
. S'I'JVl'E OJ? NEW ~TBHS1i! 
Depa141 tmen.t ·or LEtW :::i:niJ i?ub lX c ::'.r::; '· Ly · 

DIVIS I.Ol\i r_,·;.11 .h.LGOi.·l:JLIC. I~E"\TEHLCC~ {}::.H .. J;.:'.\IW.L 
1100 Hr:;!.y1w:\ncl Bl vd.ai Ns;v,r,:;:~rk j 2. ·N.; t1 w 

BULLETIN 1120 

.. 

TABLE OF· CONTENTS 
·-··; 

:'. . . 

·~ ·' 

ITEM 

l. NEW LEGISLATION· - (1) RECIPROCAL ACT CONCERNING CLASS .B · ... 
(WHOLESALER 8S) LICENSE. - CLASS B .LICENSEE NOT RESIDENT OR 
INCORPORATED IN NEW JERSEY PROHIBITED FROM SE-LLING OR ' 
DISTRIBUTING DIRECTLY ·To RETAILERS IF LAWS OF SUCH. 
LICENSEE'S STATE ·oF- RESIDENCE OR INCORPORATION DO NOT - ._ 
PERMIT SUCH PRIVILEGE TO' NEW JERSEY RESIDENTS AND . 
CORPORATIONS - (2) PUBLICATION ·AND MAINTENANCE. ·oF· MINIMUM :, . 
PRICES IN ·SALE OF MALT ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES TO CONSUMERS •. 

2-. APPELLATE DECISIONS. -·.SPORTSMAN 300 v Ii> .. NUTLEY~ . 

. 3. APPELLATE DEC·ISIONS - BRYSON v~ BEVERLY o ... 

· 4. ,DISC':i:PLINARY PROCEEDINGS (Egg Harbor Township).· - .FRAUD IN·· .. 
·APPLICATION AS TO UNDISCWSED PARTNER - AIDING. AND ABETTING, 

.. NON;..LICENSEE TO EXERCISE RIGHTS AND- PRIVILEGES OF . A . · · .. 
LICENSE · .;.. UNQUALIFIED EMPLOYEE - PRIOR RECORD .. _ NO· .. "LOCUS:. 
POENITENTIAE 1.1 . - ILLEGAL SITUATION CORRECTED - LICENSE , .. .. 

- Sl!SPENDED FOR 15 DAYS. . . .. ...... . 

5.. . DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS . (Newark). - FAISE. ANSWER IN" . _ 
. APPLICATION AS TO BENEFICIAL OWNER OF CORPORATE STOCK ~ 
'AIDING AND ABETTING NON-LICENSEE TO _EXERCISE.RIGHTS AND 
. PRIVILEGES OF· A LICENSE. - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR BALANCE· 
OF TERM, WITH LEAVE TO LIFT AFTER EXPIRATION OF 15 DAYS 

. FRqM EFFECTIVE DATE t) . 

' . . 

:'" . 

64l. APPE.LLATE DECISIONS - ENNO ET AUL. v~ HOWELL.TOWNSHIP AND · ; · HYMAN. . . - - . 

· .7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS (Paterson) ~ CHARGE -ALLEGING ~ALES. 
TO MINORS, DISMISSED. 

8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS (Mt. Ephraim) - SALES TO ·.MINORS -· 
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 .DAYS, .·LESS 5 FOR PLEAo · . . . 

' - . ' 

g·.. APPELLATE DECISIONS ~ ENGELHORN v. BELMAR (ORDER FIXING . · 
EFFECTIVE DATES OF SUSPENSION AFTER LICENSEE RESUMED . 
BUSI}IESS) o 

10.. STATE LICENS'.ES - NEW APPLICATION FILED.,. 

New Jersey State Ub(SfY 

\ .. 



. ". ". 
·-'· :.···;.::PAdE ... 3·.·~· .. · 

. •, 

": ...... 
. . \. · . .:- ··::~ 
.•. • .'~ :· • ·! I 

. . . 

· ·~ u ,.._.APPELLATE DEOISIONS ~ SPORTSMAN jqtJ' :v~. NUT!iEY ~<. 

. . ~ ': - ·:~ ·_~:. 

SPORTSMAN 366.ii trading as 
~PORTSMAN 300,. . 

-vs-

.. BOAJID OF. COMMISSIONERS OF· 

' ) :· .. 

) '.: 

) 

: ' - . ~ . ., . ··""< 

.-: .. 
. ,. . ~ ... ;" 

.. ·~ . •''.i. ·.· ·:---:' 

. . -. ~·· o·N APPEAL·~·~·'. ·-. 
. CONCLUSIONS ~NJ)-' ORI?ER. 

I / 

-THE ~.OWN OF NUTLEY~. , 

Re SP(?ii.~ent ~. ) ..... · "/'. · ·. ·· · 

Sid~;;-E:-N~;k;:;;i~~;~E;~::-;;; G. George A4do~i~io/ .Esq\~ .·· 
Attorney ·f'6r Appellant_~;· . : 

William F" Go1.,man..? Esq &.J· Attorney fqr/Respondenu., · .: · ?~/ · ·· 
. . •. :.J/-. 

BY .THE DIRECTOR.~ 
;/ . r ·; ---~ :: '., . 

. . . This) is an app~al. from.· responderit.'.s :·~ci1ori-.:·:wher:·~·~~:··ft'/:,.'~'..:·:.:.,. · 
... ·::susp~nded .app~llant·'s ~plenary· retail. e~sv.mption. l~o~,n~~ .. ,~,o~f.\; ··. · 

-. r for- premises 173 Franklin Avenue,; Nutley., for·· a. pe:riqd ·'.o~;.·ten· 
. days,, effective March ·1a., 1956; upon a. find~ng.· .or. guilt in · 

discdplinary procee,.dings :on ·a -chaPge alleging: that on J~nuary 
· 18 and 19, 1956_. it :sold, served and delivered a:lcohol.ic .. ~~ver­

ages- ,to a minor and permitted the .. consumption-. of sucp beverages . 
by said minor fn and upon its licensed premise.a-, in vio·latioµ · 
of Rule l of State Regulations No o ?.O-: · · '· 

Upon the· fi.lJ.ng of the appeal, an ·orde~, was ~nt$;red, on 
March 13.9 ·1956~ st.aying respondent's order df :s·uspens:t.on .until 
the entry of a fur·t.he1"'. order hereino lto~ Sc1 33.:1~31~ · ... ::~~ ... ·t·:: .· > 

. . . . . ' .·. ' . ·. . ' . : .. ' . . { .: ... _ -~.; ':' . .... .. ·.; .. :_::J:'>,.' ·, ·,,,· .. : :\' !-~'~·· 

. J\ppe;tlant 'in it$ petition or ~.apt)eai: .·all~g~s . ~ha~··. (l l.~ _.,J!.· ... ;::' 
respondent di.d. not prove .that the person _alleged to ha~~-~.: .. ·be~n-~:.:"' 
served ··was under t·he p.ge of 21 years,; (2) res·ponde·nt:':.diii':· not-..··:-'., 
·establish the identity of the person alleged. ~o have been_.:·:· : 
.s·erved,; (3) Ra S" 33 :·1-77 is a criminal s tatut~. and· i.~· not .. ~.­
applicable to a .licensee in disciplinary pro.ce'-edirigs,·f and: {4 ):,:· ... 

