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1. COURT . DECISIONS ·- LIPTAK v. DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE 
CONTROL - PETITION FOR CERTIFICATION TO SUPREME COURT . 
DENIED~ . 

SUPREME COURT. OF NEW JERSEY 

ANNA LIPTAK, ) 

Appellant-Petitioner;, ) 

. -vs- ) 

DIVISION OF AICOHOLIC BEVERAGE . ) 
CONTROL,, :' . 

~ ) 
· Respondent-Respondent. 

-~------:~----------------------------~) 

To Appell~te Division, Superior Court: 

ON PETITION FOR 
CERTIFICATION 

ORDER DENYING 
PETITION 

A petition for certification having been· submitted 
to this Court, and the Court. havlnp; consldered the same, 

'It is hereupon Ordered that t.he petttlon for certi-
fication is denied, ~1th costs. · 

·WITNESS the Honorable Arthur ·T. Vanderbilt, _Chief· 
Justice, at Trenton on the 6th day of May_, 195·-,. 

FILED. 

May q 1957 

John.a. Gildea 
Clerk 

,JOHN H ~ GILDEA 
Clerk o.f the s~-1.preme Court 
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2. STATE REGULATIONS -- AMEND:rilENT. o~· 'nur.E J'.OF .STATE REGULATION: 
NO. 6 - rrRANS.FERS OF MUNICIPAL ·LICE~SES TQ. OTHER PERSONS 1 Oft 
OTHER PERSONS AND OTHER . PR.EMISES . - NOTICE ·OF TRANSFER 
APP;LICATION TO STATE DIRE.GTOR - ALSO CONCERNING CERTIFICATE·· 
.OF DIVISION OF TAXATION, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY -
EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 1957. ,. 

r.:. 

rro ALL MUNICIPAL ISSUING AUTHORITIES: 

Experience has shown that it would be helpful in our 
maintenance of proper records pertaining to municipa.l llcens.e·s~:.;, 
·1r this Division were notified of person-to-pers·on transfer· 
·applications· at the time such applications are filed with thff 
municipal issuing authorities. Your cooperation,, there:fi»-re, .. 
is desired to the end that· this office receive from· you notL-· 
fiQations of such pending transfers upon filing~ of the appli­
cations. 

With respect to the certificate from the Division- or· 
Taxation, Department of the Treasury, to the effect that the· 
transferring licensee is not delinquent in the filing or· 
retail re·ports or. the ·payment of alcoholic beverage taxes.,," it.·.­
is the- thought of that agency, in which I concur, thaJ.t the··: 
transfer procedure may be simplified by the elimination-: or· 
the present requirement that the tax certificate accompany, the· 
transferapplicatione Instead, the requisite- tax c·e·rtificate 
may be filed with the local issuing authority at any time 
prior·to the effective date of·the license transfer and 
endorsement of the license certificate for transfer. 

Accordingly, effective July 1, 1957, Rule 3 of State 
Regulation No !I 6 is hereby amended as follows: 

"Rule 3~ Application for transfer.of license to 
other person, ··or other person and other premises, signed· 
and sworn to by the person who seeks the transfer; and 
bearing the consent in writing to such transfer by the 
licensee, must be filed with the Director, or· other 
issuing authority as the case may be, at or before the 
first insertion of the advertisement0 

"Upon filing of the application for such transfer 
with any municipal issuing authority, s·uch municipal 
issuing authority shall immediately execute a notice of 
the filing of the transfer application, in a form pre­
scribed by the· Director, and shall forthwith forward 
such notice to the State Director of the Division o.f 

.Alcoholic Beverage Control, 1~00 Raymond Blvd., Newark 
2,,, N~ Jo . 

. "Prior to the effective date of any such license 
transfer and the endorsement for transfer of the ; 
license certificate, there shall be filed with the issu~ 
ing authority a. certificate from the Division of Taxation;,. 
Department of the Treasury, Beverage Tax Bureau, certi­
fying that the transferring licensee is not delinquent 
in the payment of any tax or in the filing of any report. 
required by the provisions of the Alcoho.lic Beverage Tax 
Act." 

Attached hereto is the prescribed form of the notice 
of application for transfer to be filed witl1 this Division. 
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Each municipality should arrange to have a aupply>of these. 
forms typewritten,, prin~ed or mimeographed in amo\mts suff;'i­
cient to·· m'.eet their. anticipated needs. ·As indicated by the 
revised rule·, such notice must be. forwarded by you to 'this 
office ·1mmediatel~ upon your receipt of any-application for 
transfer of licrense to another person {or to another person.· 
at other -premises). · . . · . . . . · 

.l WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Di~ector. 

·promulg~ ted Monday,, june 24,, 1957. 
·Effec.tive Monday, July 1., 1957. · 
Filed with the Secretary· of Sta_te. (N.J.) Monday, June 24, .'1957. 

NOTICE OF.APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER 

Division of .Alcoholic Beverage Control 
,1100.Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2., New Jersey. 

. 1 

. Pursuant to Rule 3 of State Regulation No·. 6,, you a.~e 
hereby notified-. that the undersigned has today fi.led applica\ . 
tion with the municipal issuing authority for transfez:a of the 

_,_following license'.:.:.· 

~~ ot pres~nt lic~ris~e=---~---~--------~-~~-~~ 

Type and number of license: __ .,, _______ ~------------------------
~ ... 

Street address of ·licensed premises =----------------
Municipality: _____________________ __,, ________________________ ~ 

Name of transfer applicant:~---~~~~---~~--~~--~~---­

Residence a~dr~ss :_. ~~~~---~~~--~~--~~~~~~~~~-
\ 

If applicant.is a corporation,, names and residences of all· 

. officers ... directors and stockholders are:. 

'I 

/ 

·l' 

(Municipa_l Cle.rk or. Secretary) 

· Dated :_··-------~9_:.._._. -
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3. APPELLATE .DECISIONS - KLEIN AND TUCKER v • FA-IR LAWN ANO 
. SCHWEDER,, 1- · 

KLEIN AND TUCKER v • FAm LAWN AND 
VAN DE" WALLE AND SCOURIS o. . . 

'KT.EIN·AND TUCKER Vo FAIR·LAWN. 

HENRY KLEIN and LEONARD TUCKER 9 

Appellants !I 

--vs-

MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
BOROUGH OF FAIR LA~H~ and 
HAROLD Me SCHWEDER, 

) 

) 

,. 
) 

} 

-----------·---------~=~ ~~~~:~~~: _ ~ ) 
HENRY KLEIN and LEONARD TUCKER~ 

J\ppe llants iP 

MAYOR-AND COUNCtL OF THE 
BOROUGH OF FAIR LAWN 9 and 
THEODORE VAN De WALLE and DEAN 
SGOURIS JI ~rad:tng as DORIE & DEAN J 

) 

. ) 
) 

. '1 

-\.;': .. -

JJ t7'~ 
·:_•! 

