronic smog Certificate of Compliance #MS186934C on behalf of
Respondent Singh, certifying that he had tested and inspected a 1990 Chevrolet Lumina, License
#2SR(C377. and that the vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact,
Respondent conducted the inspection using the exhaust emissions of another vehicle, a 1991
Toyota Camry, License #2WTR725 (clean-piping), resulting in the issuance of a fraudulent

certificate of compliance for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina. The Burcau also determined that the
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1990 Chevrolet Lumina had previously failed two smog inspections performed at another facility
located in Napa, California, once as a gross polluter.”

28. On July 5, 2007, the Bureau obtained a copy of a VIR from Smog 4 Less
relating to the smog inspection on the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina.

NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Untrue or Misleading Statements)

29. Respondent Singh’s ARD Registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1), in that Respondent made or
authorized a statement which he knew or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known to
be untrue or misleading. Respondent’s technician, Sindberg, represented on the VIR that he
performed the smog inspection on the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with all Bureau
requirements and that the vehicle had passed inspection and was in compliance with applicable
laws and regulations. In fact, Respondent used clean-piping methods in order to issue a
certificate for the vehicle and did not test or inspect the vehicle as required by Health & Saf.
Code section 44012,

TENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Fraud)

30.  Respondent Singh’s ARD registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)}(4), in that Respondent committed
an act which constitutes fraud. Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance
for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission controf
devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

i
i1

2. Pursuant to Health & Saf. Cede section 39032.5, “gross polluter” means a vehicle with excess
hydrocarbon, carbon monoxide, or oxides of nitrogen emissions as established by the department in consultation
with the state board.
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ELEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

31, Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that Respondent failed
to comply with the {ollowing sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with procedures prescribed by
the department.

b. Section 44015: Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of
compliance for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina without properly testing and
inspecting the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health
& Saf. Code section 44012.

TWELFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
32.  Respondent Singh’s smog check station license 1s subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (¢), in that Respondent failed
to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations, title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1990
Chevrolet Lumina.

b. Section 3340.35, subdivision (¢): Respondent issued an electronic smog

certificate of compliance for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina even though
the vehicle had not been inspected in accordance with California Code of
Regulations, title 16, section 3340.42.

C. Section 3340.41, subdivision (¢); Respondent entered false information

into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or emission

i
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control system identification data for a vehicle other than the one being
tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with the Bureau’s
specifications.

THIRTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

33.  Respondent Singh’s smog check station license 1s subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that Respondent
committed a dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful act whereby another is injured. Respondent issued
an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina without performing
a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby
depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle

Inspection Program.

FOURTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
34.  Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license 1s
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a),
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with procedures prescribed by
the department.

b. Section 44059: Respondent willfully made a false statement with regard
to a material matter on the VIR, as sct forth in paragraph 29 above.

i/
i
i1
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FIFTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

35. Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license is
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (c), in
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations,
title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

1ssucd an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1990

Chevrolet Lumina..

b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent failed to inspect and test
the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with Health & Saf. Code
sections 44012 and 44035, and California Code of Regulations, titie 16,
section 3340.42.

C. Section 3340.41, subdivision (¢): Respondent entered false

information into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or
emission control system identification data for a vehicle other than the one
being tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina in accordance with the Bureau’s
specifications.

SIXTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deccit)

36.  Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist techmcian license is
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}), in
that Respondent committed a dishonest, fraudulent, or deceitful act whereby another is injured.
Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1990 Chevrolet Lumina

without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the

13
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vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the
Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.
BLACKSTONE AVENUE FACILITY

VIDEO SURVEILLANCE OF JUNE 12, 2007

37. On June 12, 2007, a representative of the Bureau conducted a surveillance
operation at Respondent’s Blackstone Avenue facility. The Bureau determined through the
surveillance operation and information obtained from the Bureau’s VID that Respondent
Sindberg issued electronic smog Certificate of Compliance #MS376764C on behalf of
Respondent Singh, certifying that he had tested and inspected a 1980 Chevrolet Camaro, License
#1DKV602 (the vehicle was subsequently issued a new license plate, #5ZPH711), and that the
vehicle was in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In {act, Respondent conducted
the inspection using the exhaust emissions of another vehicle, a Ford Thunderbird (clean-piping).
resulting in the issuance of a fraudulent certificate of compliance for the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro.
The Bureau also determined that the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro had previously failed two smog
inspections performed in March 2006, at another facility located m Fresno, California. The
vehicle failed both inspections as a gross polluter.