.. the · findj,;ngs of ~esporident wer_e contrary to tne vteight. or· ·the .~> 
·evj_qence a:nd arbitrary Q . ~ ·: 

.. ; , 

., At the hearing her~ein Whioh ·was hearci d;-~ novo.' pur.s\ilifit .... : ' 
to Rule 6 of State Regulations No~ 15~ .John -= te·s·tifiea·~· _.:bi . .-·:\ 

· · ··subs·tance, that he wa·s born November 3'.$ 1935; that e~rly ·.in_ · ·· 
· Decemb~r 1955,, he, accompanied by his father,. visited de;rend- . , 
ant va lic·ensed premises· ·at Which time Daniel Marese,, .th¢ managep . .:: 
ther·e9f:; refused to serve him a glass of bee~ ·whe'n informe<J, ... ' '-_ i, 

tha.t he 1itas a minor;· tha.t· on December· .10,, · 1955, he .. · was.· e·mployed ·.> ~ .. 
by Mare'Se as a pin boy o:o the lieen~ed. premis~ .. s; ·.,that· some ··time. '_· 1: 

prior -'~o January 18, 1956, he told Marese that he., was :21 years \ .. 
. :;·.of .age~;. that at about 11 :00' p C>lfil·.t / J.8.r)uary ·18, 1956,, h~. wa~ at ·.· _. < .. ·the bar in defendant's· licensed pr'entts~s.·and·w~·s sE;!rved a ·:glass ... ··, . 
. of beer and eight glasses of wine· by ·Marese who required' ~no. . ._,· 
. written proof of hls age,; and that he left the premises in the ·\ 

:,···earl~ hours of lJanuary · 19, 19?i6 in _an intox.icated' .. condi.~-i6n.· ... ~: ;: .. ) 
.and 'passed out on the ·street v and.; 'was piokec:l up by the -.;;: .. ·.·'. .. -. .· 
police 11 

o . John rs bix1th certificate was· introduced· in· e'Videhce .~:·. 
J . . . . . . . _,· ...... <<:'.~:··;....~ :-.· <:-:::·:~.;\' 

· .. " Daniel Mat,tfese··te,stified that 'he ·bas be.en· manag~r-'of ~·· .... ._ · -
defendant 1s, lice'i1$ed premises stnce April 1955·r:·thB:t he· tj.~etf:,:··· ..r 

J ~-' 

, ' 
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authority ;I the bµrdet1. <?f:-:,e.:s·~.~'bl·i~pirtg: t·~~t the· .. a:~t'l:on · 9f :'~µcl't}::·:.·/:\'.Y'f'J 
issuin·g authority was·· arbit~a~y.··:~?ld.,-.sh6l1:,L~ .b'~ ··~ever.seq: res-t;s: ... :'_"'.>~;:;./L'-:;' · 
With appellant 0 :.·Rule ·Q .. · or:.·:~.ta.t~: ]~,~g.ulatfqris:-.:No.8 _. ... 15 e ':.Skr·ipko ,-,,,-~'Y(;~.~,· 
Raritan_, Bulletin 1081;::.rt~n{.:I--~. :.:... · · · · · · · · .. · · · · ·_, "·:;:.:::~.:}.· · " 

-----The Hearer, 1i1 li~s rePo~t; .. reOommeiided that ire~,pbiid~nt{f~j/.:·,;{f1)• •.. 
action be affi:rmed., .; -· .. · · ·. · · ' . 

. . ,: .· . : ... 