Respondents.· 

) 

l 0N APPEAL 

~;;-~i~-~~~-IB;~~~-;~~~~:----> 
trading as RADBURN PHARMACY, .· ) 

' ' 

Appellants9 

-vs--

MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH 
OF FAIR.LAWN, 

Respondent. ) 
------------------------~-~~~-~---~ 
HENRY KLEIN and LEONARD TUCKER, ) 
trading as RADBu1rN IaIQ,UOR STORE 9

1 

Appellants~ ) 

-vs-

MAYOR .AND· COUNCIL OF' THE. BOROUGH 
OF FAIR LA.WN~ 

Respondente 
-----------------~-----------------

l 
) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND 

ORDER 

'. 

Peter Carmnelieri~ Esq I) .9 Attorney for Appellants. 
·Arthur Minus kin, Esq"., Attorney for: Respondent Mayor .a~d· 

Council of the Borough o.f Fair Lawn. -. ,· , 
Morris Dobrin, EsqOJ' Attorney for Respondent Harold M. Schweder • 

. Thomas F o Dalton, Esq~ 9 kttorney for Respondents ·Theodore 
van De Walle and Dean Scouris:, t/a Dorie~&. Dean·. 

B'~ THE D !RECTOR ~ 

The Hearer has ·filed the following Repo.rt· here'in :· 

"Appellants appeal frO!l}. the act ion of respondent. issuing 
authority wher·eby,, on June 26', ·. 1956, it purportedly -denied appel­
lants' applicatlons for plenary retail distribution licenses and 
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granted applicatior:is filed by· respondent Harold(M. Schweder and .. 
respondents.Theodore van:De Walle and Dean·scouris. Since the 
issues. raised are common to all four cases they will be· con- .. 
sidered togethe·r herein. . · · 

' . . . 

"The petitions of appeal allege, 1n .·substance, tha·t ·the 
iS:suing autho.rity•s action was erroneous in that it was· arbi-

·. trary; caprfcious. and unreasonable • 

. "The. appeals were heard de !'.!Q.!.Q.1 . pursuant t9 · ·Rule' 6 of 
. State Regulation No. 15. · 

- ' . ' ' ' 

. !'The evidence adduced at the hearing shows that the·, 
Borough .. ·of. Fair Lawn had a population of 23,885 according tt> 
the'. .1950 Federal Census; that on December 27, 1955 an ordinance 

·was. adopted increasing the perm1ss,1ble nwtJ.l;>er of plenacy retail'. · 
distribution licenses from five to seven, ·as provided by ·R. s • 
. 33:1-12.14; that after the adoption of said ordinance.about 24 
applications, includ~ng ~hose of the appellants and respondent 
liceri~ees,, were filed for the additional licenses,; that appel-· 
lants appl~.ed for licenses to be issued fox- ·premises 19-13 Fair 
Lawn :Avenue and 24-02 Fair Lawn Avenue,; botp. of which are situ-

. at;ed· in. a section -Of. the ·Borough known as Radburn Center in· ·.-. 
which .. three super markets, two drug stores and numerous other 
re~ai-1· establishments are located; that ·respondent Schweder · 
applied for a license to be issued· ·ror premises 11--14 Saddle 
Riv.er Road and respondents Van De Walle~ and Sco.uria applied ·ror 
a license to be issued for premises 12-74 River." Road, both 
premises being located,, respectively,, at the extreme eastern 
and Wf?s.tern limits of the Borough.· 

. "The testimony discloses that the applications. filed 
after the adoption of the aforesaid ordinance wer~ made 
available to members of respondent issuing authority two or 
three weeks prior to a regular meeting held on June 26, 1956~ 

·and.that at said meeting.a resolution was adopted by the ~ssu­
ing authority,. by a vote of 3-to-2,, granting the applications. . 
o-f responde.nt Schweder and respondents van .De Walle .. and Scouris •.. 
(On November· 30,, 1956, the license 'iss,ued to Schweder was trans• 
ferred ·bY th~ Mayor and Council to ll-14A Saddle Rive~ Road). 

. . 

"No challenge was made herein of the characte-r of 
responde.nt licensees or of any zoning restrictions and it' ' 
a·ppears· that the premises ·for which the licenses were issued 
a;rae. mo.re than 1,000· feet distant from the premises of the 
nearest plenary retail d~st_ributi.on ·licensee in conformity ·wi~h 
t_he prov~sions of th~ amended ordinance~ · · . 

·" · . ··"Appellants admit the· .need and c~nvenience ·or the addi-
. t~orial ·~etail distribution licenses in the Borough~ However, 
they contend and· offered evidence tending to prove that the 
premises for which they sought licenses are so located".as to· 
best serve the nee.ds and convenience of the public. While the 
evidence discloses that appellantsi premises are located in a 
large,.newly-developed-housing and sho.pping area in the ce.nter 
of. the Bo.ro.ugh, it. likewise discloses that; the east·ern ·and wes­
tern sections of the Borough have ·shared 1n the phenomenal 
grow.~h of .that municipality in recent years. 

. II . . - . 

.. · -·Mayor Sogorka testified, in. substance, that the rea-
sons considered by tpe majority who voted to grant the applica­
tions of. responde.nt licensees were 'the geographic convenience 
of those re~idents who lived in·that area•; that each or the 
"sev.en retail distribution licenses would thus be located 
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proportionately to the needs and convenience of the res:lden'te 
of the several sections of the Borough; and ·that the ·q~li-·:. · 
fications of respondent licensees •are ·r1rst claa'a because 
of their community activity in the Town * * * I .felt that in 
a ·busi~ess of th.is type repute and reliabil+ty and eonunµnity 
responsibility had a lot to do with who should get .a ligenae•. 
The Mayor 9s testimony was corroborated by that of Counci'lman 
Matule" 

"The question as to whether licensed premises shall be 
permitted in a particular section or the municipality 18· a --. 