38. On July 5, 2007, the Bureau obtained a copy of a VIR from Smog 4 Less
relating to the smog inspection on the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro.

SEVENTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Untrue or Misleading Statements)
39.  Respondent Singh’s Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number
AK 202254 (hereinafter “ARD Registration™) is subject 10 disciplinary action pursuant to Bus. &
Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1), in that Respondent made or authorized a statement
which he knew or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known to be untrue or
misleading. Respondent’s technician, Sindberg, represented on the VIR that he performed the
smog inspeciion pn the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with all Bureau requirements and

that the vehicle had passed inspection and was in compliance with applicable laws and

i
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regulations. In fact, Respondent used clean-piping methods in order to issue a certificate for the
vehicle and did not test or inspect the vehicle as required by Health & Saf. Code section 44012.

EIGHTEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Fraud)

40. Respondent Singh’s ARD registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant 1o Bus, & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in that Respondent committed
an act which constitutes fraud. Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance
for the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control
devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

NINETEENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

{Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
41.  Respondent Singh’s Smog Check, Test Only, Station License Number
TK 202254 {(hereinafter “smog check station license™) is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to
Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that Respondent failed to comply with
the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with procedures prescribed by
the department.

b. Section 44015: Respondent_issued an electronic smog certificate of
compliance for the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro without properly testing and
inspecting the vehicle to determine if it was in compliance with Health
& Saf. Code section 44012,

i
i
i
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TWENTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
42, Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (¢), in that Respondent failed
to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations, title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

1ssued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1980
Chevrolet Camaro.

b Section 3340.35, subdivision (¢): Respondent issued an electronic smog

certificate of compliance for the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro even though
the vehicle had not been inspected in accordance with California Code of
Regulations, title 16, section 3340.42.

C. Section 3340.41, subdivision (c}: Respondent entered faise information

into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or emission
control system identification data for a vehicle other than the one being
tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with the Bureau’s

specifications,

TWENTY-FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deccit)

43 Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that Respondent
committed a dishonest, {raudulent or deceitful act whereby another is injured. Respondent 1ssued
an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro without performing
a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the vehicle, thereby

i
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depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle

Inspection Program.

TWENTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

44. Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license 1s
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with procedures prescribed by
the department.

b. Section 44059: Respondent willfully made a false statement with regard
to a material matter on the VIR, as set forth in paragraph 39 above.

TWENTY-THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

45, Respondent Sindberg's advanced emission specialist technician hcense 1s
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (¢}, in
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations,
title 16:

d. Section 3340.24, subdivision (c): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

issued an clectronic smog certificate of compliance for the 1980
Chevrolet Camaro.

b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent failed 1o inspect and test

the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with Health & Saf. Code
sections 44012 and 44035, and California Code of Regulations, title 16,
seclion 334042,

C. Section 3340.41, subdivision (¢): Respondent entered false

information into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or
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emission control system identification data for a vehicle other than the
one being tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

the 1980 Chevrolet Camaro in accordance with the Bureau’s
specifications.

TWENTY-FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)

46. Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license 1s
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d}, in
that Respondent committed a dishonest, fraudulent, or deceitful act whercby another is inpured.
Respondent issued an electronic smog certificate of compliance for the 198G Chevrolet Camaro
without performing a bona fide inspection of the emission control devices and systems on the
vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the
Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