on May 14:;. 195(:).; .apJ>eiian.t:.<tiiecf.·except-ion.s :to:·the. ·. . .· ... :· .. ·.•· 
Hearer 2 s· Report purs.uarjt· ·to .. -fi:li:J:¢•:• ;l.~t of .. State·· ijegui~tions. N.o ~· .15;,·.~{::·:.>'. ... 
and on May ~2 ~ 1956~ co,unsel .~::e6f.".:th~/re.$pec._tive. :par~·:1:es .. ··appeared<'.::·"./';··,. 
be fore me on oral ·argtiment at wl).i:cn.:(time it· was"· stipula:ted. · · '··:.(:.<: ..... 
between the parties . tha:t. the:·transc:r~pt .of ··the proceedi.rigs. ·be·ror~'tt · 
the local issuing authori~i- :(ri9t · proQ.µe:ed ·at the hearing on. : .. :.,:·::.:'-.::-\:·:· .. 
appeal) be made part o.f ._:th~ r.e.~_ord. . .ht?;reih· "for the· -so·1e.-·ptJrp·oa:e:::: .. :· · 
of determiriing··1r .appellant-~s -:con,.te.l}tion. ·is· correct ·that .the ... ;.:.<"'~'.(·.· .. · 
minor in question execut·ed'. a ... :wr1t~~g _·repre.sentfng· hims.elf· t·o /be'.,./}'::·s:.<. 
21 years o:f age· on wh~ch ~:~p.p.e'!.lan.t:· relied·o . r· have .~:x:amin~d,~ .. ·.s~·:~d.;.f;i: _:,., 

~~~~~;~;; ' 
been established by· a .prepo'nder.anc.~:, of th~. evidence ·and·:·that·.··i.tr:f:..{~'.:".. 
action was neither arbitrar.y: rior ... '.·capricious o· : :The ·:a.c·t1ofr'; o·:f. ,;the/::~:':}: 
respondent will be affirmed, the· appeal wi.11 ·be dlsmis.sed ·arid)':::·-,:,.: 
the ten~day suspension hereto.fore ,imposed will be reins.ta~e.d'o .. · . " 

ORDERED that. the a.ct1·on. o.f re!spondent be:. and the .aame.}1&"~ 
hereby affirmed ai'ld the appeal· .herein· be and the same· is 
dismissed,. and it is . further ' . . . . 

ORDERED that the ten-day suspensiozl by X'espohdent Of . 
appel1a.nt is· 1955 .. .;56 Plenary Retail C'onsumption .Liderise · ·c~1; ·for: :., .. -:/ .... 
premises 173 Franklin·,'Avenue:.; .· ~11t~~Y~ '_,be ·~d · the:.~~aJJie·: i~ ~ere:by:.~::;.;:;~~,·-'<,~· .. _. 
restored- and reimposed .. to commence :.·at·· 2-~00 a_eµi·$ .·June· :11; ... l956':~>·>>:r,{.<·· .: 
and terminate at 2 ~oo a"em e ... June "21, 1;J956.@ . . '.i'.. ... . '.. > ·:'·:o:-·_;·t.""" 

_, . . . . . . . . ·, .. \. . ~· . -;. . . . ':· : : . , ~ 

. . "WILLIAlVl. 'HOWE. 'DA VIS 
; . · · ·n1rector ~:.:,. ·· · · 

" .. 
. -. ' . . . 

.. :. -. 

, --~" -;,·~ ' 
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F1RANCrs· BRYSON and JVll\HY fHf\'.~~Ul-J ·' 
trading as PALACE CAFE, 

r.· 
_,,). 

·Appellant8;7 

-vs-

) 

) 

) 

) 

. ON f\P P.EliL 
CONCLUSIONS Al'fD OHDEH 

COMJvlON COUNCIL OF THE. CITY 
OF BEVERLY, 

Respondent D ) 

------------------------~-------~ . 
Dimon, Haines·& Bunting, Esqs., by Dominick ,J. Ferrelli, ·Esq., 

. Attorne~s for Appellants~ 
Sidney We Bookbinder, Esq., Attorney.for Respondent. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

This is an appeal from respondent's action on. Febru.ary 
14~ 1956, whereby it denied appell~nts' application to trans~ 

·fer their plenary re tail consumption license. from 209 Broad · · 
Street tb 301-303 Warren.Str~et, Beverly~ · , · 

The petition of appeal sets forth and the answer admits 
that the application 0a~ denied for the following·stated 
reasons: 

u (a) it is not in the public interest; in thC1.t children 
. congregate tn this area .. · The inter9ec·tion at whi;ch 
the new license would be operated is a safety 
patrolled intersection with ·children as monitors. 

(b) rl1here ~Ll"'e thrc;e te erH3.gc' rnce ting p:U).ce_s tn th_e v~;1">y 
c>rea uf the prop9::H~d tn:;.n~::i fer. 

( c) 1J111.(..;Tt.': L:i no ut::i:XI J'oJ .<1. liccnfH~ at Lhe propoDed ·~rarw­
fer. s:Ltc:, · L'or· Un:: f't:-~n.;jm1 that. the-! olace .from which 
tti.t:·! lJe(;11;::c :i~] Lo y,L .. t1):-:in~'..Jl't:rre<J. is· equally conveni""'.·. 
ent to the <~ onu urne r·· .. 

.. . . 

(er). 'I11H~ .lff'oposeci e1·1c.=.mge livould not ·be tn .ha~Pmony 11Ji th 
the ge·61:!T'al public inteT'C~-3t Of a smaJ.l SUbU:r'bC-:J.n. corn-· 
muni_Jy.J :Juch as Beverly) Ne1t~ Jersey ... " 

The petition of appeal alleges that the reasons adv~nced 
for denial are insufficient; tha"t appellants·werie denied a fair· 
hearing ln that several members of respondent. Council.had pre­
viously ~tated that.they would not vote for the propbsed trans-· 
fer and that the decision was the result Qf prejudice. 

The evidence herein establi~h~s that cippellants seek·to 
transfer their ~icense a distance of 1,500 f~ei from a section 
zoned J'or bustness to anotheP section similarly zoned. 'l'he 
Premises known as 301--303 Warr·en Street are located at the co:r·­
ner of Cooper and Warren Streets, the busiest intersection.in · 
Beverily. 1'he bus which carries pupils to and from ·the High 
School stops at said.intersection and said intersection is 

-- monitored by school children. One of the memhers of respon­
dent Council, ·who is also ChJ.ef' o·r Police, tefftif'ied thElt 

· between January 1954 and S~ptember 1955 a~ least ten telephbne· 
Calls to q. uell ·firfht~':' ("!}1'"] d1" Qt•i'I"""'ba1·1c~:,c:' <t-i- ·:1·op· ·-:i-Jl<<·r1t·c: I p·t-ic::ic•.-·_,l:,+-. - · ,__. , ,,J '· \.. · - • L.1 . - ..; '- ;.J (_. V C,,:... . ~ .,._. , .. .., . , l-.,. , '··'UV. l Lt 

-pr·emises were rr.-::ee1vc:.:d by the Poli.ce DE:paFtni(o;nt from ri.ppell:}nts 
o:r other >:·r·Donr_;. 
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It further appears fr6m the evidence that appellantM 
filed a previous application .for a similar transfer of ~t}~ir 
licen·se,, A public hearing the.re.on was• scheduled to be he1d 
by respondent on November 14, 1955~. When the meeting op~ned, · 
the .City Clerk announced that he had received.no· proper 1appli-: 
cation and· the then a.ttorney. f'or appellants ·stated that };le was 
withdrawing. the application •. : Thereafter it was ·suggeste1

~i'.Lthat,,. 
since interested persons were present, they should be given an : 
opportunity to be heard., The· Qity Cierk read correspondence 
and petitions, and three members .of the present Council stated 
that they were opposed to the trans.fer and would vote aga>:ti:nst 
it when a proper application was· re.ceived •. Thereafter the .... 
present application was filed and denied after a public hearing . 
held on February 14·, 1956. Luther Ts Smith, W:ho was then 

·President of respondent Council, testified .. that all ·persons 
present at said public hearing were· allowed to be heard·; that '.. . 
at the close of the hearing five members of the Council (incluq~ 
ihg.:; himself and the other two· .members who stated on November 
14; 1955, that they opposed· the transfer)· voted in favor ·of the· 
resolutions denying the application and two other members of the· 
Council voted against ~aid .r~'s.ol~t.ion. Councilman .Smith further· .. 
testified that he was not opposed to: the Brysons, but was · .. 
opposed to a saloon at Cooper. and .Warren Streets. : Councilman " . 
John S., Ruggeri (also Chief of Police)·testified that on February. 
14, ~956,. he voted in favor of the resolution denying t.he app11·- . 
cation bU:t that· he had an -"open mind" at said hearing despite ·• 
the fact that he stated on November.14,, 1955, that he was ,. 
opposed to the transfer. Cotmcil~an Harry McCloskey testified 
that on February 14., 1956, ·he· voted in favor .of the resolution 

_denying the application and admitted that he had stated, on 
November 14, 1955, that he was o·ppose·d ·to ·the transfer.. The 
President of the Board of Educati9n of Beverly, a member of 
.s-aid Board, and the Pastor .of .. the· First Baptist Church testified: 