. matter confided to the sound discretion of the ... issuing·author­
ity. Carriell Ve· Newark et ala.,, Bulletin 1043,, Item 2. -On -
appea.1 the burden of showing that the municipal issuing autnor- , 
ity abused its discretion rests with the appellant. Rule 6 of 
S'tate Regulation No@ 15·o · · 

nNowhere :tn the record does it appea~ that respondent 
issuing authority was improperly motivated or -abused its 
discre·tion. and I find that its action in granting the licen­
ses to respondent l:tcensees ·was neither unreaso.nable nor an 
abusive exercise of its discretionary authoritye Matweishyn 
v. Hi·llside et alsoJ) Bulletin 783, Item 1., However., various 
other contentions were advanced by appellants at th~ hearing. 
They are~ (1) the ordinance increasing the number. of licenae·s 
is invalid; (2) the Notices of Intention were not advertised . 
in the proper medium~ (3) respondent licensees ·1 filing fees 
did not accompany their applications, (4) the Notices- of 
Intention were defective in that they did not conform to 
Rules and Regulations governing applications for buildings 

· not yet constructed.? and (5) the issuing authority awarded 
the licenses wlthout a hearing there.on and wlthout making the. 
required investigations. 

"As to (1): It has heretofore been Pstab1ished that the 
validity of an ordlnance can be determined only by a civil 
court of competent jurisdiction and cannot be determined in 
these proceedlngs.., Matthews et als. v. Oragge et al., Bulletin 
936, Item 9~ As to (3): The ev1dence dis-closes that ·the 
fees were tendered to the Clerk by the several.applicants and 
refused pending a determination as to whom the :\licenses would 
be issuedo The prorated fees were paid by respondent licensees 
before the llcense certificates were issued~ As to '(4).: . The 
evidence discloses that ·the respondent licensees advertised 
for buildings in exis.ten.ce at the time their applications were 
filed 0 As to. (5):: The .issuing· author_ity is not obliged to · 
hold a hearing unless written objections. to the is·suance of a 
license are lodged with the Clerk. Rule·8 or State Regulation 
No. 2 e l'!lere :ts no evidence herein of any wri-tten ·Objections 
having been. flled and th~re is testimony ·that an investigation 
.of the llcensees and their premises was .made by members of the 
issuing authority 41 

"Respecting (2): The record discloses that respondent 
licensees advert.ised their Notices of Intention in the Bergen 
Evening Record, a daily newspaper published in Hackensackand 
circulated throughout Bergen County, notwithstanding the fact 
as stipulated that there is a weekly ·newspaper published and 
circulated j_n the Borough of Fair Lawn, known as .the Fair 
Lawn NewsG· It appears that respondent licensees advertised 
cont~ary to the provisions of R. s. 33!1-25 and Rule 7 of 
State Regulat:ton Noci.6e Hence, respondent issui~ authority 
lacked jurisdiction to consider the applications· (cf. · 
Re Soriano~ Bulletin 323, Item 2)$ · However, considering the 
admitte~ personal fitness of respondent licensees ·to hold 
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licenses,, the fact that the·y have been operating their busi­
nesses for several months ]pursuant to tha licenses issued, the 
absence of evidence tending to show improper motivation and 
abuse of sound discretion by the issuing authority and the -\ 
unchanged statu~ of appellants Wh@ are not.entitled to the 

. licenses as a matter of right, I @onclude tha,t such factors 
should preponderate in arriving at an equitable determina­
tion of an appa~ently complex situation. 

"Under the circumstances herein I recommend that 
respond.ent licensees be permitted to re-advertise their 
Notices of Intentiqn in the proper ·medium, that they file 
proof thereof ·with the issuing authority and· that the issu­
ing authority be authorized ~o accept the re-advertised 
Notices of Intention in lieu of those heretofore filed by . 
rea.pondent licensees~ Cf .. The Methodist Episcopal Church at 
Verona v .. Verona et als., Bulletin. 101, Item 5. 

"I further recommend that the action of respondent 
issuing authority be affirmed but that.no order· affirming 
said action be entered until satisfactory proof o.f compli­
ance with the suggested remedial procedure outlined above 
has been received and approved by the Directorci", . 

Exceptions to the· Hearer's Report were duly filed and 
counsel for. the respective parties appeared before me on oral 
argument,, pursuant to Rule 14 of State .Regulation :No·~ 15. · 

I have carefully considered the entire recond herein, 
including the arguments of counsel; and, although (with the 
exceptj.on hereinafter set forth). I agree with and adopt the 
Hearer's findings of facts and the stated legal pri'nciples 
applicable thereto,, I disapprove his recommendations. 

Citing Matthews, et ala. v. Orange, et al., supra, the. 
Hearer •s Report stated: "It has heretofore been establ.ished 
that the validity of an ordinance can be determined only py 
a civil court of competent ~ur~sdiction and cannot be deter­
mined in these proceedingso' The Conclusions and Order in 
the Matthews case had to do with a zoning ordinance. Here,, 
however, we have a numerical limitation ordinance duly adop­
ted pursuant to the authority granted in R. S.; 33:1-40 and 
permitting new licenses not in excess of the number permitte'd . 
by R. S. 33 :1-.12.14. ·Regarding the State Commissioner 1s· (now 
Director's) ·jurisdiction on appeal from such an. ordinance, 
see R. s. 33:1-41., The ordinance ·herein is·valid on its face. 

As indicated in the Report, the issuing authority lacked· 
jurisdiction to ·consider the applications of respondents . 
s.chweder and Van De Walle and Scouris ·because their Notices of 
Intention were advertised contrary to the provisions of R •. s. 
33: 1-25. Under the circumstances,, the action o.r the issuing 
authority in granting their applications was a nullity and 
cannot be affirmed •. Re Soriano~ supra. However, since appel-
_lants do not question the personal fitness of respondent­
licensees or ,the propriety o·f .their business conduct or the 
suitability of their premises as such, I shall entertain appli­
cations for special permits autho1~1·z1ng said-\ license ea to 

· c·ontinue their businesses pending consideration and determina-
~ . tion by the issuing authority of new applications for licenses 

if the same are filed with dispatch and in full compliance 
with the aforesaid statute. The Methodiet·Episcopal Church at 
Verona v. Verona,, et als., supra. 
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:tf~ 
-t(h-1 

Accordingly, it is:J on this 15th day of ·May, 1Q,57i 
~Af:~ ·. ' 

ORDERED th~t the action of respondent issuing author-
ity, in _granting the applications for plenary retail d1s~r1-
but1on licenses to Harold MCj) Schweder, for premises 11-l/4 · 
Saddle River Road,, and to respondents, Theodore Van De W8;lle " ... ~­
and Dean Scouris, for premises 12-74 River Road, Fair LaWn, .(:~ 
be and the same is hereby reverse.d_. and the licenses unlaw- · 
fully ias.ued to them are hereby cancelled, effec·t1ve immedi­
ately, with leave afforded respondent-licensees herein t'o 
apply for special permits to exercise, temporar1.ly, lic~tjse }~7 
privileges; and it is further · 

. /\ 

ORDERED that the action of respondent .. 11Ernuing 
authority in i-;efusing to grant the p,lenary retail distribu.-· 
tion license applications of appellants .Henry Klein and 
Ieonard Tucker be and the same is hereby affirmed, and that 
the appeals herein from said refusal to grant said applica­
tions be and the same are hereby dismissed. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Directoro 

4. ·'JISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - GAMBLING - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 
25 DAYS. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

THOMAS GUADAGNO 
T/a SEA GOING TOMMY'S 

. 456 Glebe Street 
Orange, N. J. , 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-46, issued by t_he 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic ) 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Orange. ) 
----------~---~-------------------

CONCWSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Salvatore A. Simeone, Esq., Attorney for De-fendant-licenaee. 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esqo, appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

;geverage Control o . 