VIDEO SURVEILLANCE OF JUNE 28. 2007

47. On June 28, 2007, a representative of the Bureau conducted a surveillance
operation at Respondent’s Blackstone Avenue facility. The Bureau determined through the
surveillance operation and information obtained from the Bureau’s VID that Respondent
Sindberg issucd electronic smog certificates of compliance on behalf of Respondent Singh,
certifying that he had tested and inspected the vehicles identified below (vehicies 1 and 2) and
that the vehicles were in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact. Sindberg
conducted the inspections using clean-piping methods, resulting in the issuance of fraudulent
certificates of compliance for the vehicles. Further, the Bureau determined that vehicle | had
failed a smog inspection as a gross polluter just three days earlier (June 25, 2007); the inspection
was performed at another facility located in Fresno. California. On July 5, 2007, the Bureau
obtained copies of the VIR’s from Smog 4 Less relating to the smog inspections on vehicles 1
and 2.
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Time of Smog | Vehicle Certified Certificate No. | Vehicle Actually
Inspection Tested

1. 08B51-0858 | 1995 Ford Windstar; License #CK28337 | MS515098C Tord Taurus
(the vehicle was subsequently issued a
new license plate, #5YWD824)

2. 0904-0913 | 1984 Honda Accord; License #5UXF431 | MS515099C Toyota Tercel

TWENTY-FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Untrue or Misleading Statements)

48. Respondent Singh’s ARD Registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(1), in that Respondent made or
authorized statements which he knew or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known te
be untrue or misleading. Respondent’s technician, Sindberg, represented on the VIR’s that he
performed the smog inspections on vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above, in
accordance with all Bureau requirements and that the vehicles had passed inspection and were in
compliance with applicable laws and regulations. In fact, Respondent used clean-piping methods
in order to issue certificates for the vehicles and did not test or inspect the vehicles as required by
Health & Saf. Code section 44012,

TWENTY-SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Fraud)

49. Respondent Singh’s ARD registration is subject to disciplinary action
pursuant to Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (a)(4), in that Respondent committed
acts which constitute fraud. Respondent issucd electronic smog certificates of compliance for
vehicles | and 2. identified in paragraph 47 above, without performing bona fide inspections of
the emission control devices and systems on the vehicles, thereby depriving the People of the
State of California of the protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

I
i
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TWENTY-SEVENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Motor Vehicie Inspection Program)

50. Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in that Respondent failed
to comply with the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control {ests on
vehicles 1 and 2. identified in paragraph 47 above, in accordance with
procedures prescribed by the department.

b. Section 44015: Respondent issued clectronic smog certificates of
compliance for vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above, without
properly testing and inspecting the vehicles to determine if they were in
compliance with Health & Saf. Code section 44012,

TWENTY-EIGHTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)
51. Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (¢). in that Respondent failed
to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations, title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or fraudulently

jssued electronic smog certificates of compliance for vehicles I and 2,
identified in paragraph 47 above.

b. Section 3340.35, subdivision (¢): Respondent issued electronic smog

certificates of compliance for vehicles 1 and 2. identified in paragraph 47
above, even though the vehicles had not been inspected in accordance with
California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 3340.42,

C. Section 3340.41, subdivision (¢): Respondent entered false information

into the EIS by entering vehicle identification information or emission
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control system identification data for vehicles other than the ones being
tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on

vehicles 1 and 2, identified 1n paragraph 47 above, in accordance with the
Bureau’s specifications.

TWENTY-NINTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dishonésty, Fraud or Deceit)

52. Respondent Singh’s smog check station license is subject to disciplinary
action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d), in that Respondent
committed dishonest, fraudulent or deceitful acts whereby another is injured. Respondent issued
electronic smog certificate of compliance for vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above,
without performing bona fide inspections of the emission control devices and systems on the
vehicles, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the protection afforded by the
Moto? Vehicle Inspection Program.

THIRTIETH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violations of the Mofor Vehicie Inspection Program)

53. Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license is
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (a), in
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of that Code:

a. Section 44012: Respondent failed to perform emission control tests on
vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above, in accordance with
procedures prescribed by the department.

b. Section 44059: Respondent willfully madc false statements with regard
to a material matter on the VIR’s, as set forth in paragraph 48 above.

i
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THIRTY-FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure to Comply with Regulations Pursuant
to the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program)

54.  Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license 1s
subject to disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (¢), in
that Respondent failed to comply with the following sections of California Code of Regulations,
title 16:

a. Section 3340.24, subdivision (¢): Respondent falsely or {fraudulently

issued electronic smog certificates of compliance for vehicles 1 and 2,
identified in paragraph 47 above.

b. Section 3340.30, subdivision (a): Respondent failed to inspect and test

vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above, in accordance with
Health & Saf. Code sections 44012 and 44035, and California Code of
Regulations, title 10, section 3340.42.

c. Section 3340.41, subdivision (c): Respondent entered false

information into the EIS by entering vehicle tdentiftcation information or
emission control system identification data for vehicles other than the ones

being tested.

d. Section 3340.42: Respondent failed to conduct the required smog tests on
vehicles 1 and 2, identified in paragraph 47 above, in accordance with the

Bureau’s specifications.