at the hearing herein, that they opposed the transfer. Numerous.:. 
letters and petitions opposing· the transfer had.been presented 
to respondent, before and at. the hearing below· and were ·intro.­
duced into ~viderice at the- .hear'_in·g. held herein.· 

On behalf of appellants, '_Francis w. Bryson (one of the 
licensees) testified that the transfer is sought because · 11r 
think it gs a better business place up on the corner, on the 

: main Street 11 II . 
. .'·· 

. · .. 

There is no inherent ~ight to.t~ansfer a 1icerise.to other 
pr·emises ~ The issuing authority, ... in the exercise of its· discre-· 
tion, may grant or deny such.transfer. If denied· on reasonable~ 

- : . 

groundsj such action wfll b~ affirmed. Fafalak v. Bayonne, · ... 
Bulletin 95, Item 5; VanSchoick v~ Howell, Bulletin ·120, Item 6i. : .. 
Castro & Rodrigu~ v. Newark, ·Bulletin 1054·, Item 2. In Masar· .: 
v,. Montville, Bulletin 252, Item·6,. Commissioner Burnett,· in 
afflrming .a den·1a1 of a trans fer in. a small c"ommuni ty J said: 

"Itf? inhabitants are not unreasonable in objecting to 
the location 6f ~ liquor place ~t the center ot their 
community and at a corne.r where their school children 
congre~ate·for transportatio:n to high school .. " 

There is no evidence ~n th1s case that appellants we.re 
denied a· fair heariing or that:: c:in:>rJnembe,r of respondent Council 
was improperly motivated. I· ~ind that the·~pplication. was· 
denied on reasonable grounds;ripd, herice, the actibh of respon~ 
dent will be affirmed. · · 

. Aceorcangly ·' it is,. on· t·his )J.th .day of. Ji.me, 1956,, .· 
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:) 

UNDISCLOSED Pi\HrYN.L.;{ - I\IJHNG J\l':JD F\P.J~;_:_1 ::enrG NON-LICEW:n~.Li~ :_cio 
EXERC-ISE HIGH 1I1S AND PIUVILEGEls Oli' A LICENSE - UNQU /.\LIFIEJJ 
EMPLOYEE - PRIOR RECORD ·- NO. "wcus POENI'rENTIJ\E II - ILLEGAL 
SITUATION CORRECTED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYSo 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against · 

JENNIE TURLINSKI 
Albany Avenue near Germantown 

Avenue 

) 

) 

) 

) -West Atlantic City 
Egg Harbor Township 
PO Box 182, Pleasantville~ NoJe,) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Distri­
bution License D-2, issued by the 
Egg Harbor Township Committeee 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Paul M. Salsburg, Esq~ and Irving Ao Lilienfeld, Esqe, 
Attorneys for Defendant-licensee. 

William F. Wood, Esq., appearing for Division of Aicoholic. 
Beverage Controlo 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant ·pleaded not guilty to charges which may be 
summarized as follows: 

i.; In application dated June 2, 1955, 
she denied that any other person had an 
interest in the license applied for, whereas 
her husband, Charles P. Turlinski, was a co­
owner of t._he licensed business; said false · 

. statement ·being in violation of R" Sa 
33:1-25~ 

2., Since about July 28, 1949, she aided 
and abetted her husband to exercise the 
rights and privileges of her licenses; in 
violation of R. s. 33:1-52e 

3. On December 14, 1955, and ·prior 
thereto, she knowingly employed her husband, 
an unqualified- ·person; in violation of Rule 
1 of State Regulations Noe 13a 

At the hearing herein an ABC agent testified that, 
during the course of an investigation in December 1955, 
he obtained sworn statements from defendant and her husbando 
These statements were received as exhibits in the casee 
From the statement given by defendant and from her testimony 
at the hearingf

1 
it appears that in 1945 she and ·her husband -

purchased the Mizpah Hotel" in Mizpah, Ne JG, with funds 
obtained from War Bonds they had saved and from profits of a 
grocery store previously operated elsewhere by her husband; 

........... ,. 



· ,T 1 -1 
i-,\1.l 

that. she 2.pp1ied for D. Llquo:c license for r3a id 9rem1r.H.::iJ 
becaus.e a Magist1late of th·e municipality a.c1vi$ed her that 
her husband could not hqld a. license but that he "is perntt­
ted to help you; 11 that she obtained the license :i.n her GD.me 
and renewed it each year thereafter until 1949. It furthef> 11 

appears that in 19l~9 defendant. obtai.ned a person-to-person· -
and place-to-place transfer of the license· she now holds; 
that the money used in said transaction was obtained from the 
sale of the "Mizpah Hotel;" that, prior to said transfer, she 
received from an attorney (not conne6ted with the present pro~ 
ceeding) advice similar to that which she received in 1945. 
Defendant admits that she and her husband "conduct the bus ihess 
together." Defendant's husband was, in fact, ineligible to 
work on licensed premises pribr to April 6, 1956, when I 
entered an order lifting his .. disqualification pursuant to 
R. S~ 33:1-31.20 On the evidence herein, I find defendant 
guilty as charged, but shall consider in mitigation the testi­
mony of. defendant and her husband that they acted -in good 
faith arid in reliance upon the aforesaid advice·s 

Defendant has a prior record. Effective .January 9, 
1956, I suspended her license for fifteen days after she 
pleaded non vult to a charge of selling to a minor 
{Re Tur1Ii1Ski, Bulletin 1095, Item 7)., However, since the 
violation herein occurred long prior to the effective date of 
said suspension, no "locus poenitentiae" intervened and I ,shall 
not ·consider this a second offense (Re Penta, Bulletin 1054, · 
Item 5)., .I am advised by attorney for defendant that Charles 
P. Turlinski no longer has any financial interest in the busi­
ness, but is now employed therein on a salary basise Under 
the circumstances, I find that the unlawful situation has now 
been corrected, and I shall suspend defendant's license for 
fifteen days (Re Melillo, Bulletin 1091, Item 8) o . 

.-""" 

. Accordingly, it is,. on this 23rd day .of May, 1956, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-2,. 
issued by the Egg Harbor Township· Committee to Jennie Turlinski, 
for premis·es on Albany Avenue near Germantown Avenue, West 
Atlantic City, Egg Harbor Township, be and the same. is· hereby 
suspended for fifteen (15) days, commencing at 9:00 a.m.-June 
4, 1956, and terminating at 9 :OO a Gm El Jun·e 19, 1.956., : · 

/ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director. 
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5 .. DISCIP.LJX/\HY L'li.t.:<>:~J~·:!_,;11\JrX; -· J.1
' • •• L;~rn ilN; .' ... <:. I".i t..?i.'/.LICf\. 1.l.1I01"f .M) TO 

BENEFICIAL OWNEH OJY COHPOJ~.i\ 1l1.L:: ~Y.l\JCK - AIDING .l\ND /\'FJ.F,rI''l1ING 
NON-LICENSEE r.ro EXEHCISE HIGlPi\) AND P.HIVILEGES OP .A. LICENSE -
LICENSE SUSPENDED F'OH Bl-\Ll\NCE OF ~rEHM, WI'rFI LEJ\VE TU LIF'J' 
AFTER EXPIRATION OF,. 15 DAYS FROM EFFEC 1l1IVE DATE e 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
· Proceedings against 

·•PALMERO 'S BAR, INC" 
118 Bank Street 
Newark 2, N ., J (t , 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
~ion License C-75, issued by the ) 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control of the City of ) 
Newarke 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Sidney Siinandl, Esqg, Attorney for Defendant-licenseeo 
William Fe Wood, Esq0, appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control& 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded !l9!!. vult to the following charges: 

111. . In your app llca ti.on dated May. 24, 1955, filed 