. BY THE DIRECTOR : 

. Defendant entered a plea of !!Q!!. vult·,, ·,at the hearing.,, 
to the following chB.rge: · 

"on April 3,, 5 and 9,, 1957, you engaged in and 
allowed, permitted and suffered gambling, viz., the 
.making and accepting of horse race bets, in and upon 
your licensed premises; in violation o·f Rule 7 of 
State Regulation No. 20." · · · -

On the dates above set forth one or more· -ABC agents· 
visi.ted defendant 1s licensed premises.. A. bartender called 
"Sam" was on duty on April 3rd and 5th and .the licensee was on 
duty April 9th. On f\pril 3rd two agent.s O'bserve.d considerable 
horse race betting activity conducted by Sam·over the telephone 
and in the barroom, but when one of the agents attempted to· 
place a bet with Sam,, he stated."-- -- they're all over East 
Orange•'' Asked who was all over, he a.aid, "the .cops,, do you 
want my father-in-law to lose his license." On April 5th another 
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. agent e_ntered ~pto a discussion with Sam and a ·patron con~· 
. oerning horse race~, and the agent t9ld Sam h~ desired to · ·-. 
pla·ce a. ·pet. - When Sam answered a telephone call, he asked 
the agent 'tne·details of:hia --bet, transmitted it over the 
telephone,, and then accepted $4.00 from the agent, the 
.·amount of his bet·4' On April 9th :the last mentioned agent asked 

\ 

\ 

; the licensee Sam •s whereabouts, s·tating that he had money due him 
for. a horse race bet~ The licensee replied, . "Sam is .home and 
he. ·told me a fellow .may be 1n to collect-~ I have _$30.00 for 
one and a•bout $25. 00 for another guy, I don 1 t know if'' you are . 
the fello:W-•" The licensee i addressing ·the patrons present, 
asked, ·''Who wishes to bet on a horse with.me, 11

· and accepte_d . 7 

various horse race bets from them. · 

· Iri. the interim "Che license·e had a patron _check with 
Sam at his home, and upon hia·return, paid the agent his win­
nings on ·the bet. The agent tnen place.d a $2. 00 bet ·w1 th the 
licensee,. who_ tr_allamitted such bet and others'- over the tele"".' 
phone.• Thereafter the agent placed bets of $1.1- .,00 each with 
the licensee, who transmitted the bets and others1 in the same 
manner. After the ·placing of the last ·bet,, other agents and 
loc~l poi1ce officers entered and disclosed their identity. 
Tt.ie licensee admitted receiving a $4 •. 00 bet, the slip for r-.. 

· which .was ·:in hie possession, and paying $30.00 to the agent 
. a;nd deni~d. accepting o·ther · bets • Sam, who had appeared on . 
·.·the scene~ before· the entrance of the officers, stated.that 
, he }lad bo.rrowed $30"00 from the agent· and asked the licensee 

' r to \repay him when he _came to the tavern. 
'. '.,. 

· .These gambling activities are p·reaented in· detail in 
·-view. Qf statement of counsel that the.place is not a hangout 

.. ·.·for· gamblrera nor a gambling establishment b~t that it ·merely 
· repre~ented a ·-single .. acceptance of a ho·rse race bet .out or . 

. . f'r~~ndsh.1p. for and camaraderie with the agent. 
,. ~ ••• 1 • • • ' • 

: ,_ Defendant. has no p~ior-adjudicated record. I sha11 ·· 
suspend defendant 1f} :J.1cense for twenty-five_days, the normal 
·pena~ty for an offense of this nature after January 16, 1956. 

·· Re:Johnson & McMahon,· Bulletin 1146, Item 4. There will be·no 
, -, . remissio,n for the plea because it was pot entered until the · 

- date ~f ,<µearing , · 

A~co.:rd.~ngly, it is,, on. t.his 2?~d day or MSry 1 1957'," 

. __ _ ORDERED th8.t Plenary Retail Consumption License -c:-46, 
:. ., 1aaµed by_,.the Municipal Board of 'Alcoholi9 :aeverage Control'_.of: .. · 

·, . the City rOf :Orange to ~homas Guadagno, t/a Sea Golng Tommy •.s',,- .\. 
" 456 Gleb_e St~eet, Orange, be a~d- the same· 1a hereby a us pended 

1
"'./ 

. for a .perioQ. of twenty-five (25) days, commencing at 2 :OO -~ ~m~·-,. 
· J\,lne 3, 1957, B:nd termi~ting at· 2 :OO a.m. June 28, ··1957~: .;;.-.::·~ 

. . . _:.;;, 

· WILLIAM HOWE ··DAVIS 
. Director 8 · · 

• - •I • •. ~.:>'~: '• 

\ ' 
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5·~ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE DURING PROHIBITED· HOURS· AND 
FAILURE TO HAVE LICENSED PHEMISES CLOSED DURING PROHIBr.rED 
HOURS, IN VIOLA.TION OF LOCAL' REGULAT.ION - PRIOR:' RECORD -
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAYSe 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

GREAT ARROW INVESTMENT CORPo 
T/a MONTE CARLO 
Frederick Street and Route #46 
Little Ferry~ Ne J0» 

Holder of Plenary Re.tail Consump­
tion License c-5, issued by the 
Mayor and Council of the Borough 
of Little Fe_r~y" 

) 

). 

) 

) 

) 

. ) 
-----------------------------------

CONCLUSIONS" 
AND ORDER· 

Sidney Slauson, Esq~ .11 Attox•ney for Defendant.-licerisee. 
Edward F • ·Ambrose, Esq 11 iJ appearing for Di vis ion of A 1.coho lie 

Beverage Co~trol. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The Hearer has filed the _following· Report herein: . 