THIRTY-SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(dishonesty, Fraud or Deceit)
55. Respondent Sindberg’s advanced emission specialist technician license 1s
subject o disciplinary action pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.2, subdivision (d),
that Respondent committed dishonest, fraudulent, or deceitful acts whereby another is injured.
Respondent issued electronic smog certificates of compliance for vehicles 1 and 2, identitied 1n

paragraph 47 above, without performing bona fide inspections of the emission control devices
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and systems on the vehicle, thereby depriving the People of the State of California of the
protection afforded by the Motor Vehicle Inspection Program.

OTHER MATTERS

56. Pursuant 10 Bus. & Prof. Code section 9884.7, subdivision (c). the
Director may refuse to validate, or may invalidate temporarily or permanently, the registrations
for all places of business operated in this state by Respondent Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4
Less, including, but not limited to. Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number AF 222344
and Automotive Repair Dealer Registration Number AK 202254, upon a finding that said
Respondent has, or is, engaged in a course of repeated and willful violations of the laws and
regulations pertaining to an automotive repair dealer.

57. Pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.8, if Smog Check, Test
Only, Station License Number TF 222344, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less,
is revoked or suspended, any additional license issued under this chapter in the name of said
licensee, including, but not limited 10, Smog Check, Test Only, Station License Number
TK 202254 and Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License Number EA 306741, may be
likewise revoked or suspended by the Director,

58, Pursuant to Health & Saf. Code section 44072.8, if Smog Check, Test
Only, Station License Number TK 202254, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less,
is revoked or suspended, any additional license issued under this chapter in the name of said
licensee, including, but not limited o, Smog Check, Test Only, Station License Number
TF 222344 and Advanced Emission Specialist Technician License Number EA 306741 may be
likewise revoked or suspended by the Director.

59. Pursuant 1o Health & Saf. Code section 44072.8, if Advanced Emission
Specialist Technician License Number EA 315216, issued to Respondent James Florian
Sindberg, is revoked or suspended, any additional license issued under this chapter in the name
of said licensee may be likewise revoked or suspended by the Director.
i1
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PRAYER

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein
alleged, and that following the hearing, the Director of Consumer Affairs issue a decision:

1. Temporarily or permanently invalidating Automotive Repair Dealer
Registration Number AF 222344, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less;

2. Temporarily or permanently invalidating Automotive Repair Dealer
Registration Number AK 202254, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less;

3. Temporarily or permanently invalidating any other automotive repair
dealer registration issued to Sarbjit Singh;

4, Revoking or suspending Smog Check, Test Only, Station License
Number TF 222344, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less;

5. Revoking or suspending Smog Check, Test Only, Station License
Number TK 202254, issued to Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less;

0. Revoking or suspending any additional license issued under Chapter 5 of
the Health and Safety Code in the name of Sarbjit Singh, including, but not limited to, Advanced
Emission Specialist Technician License Number EA 306741;

7. Revoking or suspending Advanced Emission Specialist Technician
License Number EA 315216, issued to James Florian Sindberg;

8. Revoking or suspending any additional license issued under Chapter 5 of
the Health and Safety Code in the name of James Florian Sindberg:

9. Ordering Respondent Sarbjit Singh, owner of Smog 4 Less, and James
Florian Sindberg, to pay the Director of Consumer Affairs the reasonable costs of the
1
"
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investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions Code section
125.3;

10. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

baTED: - - O

./-///7 011 //L{/\—/

SAERRY MEN].
Chief
Burecau of Automotive Repair
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of Califorma

Complainant

03562-113-5A2007102422
phd; 09/18/2007
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