with the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of 
Newark, upon which you obtained your current plenary 
retail consumption license and wherein you list7&_ your 
·shareholders in answer to Question 22 as Angelina Palmero 
(a shares or 80%), Frances Palmero (1 share or 10%) and 
Gloria Langston {1 share or 10%), you falsely stated 8Nog 
in answer to Question 23, which asks : wHas any" c .indi­
vidual other than the stockholders hereinbefore set forth 
any beneficial interest, directly or indirectly, in the 
stock held by said stockholders?!, whereas in truth and 
fact Angelo Palmero (not mentioned in the application as a 
s.tockholder or as beneficially interest~d in any of your 
stock) had such an interest in that he and Angelina 
Palmero were the real and beneficial owners of all of your 
stock; said false statement being in violation. of ·Res~ 
33:1-25. 

112 to F1'lom abo.u·t May 2, 1955 until the present time~ you 
knowingly aided .and abetted Angelo Palmero to exercise, 
.contrary to Ro S .. 33 :1-26, tbe rights and privileges of 
your successive plenary retail consumption licenses; thereby 
yourself_ violating Re Se 33:1-520 11

· · . 

. The file herein discloses that the application dated May 
24, 1955, for renewal of defendant's license listed Angelina 
Palmero as president, treasurer and a director of the defendant 
corporate licensee and also holder of eight shares or 80% of it~ 
stock; Frances Palmero (now Frances Convery) as secretary and 
director and hold.er of one share or 10% of its stock, and 
Gloria Langston as a director and holder~ of one share 01') 10% of 
itf;1 stock~ 

An investigation conducted in this matter revealed that 
·one Angelo Palmero,, hus,band of Angelina Palme1"to and father of 
Ii'r.ances Palmero {now Frances Convery) and Gloria Langston actu­
ally owned one-half of the total number of shares which· were 
shown in the application to be issued and outstanding, and that 

· h:ts w:1.fe owned the other r.1.al.J' the:r1eof 3 1'h1s fact_, accoJ:-iding to 
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a :::1worn DtatetaGnt g:i.ven b;y Ane;e Lina Palmero :J v.JEu:~ not dj_;:3eJ.q:-.H.~d 
because her husband had been conv1cted oL' a. c:c:trne Jn 193(5 .. it:· 

Said falsification resulted in the institution of the afar~~: 
said charges Q 

In ·a proceeding decided herewith I have expressed Jche 
opinj~on that the crime of Which Angelo Pa.lmer-o had been convic­
ted involved the element of moral turpitude and, hence, he was 
:lhel~.gible to b.e associated w'ith the alcoholic beverage 
industry" I·have.9 however, by an order dated simultaneously 
herewi th.9 i,,emoved said disqualification (Re Palmero, Case No. 
1246) G · ~hus,. by reason of said or.der, Angelo Palmero is hot 
presently ineligible to be connected with the liquor industry" 

.. ,• . •. 

. .. 
·r.n··the .proceedings in question Angelo. Palmero testified .. - . 

"Well, I was in the cab qusiness and I sold the cab" It was 
all her money'" ·She always worked, and in other.words,_ i.t -is 
mostly her money~ " Under all of the circumstances ·appearing 
in this case, and in view o:f the fac.t that defendant h~s no.­
prior adjudicated record, I would ordinarily suspend its. ·. · . 
.license for a period of fifteen days (Re Melillo,, Bulletin .· · . 
1091,, Item 8; Re Turlinski, 'decided. herewith)~ H;owever, since 
the illegal situat.ion with Angelo Palmero as the undisclosed __ 
owner of 50% of defendant's stock. continues· to exis.t, .·I have no. 
alternative but· to suspend the license for the .balance of .. its · 
terme· . The .attorney fori defendant has informed me by le.tter·". 
that,,i if the disqualification of Angelo Palmero is removed, . 
50Jb of defenda.nt 's stock will ·1nunediately be· transferred to him.· 

. I shall acc~pt proof of ~aid transfer of stock as· a correction. 
of the "illegal situation. ·If and when the unlawful situation· 
ls actually corre·cted, I shall entertain a petition to lift· the· · 

·suspension lmposed and restore the license. Iri any"event., ·how.:.. 
ever~ the suspension will not be lifted unt11 at ·1east fifteen 
days after~ the effective ·ctate of said suspension to be. imposed 
h~rein have elapsed a · l. 

AccoPdingly, it is,._ on this 23rd day of May, 19$6, 

ORDERED that_ Plenary '.Reta.il Consumption License· C-75,, . 
issued by· the Munic:Lp~i:J .. Board of Alcoholic ·Beverage Control o·r, 
the City of .Newark to Palmero 1s /Bar, Inc., for premises 118 .· 
Bank Street_, Newark~ be. and the same is hereby suspended. for 
the balance of its term.~ effective .at 2 :00 a.ms June ·4., 1956_"; 
and it is fu.t1the1-> · · 

·.' .. 
" . 

OHDEltED that, in t11e event·· the illegal· situation is 
pror1erly cor1'"iected, .a petition may be filed to lift the· said . 
·suspension iri accordance· with the terms h~refnabove ·expPessed, 
but in no eyent wlll the .. suspension b~ lifted until the expira­

. tiorr of ftfteen (15) days from .. the tH'fective date:,t~ereof ,,·: 

.. ·i 

" WIL~IAM .HOWE DAVIS. 
Directorg· 
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6.o APPELLNl1E DECJ.d IU~l3 ·- ENNO E11 f1.LS" v ~ HOWE)~L rroWNSHIP AND 
HYMAN. 

EDWARD ENNO, CHAHLES DEANE, 
CATHERINE WALLENBERGER and ,_ 
THOMAS ROCCO, 

A p pe l lart ts , 
i 

-vs-
TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF HOWELL, and AARON 
HYMAN, trading as HYMAN'S 
GENERAL STORE, 

) 

) 

')' 

) 

. } 

) 
. . r . . Respondents. 
---------------------------~----) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER · 

Sidney S imand 1, Esq II , Attorney for Appellants " 
Bernard Ho Weiser, Esq., Attorney for Respondent Township 

Committee a 

'.A.lvin Ho ·Gelb, Esqe, Attorney for Respondent Aaron Hyman& 

BY.THE.DIRECTOR: 

This is an appeal from the action of respondent Township 
Committee on December 12, 1955, whereby it granted.an applica­
tion f.iled by respondent Aaron Hyman to transfer his plenary 
retail distribution license from Hulse's Corner Road and Fort 
Plains Road to premises to be constructed on the west side of . 
Highway 9, approximately.250 feet north of Hulse's Corner. Road, 
Township of Howell. Appellants allege that the action of 
respondent Township Committee was erroneous for_ the reasons 
which.may b{3, swnmarized as follows: 

(a) it disregarded the findings of previous denials of 
·said transfer by prior township committees; 

(b.) it granted said application without proof of need 
and convenience to be served to. the public of said 
community; 

( c) the establishment· of a "drug store 11 ·in conj unction 
with the license was the controlling and ~rimary ~~ 
reason for-granting said application; · 

(d) .the .action of· th.e township committee was arbitrary, 
unreasonable (ind against the weight of the .evidence; 

(e) .applicant did not strictly comply with the rules and 
:regulat~ons o.L ... the Dir·ector,, the laws of New Jersey 
governing the sale of alcoholic beverages 1 and the 
brdinances of the township$ 

The application considered herein was the fourth-appli~. 
cation 'f.iled by respondent Hyman for trans fer of his- lioense 
from his· premises located .ori" a side road to premises ~bout one 
and ,.one-hal'f miles therefrom and located on Highway 9 at or '-~ 
near Hulse 9s Corner Roads His first application,. filed on 
October 12, 1953, was denied by a unanimous vote of th~ m~mbers 
of the Township Cormnittee which was then compos.ea· of Committee­