"Defendant pleaded not guilty to the follo.W'ir:ig charges: 

'1 o On s unday ~ May 13, 1956, betwe.en 4 : oo· ·a .m; and 
4 :20 a .m., you sold, served, delivered and allowed, per­
mitted and suffered the sale,· service and· delive.ry of 
alcoholic beverages and. permitted the consurnpt.ion. of ·al~ 
cohol1c beverages upon your licensed premises;"in viola­
tion of Section l of an Ordinance adopt.ad by· the Mayor 
and Council ofb the Borough of Little Ferry on. January 

. 29, 1945.9 which prohibits any such activity between the. 
hours of 4 :00 aHlm~ and 8 :OO a .m. on Sundays.· 

12. On Sunday, May 13,, 1956, between 4 :.00 a .m. and 
4 :20 a .m., you failed to close your enti;re licensed 
premises. and have them remain closed; in violation of 
Section 1 of the above mentio·ned Ordinance. 1 · 

"An ABC agent (Agent F) testified that a.t 1 :30 a .m., 
Sunday, May 13, 1956J' he;; a fellow agent (Agent N),:~and two ,. 
female companions entered defendant's licensed ~remises; that 
a man (subsequen~ly identified as Dick Richards) ushered them 
into the dining room where they took seats at a table; that 
entertainment was in progress at the time which concluded at 
about 2:00 aom.; that a waiter (subsequently identified as 
Richard Cordts) served them drinks and at 3 :00 a .m.· the agents 
ordered food from him; that at 3:45 a.m. Richards drew the 
curtains between the barroom and the dining room:;;','that at 3 :50 
a.m. Cordts inquired if the agents wished to· order· apy more· to 
drink and he was told that they had ·s·ur.r1-c1ent for· the time 
being; that Cordts then proceeded to the barroom but a.t 

1
about 

4:00 a.m. returned to the agents 1 table with the _bill,_ saying 
\JI am s.orry to have to give. you this~now,,· but I:. thi.nk we might 
be leaving soon•; that thereafter Ric~ards came ·to·· their. table 
and presented a card. to the a.gents, reµia~king 'I am· sorry that 
you people didn 8t see the complete show, 'but ·'.here. is a business 
card with my name on the. back of_:it,, and if' you. are a.round here 
at any time there ·will be no ·minimtun charge for you people•; 
tha't Richar·ds then went into the kitchen and that about 41°:15 a.m. 
as he was walking from the kitchen toward the barroom, Agent N 
called to him and ordered a round of d~inks; that he took the. 
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.·orde~, proceeded to the barroom and at.4:20 a.m. Cordts 
approached their table with·th.e drinks of alcoholic beverages 
which had been ordered from Richards and at the same time gave 
them a bill for $4.50;· that Agent N gave him a five-dollar bill 
and Cordts proceeded to the barroom but _:.returned in a few 
minutes and handed Agent N fifty cents in change; that he· (Agent 
F) then asked if Cordts knew what time it was and he replied 'I 
don·•t have a watch. I. think it is about four-thirty'; that the 
agents then identified themselves and asked to see. the manager; 
that the ..agents then·rollowed Cordts ir;ito the barroom.where· 
there wer·e_ two males tending bar (supaeque~t1y identified as 
James Rhoat and Anthony.Garcia) and on.th~ ·customers• side of 
.the bar tµree. cou.ples and one male were seated and in front of 

· ~hem. were shot gla:saes :·and· four~o.unce glasses partially, filled 
w1 th 'an. ·amber. colored liquid • .; that a~ they entered . 't;he bar­
room the man.who.was seated alone on the patrons' side of the 
bar identified .himseir as Michael Geralle and asked 'What is 
the trouble ?-i; that he ·(~gent F) inquired _71-f he· were the 
manager and Geralle answer~d· in the affirmative; that, ,when 
asked a.bout .. the three couples a-t. the. bar,, Geralle said that 
they were .h:i.s pa_r~y and he· thereupon· requested them to leave 
the premises; that when· Agent~F checked the license application 
it. dis-clo.sed that -Michael Geralle was .president· of defendant­
corporation and held 998 shares or 98%of the capital stock; 
and that .the. agents thereupon questioned Richards and Cordts 
concerning the time when.the last round of drinks was served 

· to them and Richards sa1d 1I··think it was before· four o'clock' 
and Cordts. s~id. ·•I. think it_ was about four'."'thirty.' · ·-

,~. . . uAge~t N's tes.timony, in substan_ce, corroborated the . 
·testimony of Agent Fas to the events occurring in defendant's 
l~censed premises. on the date in question, especially with 
reference to the tlme when the last round of drinks· of alcoholic 
beverag.es_._was soi~- to the agents and their companions. 

·"Ja~es H. Rhoat-,, called as a witness on b~half of the · 
·defendant,, testified tha·t in February 1956 he acquired 49% of 
. ·defendant •s capital stock and is secretary and treasurer of 
said corporation,, that on the same dat~ }.eonore Rhoat acquired 
~%·thereof, and six weeks-thereafter John Yacopetta acquired 
50/6· of the. a·tock· and was elected president of said corporate­
-licensee,;, that on the morning of May 13, 1956 he was acting as 
manager of the.establis~ent and that at 3:30 a.m~·while going· 
from the kitchen to the ba-rroom he observed , 'one party sitting 
in the dining room'; _that he closed the doo~ at .the entrance_ to 
the -prem·ises and ordered Richards to extinguish the .lights; that 
he then announced. 'Last call. EveryboQ.y out 1 and repeated the 
anno.uncement at 3 :35 -a .m.; that no drinks were served after · 
3 :45. a .m.; tha.t 'at four o 1 clock -there w~re six people at the 
bar•, consisting of his· sister (employed as hat_ check girl), · 
the· parking attendant, .two .show girls,: Betty Roberts (the ..-
choreographer) and her husband who was there •to pick her up•; 

·" · that around. 'four o 1 clock o·r a few· minutes after four 1 Cordts 
came· into the barroom and told him that the ABC. agents were ·1n· 
the dining' room talking.to Geralle, at which time •every one_ had 

_already left and no.one in ·the bar any more•; that he invited 
·the agents ·•to come in the kitchen and· sl).ow me thei~. identifi-
·c~tion 1; that he made no inquiry as to. what, if any, violation 
t;hey alleged he may ha·ve committe_d as· he ~didnit even want to 
talk to .them'; and .tp.at 'Mr. Geralle was talking to them, but . 
that was ·none of my business.,. . · . . · 

<-:, "Richard E. Cordts testified that he wae employ~d as a 
waiter by de~endant and was on duty at the time in' question; 
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that he waited on the table where .the. agents were seated ·ilnd 
at approximately 3 :25 a C>m. one of th~ agents asked· him far ,t;. 
another round of drinks; that he ·made service ther·eof. at n£ 
'about five minutes -- less than five .minutes' thereafter; 
that .one· o.f the agents then 'pulled out his wallet·· and sa.id ''we 
are ABC men"' and the othe:r."P agent did· likewise; that one :~gent 
mentioned· 11t is· four-thirty'; and that he then brought th.e · 
agents to Mr. ·Rhoat_.- :-:-