men. Thomas C. Applegate, Harr:y Burdge and Martin Nist 8 . No 
appeal from said action was takeno. His second a~plication filed 
on July 12J 1954, was denied on July 26, 1954, by the same Com- . 
mitteemen upon the ground that· ''there are sufficient number of 
places wnereby people can be accommodc:tted in _purchasing packaged 
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. . ' 

· g'oods in the vicinlty in v.rhtch.this transfe:r1 is .. reque.s.ted"!~;:·, .... 
At that time . Comrn:t tteemen Burdge and Nist votE?d' to qeny , and,i:~·i 
a.ppa1~entl:/ :t Conu11itte·eman · f\pplegate did not vote Cl ·Upon ·appe~~· .. 
to the Director, the action of .. the· Township Committee was · ,~_.~~-~-···: 
e.ffil'"lmed because appellant .the:r~in fa·f:l·ed: to sustain the:. b~~" : . 
den. of establishing that· the· ac.tion_ of· respondent was e~rori~-~~J'. : 
ous ·(£!~ma~~ v c Howell,· Bu+letin ~039, Item 3) ~ His .:th~rc:L ... ;~:r·· ·,·· 
app Ilea t ~on was filed ~:m · A Ugu~t 2-}Ji' 1955; . an~ : wi thdraw.!1 ., by the _:_ .. 
applicant~ on September ·26 '· 1955 9 .· His fourth: .. and present appli-.: 
cation was ·filed on October· 12:,,. 1955; a .. · public· hear:ing ·wc;s .:ll.eld"'· 
on November 28,. 1955, .at the:. conc1µs'.i.on of which· decision was-~ ·;._ 
reserved and the applicat.i.on,: ... ~s-: ind·i.cated above, was 'granted ... ·< 
by the Township C9mmittee" (as <then cOmi)o:s~dJ on _December ·12i .· ·. :', . 
1955 $ Prior to that time the -membership .of .-the· Township 'Cqm~ ... -.·;·:;_ 
rnittee ·had been increased ·fr.orrr.thre.e .. to ·,,;r1ve.G ·:Mr •. Nist· wa_s .. rio·· »:. 
longer a member., Mr. Burdge .had- .. bec:ome ·May"or of the Township><. 

·and testified .that he did not .•vo..te,'-upon". the -.s_pplica.tion now.,:·: .. :: 
. being_ considered because tq.e· May~·r. has :a right , to· .vote· p_nly<-. .. ' . 
. in case of a tie a Joseph ·M .~ . .C:'.erta·~ -".Edmund· Cordts 'and August·· 
Hansen had become member,s·:of the ·Townsh~p Committee and,.they.., . 
togeth~r with Thomas c" Applegate who·::had remained·'a.member·of.·~~ 
the Township· Committee-" ·voted unanimously ·to gran.t the applica~::··~ 
tion at the meeting held .on".De:c.embe·r .12.," ·1955& ·:rt further.·-· · ·. :; 
appears from the evidence . that· the. a.pp-licant Hyman had filed· 
.plans and specifications for· his ·new building to be· erected .aq· · 
Highway 9 ·at the time ·he. filed. his application· on October ·12~ .... 
1953_, and that.they remained ·~n.poss·ession of the Towns.hip .: .. _ .. : 
Clerk unti.l the time of the hearing .here:irio It also appears'..-···· ... · · · 
that applic.ant stated in his prior. applications that he .fntended:':·,::' . 
to operate a general store. on ·Highway. 9 but that in his: las.t · __ ·,~ 
application he stated that· he· inte·nded .. to .operate a. drug stor.e ., · 
in connection with his new prem.ise:$".o. · · 

The fact that the former .. thr.ee.~man Committee :had . 
denied two prior applications for a similar transfer is not~·.· 
disposi ti ve of the present ·appe-al·~ · Tu Northenc::J. Tavern, -Inc •. v.~ :. :. 
Northvale et aL,, Bulletin-493; Item 5,, -Commissioner Burnett· I 

S--ai·~~ · . . 
t...: ·- 0 

'While in the. interest qf :uni:formity, it might- be 
desirable that a succ.eeding governing· .bqdy adhere 
as closely a·s possible to the po.licies theretofore 

·enunciated by a former· body,, it cannot be said that 
a deviat1on from those :pq:l1cies is ·necessarily arbi­
>trary or Un.reasonable.· Gn the contrary, the general . 

. rule of law is that no governing body may. tie the 
· hands of its success-ors in matters involving the· 

exercise of d~scretion o ·,Cf. ·Raf~lowski Ve Trenton,, 
~§.. [Bulletin 155, I1(

1
em 8]; ,Lewis. v. Phillipsburg_, 

Bµll~tin 232;9 Item 13 ~. i . · 

.. : .. · .. 

As to need and nec~ssity·: Prior to the transfer· con­
sjvderc::d herein~ there were no plenany -retail distribution 
J.tcenses- on the section of Highwq..y 9 located ln the Township 
of Hovrnll .o A lirpited distribtitton license had· been issued .for 
other premises and a plenary··re:tail consumption license had · 
been lssued for other premises ;:(Deer :fiead Inn) on said High .... 
way near Hyman's proposed premises·· 'Fo~ other consumption 
l:lcenses had been i~sued for.:premises on the· Highway more than. 
a mile from Hyman 6s .proposed premise~, At the h~aring ~eld 
her;ein, e~ppellant Edward Enno ·t.estifted that there is no need 
for an· D,dd.itional 1tcense on Highway 9 ~ Edward Enno is a 
B tockh.o 1.r"ie::-> and officer of a corporation which holds a plenary 
rAeta.:tl eoruumption lj_cense for the premises lmown as Deer Head 
Inn~, abr~u·i: 11 two c.1J:1.t_..i t'. h.·-~ ~~ .f' ·r:1.o.el:s n from Hyman's propO'sed prem-
1:~:H3t3 "~ T;·:.-,: ::'._·J .. e(·J":?':~' .. " ":_/·:1 1 •

1 '·.';/C c.rr:!.d p.t~.emt;:,cs does not havd the 



II . . 
broad paelcn.c;c prJ.v·.LJt~t;c.: ;· bttt tr1(: v1_1·1.~ncu;::i tu;:;tJ..f''J.ed that 

packaged goods arae. sold in the publlc b~J.I'l'Qorn. of sn.ld prem­
ises. Appellant Catherine Wallenberger, who lives n~ar th~ 
proposed premises, testif:ied that the.re j_s no need for an 
additional l:lcense on Highway 9. She :Ls employe_d as a. 
waitre~s on other licensed premise~ and stated that she 
believes "our township committee should _protect her tax-.. . . II 

payers like Enno ther~ who ·wants to mf1-ke his living o Appel ..... 
lant Thomas Rocco (a former lice. nsee in the Township) { Florence· 
Moulton (who purchases package goods at Deer Head Inn) and 
former Committeeman Nist also testified as to lack of need. 
A petition containing over one hundred names of, persons opposed 
to the transfer was presented to the Township Committee. On · 
the other hand, Committeeman Certa testified that "I know the 

. popula,;tion _has grown considerably 11
; ·Committeeman Cordts testi­

fied that "there has been a tremendous growth in the· area n and 
that he would estimate that three hundred homes have been 
built since 1954 within a mile ·of /the proposed premises; Com­
mitteeman Hansen testified that· "I have v.ratched thj_s neighbor­
hood grow for the past ·twenty-·two years". All of these 
Committeemen testified that, in their opinion, there was .need 
for a distribution license on Highway 9$ Their testimony as 
to the growth of the immediate area was amply supported by . . 
the testimo'ny of Katherine T. DeBow (a real estabe broker and 
developer). Three residents of the area in question also tes­
tified as to the.need of a package-goods stor~ on Highway 9~ 

Counsel f'or appellants contended at ·the oral argument_ 
held heretn tha.t the memberG of the rrownshlp Commlttee voted 
ln favor of the appLtcation only bce·ause they felt that there 
was need for ... ·tr'Uf{ store 011 the HLr~hwav.. Comrnitt(~eman 
J\pplr.;;gatc ;:LdmL. ,~cl ··that he voted in--fav~>r of the trans fer for 
that reason.. fiowe ver, the !Jthc~r three Committeemen testified 
that.~ although the needr for a dI'ug store had been discussed, 
they voted .in favor of the application becatise· they felt there 
was need for a di$tribution license on Highway 9. 

There is no evidence that the members of the Town~hip 
Committee were imprC?perly motivated or.that their action was 
arbit~ary .• 

The plans and speci~ications filed with the 1953 applica­
tion remained in the possession of the Township Clerk and wer~ 
considered in connection with the application which was grant~d 
on December 12, 19550 There is no evidence that the a~plicant 
did not comply with the law or the rules and regulat~ons of 
the Director or the ordinances· of the Township~ 

In an appeal to the ·Director-, the burden of proof to 
establish that.the action of respondent issuing authority was 
errort~ous rests with appellant .. Rule 6 of State Regulations 
No o 15" · Considering· all the circumstances herein, I conclude 
that appellants. have· failed to sustain· the burden of proof 
necessary. to establish that the acticin of the Township Co~­
mittee was_ arbitrary or constituted an abuse of its discre~ 
tionary powerQ Hence, I shall ~ffirm the action of the 
Township Committee.. · Northend Tavern, Inc$ v. North vale, · 
supra;. Prior v o Clifton et al., J::mlletin 1072, Item ~; 
Ciinaro·sa v .. Ma.yvrnod et al., Bulletin 1075,, Item 9; Whalen v •. 
Mount O 1 i ve et al .. , Bu 11 et in 11O3 , Item 2 ll 

Accordingly, it is, on this 5th day of June, 1956, 

ORDEHED that the ac t:Lon of respondent r1~ownship Committee 
be ancl the SfJ.me j_s he1·c:hy affirmed, E.:.nd · the appeal !1erein be · 
and the f.-:iame 1D bc::re::by c.LL0nd.sc c::d ~ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 

' . 
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DISCIPLI.NJ\HY. PHocrmDI.NCK) - CH/\HG.E i\LL!i:Gnm .31\LES ~L'O Mil·10RS, 
DISMISSED .. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

JOHN J. WATrrERS 
T/a WA11TERS' ISLAND. CASINO 
l Llncoln Bridge 
Paterson 2, NB J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) Holder. of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion. License c~6B, issued by the 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage ) 

.control for the City of Paterson. 
----~------------------------------) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

V:lncent A .. Pernetti, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licenseeo 
Edward' F ~ Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

rrhe defendant pleaded not guilty to a charge alleging 
the sale and service of alco,holic beverages to a minor, on. 
November 17, 1955,° contrary to Rule 1 of State Regulations 
Noe 20 .. 

No useful purpose will .be served by detailing the volumi-
nous testimony.. It suffices to say that there is a sharp con­
flict in th~ evidence, and the widely divergent s~ories related· 
by the witnesses raise an-extremely close question on the per­
suasive balance of the proof. The minor, who entered the tavern 
with two other females, denied that she had imbibed any alcoholic·· 
beverages on the occasion in question. ·In this f]he was corrobora- . · 
ted by -her two companions and four o.ther male patrons arid the 
bartendere Although the investigating agents had concentrated 
their observations on the three females, all similarly attired 
in .sweaters and slacks and all of youthful appearance, it 
eventuated that two of them had recently reached maturity and 
that the minor· lacked but four months of twenty-one· _years of 

. ageu Observation of the minor's activities was made doubly dif­
fic.ult by the fact that the tavern was crowded and that,. during 
most .of th~ evening, tne minor and her friends were· standing 
behind patrons seated on stools at the bar. The line of vision 
of several or· the agents WqS, at least~ partially obscured by 
the milling crowd and, since the distance separating tfiem from 
the group which included the minor was almost· the full ... length 
of the bar, they were also beyond hearing rangee 

After a careful consideration of the entire record, I 
am left with a lingering doubt of the defendant 1s guilt and, 
under all of the attendant circumstances, must resolve. that 
doubt in his favoro The charge will, therefore, be dismissed 
because· not substantiated by the, persuasive preponderance of 
the evidence. 

Accordingly J lt on this 23rd day of May~ 1956 1 

\ 

·-ORDERED that the charge herein be and. the same is hereby · 
dismissed 0 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director~ 
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8 ~ DISCIPLINAHY PHOCEL'l I '~ -- [JI.Li 
FOR 15 D.AYS; LES.S :~' L1'0H i?LEA Q 

MINc)n .: -- LICENSE. ·sus PENDED. 

In the Matter of D:i.sciplinary 
Proceedings against 

THEODORE To & NELLIE LEVY 
T/a SPREAD EAGLE INN 
316 W~ Kings Highway 
Mt. Ephraim, NG J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Holders of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-4, issued by the 
Board of Commissioners of the )' 
Borough of Mt o Ephraim.. · . 
·-----------~----------L--------~---) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

William T .. Cahill, Esq~, Attorney fQr Defendant~licensees ~ 
Edward F~ Ambrose, Esq~, appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

· Bever•age Control •. 

BY THE DIRECTOR:. 

Defend.ants have pleaded non vult to an amended charge .·.· 
alleging that on March 17, 1950:-the,y sold, served and. delivered 
and perm{tted the sale, service and delivery of alc6holic bever­
ages, directly or indirectly, to a minor and permitted said 
minor to consume such beverages in and upon their-licensed prem­
ises,, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulations No·e 20 .. 

Acting upon informa tton obtained from the Runnemede· 
.~olice Department, ABC agents obtained a sworn statemerit ~rom. ~ 
Thomas ---, wherein he says that he was born on Ma1..,ch 19,, 1936v·. 
that on March 17, 1956, he and two other persons .entered defend~: 
ants 1 licensed premises about 6 : 45 p .mo; that the bartender · · 
served him three glasses of beer which he consumed·; that he· then 
purchased from the bartender two quarts of beer which he carried 
from the premises when they left·at about 8:15 Perno Thomas ~--
further says that the. bartendE;r did n.ot que.stion him, as to his ... 
age and that he is unable to identify the' bartender who made the.'• 
sal~. · · 

Defendants have no prior record~ Until r:ecently the usual· .. 
penalty for sale to a ~inor nineteen years of age was a suspen-· 
sion for ten days (Re Lst~ Bulletin.:1085_, Item 10)" .However,· 
on.January 16, 1956, I announced that the penalty in ·such· cas·es 
would be increased by five dayso Since the violation herein ~as~. 
committed after .·s'aid. date, I shall suspend defendants v license· 

. for ·fift'een days o. Five days will ·be remitted for ·the plea 
hereinJ leaving a net suspension of ten days$. 

'\ 

:Acc9rdingly, it is, on this 23rd day of May, 1959,, 

. ORDERED that Plenary Reta:Ll ·Consumption· License C-4., issued 
by.the Board of Commissioners of the Borough of Mte Ephraim to 
Theodore T,, & Nellie Levy,··· t/a! Spread Ee.gle Inn, for. premises 

. 316 We, Kip gs Highway, Mt .. Ephraj_m, be and ,the same. is her.eby 
suspended for ten (10) daysJ corr@encing at 3:00 a,,me June 4, 
1956 J ·?-nd' terminating at 3 :00 a ,,me : June 14 _,' 1956" . • . 

WTLLIAM HOWE DAVIS. 
Director .. 
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9 j\\ ·:::_A})PELliA11E DECI.SIONS - ENGELHORN v. BELMAR (ORDER FIXING 
EFFEC~L1IVE DATES OF SUSPENSION .AFTER LICENSEE RESUMEI;> : '· 
BUSINESSl .. 

FRED ENGELHORN, trading a.s 
CAMPBELL-EVi\NS HOTEL, . 

Appellant, 

.-vs -

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE 
.BOROUGH OF BELMAR, 

Respondent. 
~~~~~~-~~--------~-~----~-~----~ 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