;,. ,· 

"The time element _concerning the last sale ·or alcohgtio-. 
9everages .. is the gravamen of the charges preferred .herein.: · .. 
The testimony of the' witnesses for the Division and for the 
defendant is in conflict. On the one hand- there ·:t:·s. the testi­
mony of the 'agents that the last service-of alcoholic bever­
ages. was made to them after 4 :OO a .m., whereas the testimony 
of the waiter and manager, respectively, presented on behalf 
of the defendan.t,, was that such service was made ·prior to the 
legal closing hour. A careful examination of the .. ag.erits 1 te·s­
timony concerning the events which occurred at the·time of 
·the service of. the last round of alcoholic· beverages is clear 
and convincing~ The agents testified that they 1d~nt1f1ed 
themselves to Cordts, followed him ·into the barroom:, and that , 
upon enteririg they were immediately approached by 9ne Michael 
Geralle who questioned them as to their mission. Although 
James RhoatJ wh9 admitted at the hearing that he· :Was a ma·jor 
stockholder and the manager in charge at the time in question, 
was behind the bar he contends that he only desired to. see the· 
agents' credentials, stating that what the agents:were discus-
sing with Geralle •was none of my busines.s. i Such.an attitude ,_ . 

. on the part of the manager of the establishment was ·1ndica·t1ve 
.. of the fact that he delegated his responsibility to Geralle 

whom the license application found on· the prem1se'ef disclosed. 
as the president and major stockholder of defendant~ corporate­

. _license~. F.
1
urthermore, Rhoat •s testimony as to tn_e· time ·of 

the alleged /'hours• violation is uncertain in -that he contra­
dicted himself relative thereto. on dive.rs oc·casions·. ·:rn,·so 
far as Cordts is concerned I am of the opinion ·that,· he r.emarked,, 
when questio;ned by the agents at the time the last· ro_und. of 
drinks was made, that it was 'about four-thirty. 1 ;'.I am satis­
fied that other than bona fide employees remained .O'n the: · 
defendant's licen·sed premises during prohibited hours. It ls 
admitted that the husband of' the choreographer was in the 
premises and there. is no contention that he was employed 'in 
any capacity by the defendant. 

"I find after careful examination of the entire record in 
the instant case that the testimony of the agents is truthful 
while that· of the defendant •s witnesses is not wo.rthy ·o.f belief. 
I, therefore, recoµimend that the defendant be adjudged guilty 
of the charge_s prefe_rred herein. 

"Defendant has a prior adjudicated record ...... Effect! ve 
February 1, 1956, its license was suspended for forty days for 
sale of alcoholic beverages and for failure to ke~p the prem-
ises closed during prohibited hours, both in -violation of a 

~·local ordinance~ Re Great ·Arrow Investment Corp., Bulletin 
1098, Item 9. It appears that prior to the viola~ions now 
under consideration, the former stockholder.a of the defendant­
corporation transferr~d their respective shares of stock to 
others and new ·officers were elected. Notices date.Ci February 
23,· 1956 and April 13, 1956, respectively, were s~rlt to the 
Clerk of the municipality wherein said licens-ed premises are 
located in·accordance with~. S~ 33:1-34. Although the former 
stockholders apparently divested themselves -or thetr respective 
interests :tn the corporation,, the law would still, regard the 
corporation an the same entity th~t 1t hnd been, s~parate and 
distinct from the ind :t:.;rjduals who comp.ose it--. · · 

"· 
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"Urld.er the circuins tanc~.s appearing here il'l I 're commend, 
however, that ·1nstead of :qo.ubling.the f1fteel1:.;.;d~y.penalty 
(Re Maloney and Men6tti,.)3·~~1etin. 1059/ Item ·3).,_,:~ef·endant.ts 
license be\suspended for a-period of twenty ~ays. 

• !,. •• . . 

' . . . . 

· Wr1t.ten exceptiQns to the Hearer •a. Report _pilrsuan't to 
Rule 6 of s:tate Regulation No. 16 together wi'th written argu-
ment· ·111 s.t1bstantiation thereof' were filed with me. by the " 
at~.o~ney for defendant. Written excepti<;>-ns · and' answ~ring 
argument to that advanced· by the def'endant.•s. attorpey were 
filed by the attorney appearing for the Division. / / 

Defendant •s attorney contended among otper·· things that 
the/circumstances appearing in the instant case ~onstituted . 
entrapment on the part of the ABC agents •. The difficulty with 
defendant·~; position in this regard is that the. evidence intro·­
duced· on -:1/t's behalf rafls to .support the charge of entrapment. 
The testifuony of.the defendant's witnesses is to the effect 
that the s.a;le and service of the drinks of ~lcoholic -beverages 
to the ageHts and their companions were made du.ring legal. ho1urs 
and,, therefore,, did- not ·constitute a violation of the local ·.1 

ordinance.· However,, the .agents·' testimony discloses that the 
sale ~nd s_.~_:rv-ice of the alcoholic beverages were made ·during 

.prohibited-'·· 1hoti.rs,, namely,, ~t approximately 4:30 a.m. The d.is­
pos11tion of the matter herein resolves itself to ·a question. of 
veracity of" the respective witnesses presented by the parties . 
he~eto •. !."believe that the testimony of th~ agents rather 
than ·tha.t\';given ,by t.he defendant •s witnesses .!is truthful as " 
to the time: and events that·-:·-occurred on the defendant's licensed 
premises ~-t.'. the tim~ in 'question.- Thus the def~nse of entrap~ . 

. ment .to violate the law~~ cqn~ended by the defen4ant is with-
out merit. · · · -· 

. Aft,er careful consideration of the entire:-·record ·'in this 
case-~ ·inciuding the· transcript of testimony,, th~:;:Hearer 1 s 
Report and the exceptions a,pd .. writ-ten argumen~s of the att·orneys 
hereiri, I ;.·concur in and l;ldopt · the conclusions set for.th in the 

· Hearer •a Report as my. conclUs1.ons herein. and,, as recommended by 
· .. :the Hear~r, · I find the. defendant guilty of. the charges' preferred 

in· the·ma~ter. Hence, I _shall-suspend defel1.dant 1s license for 
twenty day~ • 

. 1 

Ac~ordingly, . it~ is-, on~ this 21st day of .. May .. 1957-., 
;. . i :.._ .f • l . 

. .:., . -····: ., ,·- ; ... ) . 

.. . ·. " ORDEEED' that Plenary Retail Consumption License c-5,, 
issued by th~ Mayor and. Council of the ·Borough of Little Ferry 
to. Great Arrow Investment Corp., t/a Monte Carlo, Frederick 
Street ·and Route #46,, Little Ferry,,·>be and .the· same is hereby 
a,uapended-_for a period of· twenty (20) days,, commencing .at 3:00 
a .rn. · Jtµle . 4,, . 1957 i .. _and ~e;rmina ting at 3 ; 00 a ~m •. June · 24, 1957. 

~ ·' . ~, . ) 

WILLIAM HOWE ·DAVIS 
Director e · 
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6 .•. DISCI-PLINAHY PHOClrnDINGS -·SALE DUHING ·PROHIBI'.CED).HOURS :.rN 
VIOLA'l1ION OF STATE REGUI.J\'rION NO. 38 - ~-L~CENS.E ·/stJSPENI?J~D ~.OR 
··15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOH PLEA .e , ' "" 

In the 'Matter of Disciplinary 
·proceedings against 

·DEW DROP TNN., INC • · 
·T/a. NEW DEW DROP INN 
·9o·straight Street 
Paterson 1, N. J., 

-, ) . 

) 

) 

: ) 
Ho.lder of Plenary Retail Consump­
-tion License C-127, issued by the ) 
,-Board of Alcoholic Beverage Contro~l .'.) 
:~for the_ City of Paterson. 
··------------- --- --- - - - - -- -- - - -------~--
Dew Drop Inn, Inc., Defendant-·11cens.e:e., .. : .. b,y :·d:'1~arik ~~-~:tt~.1~!r<!fne--, 

, Pres 1dent .• 
:William F. Wood, Esq., appearing for .D1wi:s:llo.n ·;:o:f ,..,A:,i:~ono:lic 

.Beverage :.Cont·ro:a.;. 

,BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded guilty to~ a . .cha.rge ,."al"£e.g~1ng ~:enat 
on Sunday, March 24, 1957, it sold .a·1.cohdli.c ;~.tJe.ve:r.a.ge-s ~in 
:·~_.original containers for·off-premises cons~urnpl~.-1·o·n :;1n V::10:l~·'f1on 
of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 3a. 

The file herein discloses that .on-Ma:rch ·_z4,~· ::r967_,_at 
about 1:05 p .m., an ABC agent -entered d~.:11.endant'.'ts .::·1:1e.ens;ed 
:premises and observed ten patrons .(ma.le and $:ema11e:·) .:...s:e:at'.ea 
at the bar behind which was Elijah Schaer.:if.b~ -~th:e ."ba.T.,t:ender~ .• 
At about 2 : 10 p .m. the agent saw ·the bart.ender dlta;ke ·~a ,,.s:a:1e 

. of .a .pint ·bottle .of wine for off-prem.1s·.es :.consurntit10n ::to -~a 
male patron. The agent the.reupon .asked :.the :-bar.tender ::e.,or .. a 
.:pint· bottle. of Four Roses "to go". The ba:r.te:nd.e~r : .. comp:11.~d ·by 
ha~ding the agent a plnt bottle. of ;·.the ;a·i:.arreme.nt.r1oned ;,brand .rof 
whisk~.y for which the agent pa.id -him $3,./45,~. ::'J.~he ~:a.:ge.n"t .:.':Placed 
.the .pint bottle in his troua-er ·pocket .and :;ie.f'-t 'i·<the ;.p~eni.;ta,e:a .• 
Within a few minutes, the agent and anothe.r ·.::wno .,:JO:lne.<Lhim, r·e­
.ent.ered ··the premises. The agents ident.i:t!ed -·.cthems:Ei,lvee· '.·)'to 
.S.chaerin who admitted aforesaid violations<. 

·DefenQ.ant has no prior adjudicated re·cord .• " :·r tiha];.1 ''Bus·­
pend defendant's license for fif'teen days. Five d'ays ·w1l1 be 
remitted for the plea entered here.in., .leav:.!Qg .,a ;,l1e~t ;s;ws_,pens1on 
.o.-f ten days. Re Eckstein, ~ulletin :116.Q:, .Item .. (:5,·~ 

Accordingly 1 it is 1 ·on th:l~ ~-;2.0th "d~y o;f .\Mf!w;,,, .;ci[9~fi7:f,1 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consump-tion _:·L:i:-c::enee :c~127 1 
issued by the Board of Alcoholic, Beverage .Co.ntro~l".~$01:':.t.ne ,,city 
·of Pat·eraon to Dew Drop Inn, Inc., ';t/a .N.ew ';Dew J).~:ap . .'Inn~, . 
90 Straight St:ree:tt Paterson, be and.· t·~e_ .. aarne ~".~.·-.. :.tti~~-e-0.:--~-:~~~-u_a---

.pe_nded .for ten ( 10 J days, commencing 3, •.. 00 .. a .m, ~M,B.iy 2--z., _,;·19.57 
and t erm1na ting 3 : 00 a • m 8 June 6, 1.957--. · · · 

WILLIAM .. HOWE .DAVIS .. · 
D1re.ctor. 

•. 
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~. SALE TO 'MINORS. - WARNING LETTER -
. LICENS~ . S ~ P~i'lOED ]~i10R 1,5 DAYS, LE~S 5: FOR .. PLEA •.. 

· · In the. Miitter.· of·.· '.Disci'piinary. 
Proceed.:t..ngs;· agains .. t· · 

LUC:tA.~"soNSINI . 
407-09 Washington Street 
.Cape May City,, ... ·N._ J.;,. 

.) . 

. Holder qf Plenary Retail Consu:nip­
.tion License C-5, issued by the 
·Board .or· .comm+ss_ion.ers. of. the .. city ) · 
. of Cape May 9:tty • · , .. - . " . . · · - , • ~~-~~~--~--~-~~---~-~--------~-~-~--> 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER . 

Nathan C.-.Staller, Esq.,, Attorney for De·fendant-licensee.· 
Edward F. Ambrose,, Esq·.,, appearing ro·r Divieicin of Alcoholic 

Beve.rage Co~trol. 
BY ·THE DIRECTOR: . 

. · n:eferidant has pleaded non vult to the follow;tng _charge: 

"on Sunday n:Lght, April .21.and early Monday morning, 
April 22,, 1957, .you sold, served .and. delivered and 
allowed, permitted and suffered the sale> service and . 
delivery of alcohali.c beverages, directly or indirectly, 
to person~ under the age of twenty-one ·{21) --years, viz.,. 
ponald -·~-, age la_ anQ. Kay _;__, age ·19 .and allowed, per;.;. 
mitted and· suffered the. consumption.of alcoholi-c bever- -.. 
age·s' by such persoris 'in and upon your licensed premises; 
in violation:of ~ule 1 of State Regulation·~o •. 20. 11 

.. 