ON APPEAI, 
0 R D E .ll :(._ 

I . 

. Harry Si'lverstein, ·Esq., Attorney· for Demott Hotel Corporat:l6n,., 
t/a Ca.mpbell-Evar:is Hotel, pre~ent holder of tbe .. 11cens·e·. 

BY THE D.IRECTOR: 

·rt appearing that by an order dated September 26, 1955; 
the license then held by a,.ppellant Fred Engelhorn was suspen-. 
ded for fifteen days and that the effective dates of said 
suspension were to be fixed by subsequent order (Bulletin 1Q83, 
Item 1) ; and · 

. It appearing. that said 1icerise has be~ti transferred1to I 

Demott Hotel Corporation,. t/a Campbell-Evans Hotel;· a~d · · · 
. .. 

It further appearing to my sat·isfaction that ·the. present· 
holder of the license has reo_pened· said prem:tses :fo~ the 1956 · · 
season; '. 

. . '•. ~ . . . . 

It is, on thfs 4th dS.Jir :of: June, 1956, 

ORDERED that the fifteen-day. suspension her~toforEf impos.ed. 
shall commence· at 2: 00 a .m .• Jun·~ llj 1956 ·and t.erm+,pate. ·at ·2 :::90·.: . · 
aomo June 26, 1956e 

. WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director«> -

lOe STATE LICENSES. - NEW APPLICATION FILEDo 

Pittsburgh Brewing Company'. . 

'' 
. ' 

3340 Liberty Ave. 1 .Pittsburgh 1 1 Pao 
Applic~tion filed July. 3., 1956 for Limited Whe>lesale Li(jerute. ·· 

. . ··~.~ "'.·'·' ... l~ .. ~2'i1t·. "· r.·.· · ...... it . : - . 
-·~~./. 

. . · ·. William H~e Davis · 
Director. · ~ · · 

; i 

.·.·, .. 
\, .. 