Acting upon information received from an officer of the 
u.-s. Coa~t Guard Training Station, Cape May ·City, ABC agents 
obtained .signed, sworn statements from Doriald ---~,. age· 18,, _and 

·Kay -:"7-, -'age: .. 19. From these s-tatements· it appears· that they 
ar_e ,·cqast -.Guardsmen· and that they entered defendant •s licensed· 
premise·s at about 11 :50 p .m. on Sunday,· April 21, 1957. Donald 
wore ·civi:lian clothes and Kay was in uniform. They were accom­
panied by an adult male· arid another Coast Guardsman who is a 
minor and. who. was ·in uniro·rm. · - The· last ·flamed minor ·was asked 
to leave "the premises after one of dere·ndant •s employees checked 
his ID card and ascertained that he was under twenty-one years 
of age. Neither the licensee nor any of her employees·ques­
tioned the .. ,. other. ·three members ·of the party· as to their respec­
tive .. _ages; .-.TWo. rounds of beer were served to ·bonald anci Kay' a;nd 
two mixed drinks served to the adult by a waitre:ss. As the· 
minors were consuming their .second drinks shortly after mid­
night, members of the Shore Patrol entered and took Kay out of 
the premises after an ins.p~ction of his ID card disclosed that , 
he was a minor. 

Defendant has no prior adjudicated :1;1ecord... However;. on 
October g, 1956, a warning letter was-sent to her concerning 
alleged sale to C!-nother minor, and on· October ·12, 1956, she 
replied _that" .all necessary s-teps_ would. be taken to. see that no 
alcoholic beve;raages. were .sold to minors. : In her favor it may 
be said tnf!t, on the evening .in question; one of the party of 
four was· denied service when it was ascertained that he was a. 
minor. Under the circumstances I sl).all suspend defendant's 
license for fifteen days, which is the minimum suspension in 
cases invo·lving sales to an e.ighteen-year-old minor (Re Krugel,, 
Bulletin 1130, Item 11 )~. Five days will be remitted for the 
plea,, leavJng a net_ suspensim .. of ten days. 

Accordingly, it is, on -this 23rd day of May, 19~7, 

,'!· 
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.ORDERED ·!that :Pilienai$r Be.t.a-11 . :.Cons umptiiOll Lic'etm~e ~c·-.5., 
· ,3 _ issued· . by. ,the .~Baara :•c>f <CemmitEts.ionez-e ,:o!' the 'Ct;t;y or ,;Qa,p:e ·:Ma;~ 7' 

~ City to -Lucia .:-s.cms:tni;, ·f-0:r ·:premise:s ''407'-09 ·washi'.ng:t'.e>n ,;:~lt:re.e·t;.,.' · · 
Cape .May -:~ct:ty,, ibe ,~attd ·'.the· -:s:ame ·J..s .he'r:e:D.}r ~r:kus·pended :ffo:r·"t,en 
fl<)) days:., !CO·mmenc:ing ·:a-t 'Tf;:J::JO !a;•·m:. <June :1,. :1--957, aml ·mer'­
m1nat1ng ;·~t 7·:00 .:a ..• '·m.'..· "-~1fune:. _:~)~;., 1:957-• 

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

a. -D.ISOIPJ.liNARY .JPEt0CEED'.mli.QS ·- ~EFRECR'a·w :D'ATES' 'FIXED IFt(}}:Ji .:sw~EN+ 
SIO'N ·PRE· 'tr.TAMS· "TV '.;r.'l\Jf;~~~n '/,f,T.:Di'j\:t\T '-'m;'C'C!:·T·TMj'Dm~Q-i>?.:T ··A·F· hns~Tn\·s·:,s - . . .. "~..J...v:w1 · ;._u41a ~'!l·"'J;·.v~.l!f.LI 1 

.. u.~~~11 . H~.Wl!1tJ;;tL~. -U'I ~v1 . ·DU1. ~~..L:I _".·,·· ~\"' 

In the Matt.er .:oi' D:ls'c~p:rt!Lnarif. ' 
Pro·ceedings aga.ltn1J'.t · 

'~· . . ~-~ 

IRVIN ·EDELSON- .... 
'i' /a s TEW .!BRODY~~s '.BA\R . ' . ' 
llOl-i03· ... '05·-'!:Gl.!7~09 {@c·eam. 1A-fl.enue 
As bury; .:Park:, lN.~ «J~.:~ ; _ :_:~ _ . 

Ho lde·r -o.f · ,Plenary Retta11 r:co~p-: . · \ 
· tion Licens.e · ·-'th-10,,, :~s:s'ue·a 1QW" '.\the · . )) 
City ·co.unc.11. :_o:r :o/he: ~cl.it.¥ :·~£"_ JA'Eiirux7 ·. ., . ·_ : . 
·Park · · · · · · · · ) · · . : ' . . . ' . . . . . ... , . ' ----..... -·- ... ---·---_.._ ____ ... _._ .... __ , ___ ~---.,~~-- ... -.·-·---~--
Harry· Ede!Lson.:1 .:Es~q·~.,, !~tt.t-onne,y :f·e:r :De£end,ant·_.ll:ce·ns,e·e .• 
David S. 1fi.ltzerj. :1&,sq .• ·::~ ·.~~ear·ltng :tor .:.Dlvls·t:an :c:>'f :Ailoc>aoi•e. 

· · · . ·. . . ·Bever~ge · · :can~tro.1{9 . · · -

r ' It ,appear.i.n'S \thit_:,:·:·:~b~y··:anj:or.der .. d;ait,e.d. ;Fe:brua~y :5~ :jl,95l;1.' 
the license ,held :qy·)t'he ;aoow.e. ?named -'d·e£enaa,nt .wa0a .sus.ipeinaed 
for . fifteen days .ramd ·it7h:a~t ~~he <ett'fee-tiv~ da,tes or said :s~.us;pen-- . 
s1on were ,to 1be "l-lxe·a ;~y .itaai~-s~eq.uent. o~der ::(Buil.le"tibl A~i~jf .. mtein · 
3 ) ; and ·· . · . 

·It r-ur~ther · ;a;ppea-rtt'ri.g: .t.to .;Jlly ::sa·~ti's ·ta-e~t'!lion ~th.at ,;areIDe~hd:- · · · 
-~-n t 1 s prem3:ses ;~a::\1~e·. 5n0w·. 1nae,n. :r.e~openaa ·:for. ~'bn·e ~~9.5'{( ,s\eaaGJ11,; 

_ ... , 

·ORDERED ~tha!t -~the :fiiTr;bae:Jri~aa}'. ;s·us@:ems~on .,tie.~e:tm:!ba~e 
: imposed aha 1 J. <eonimen:oe. :.~a--A;· .3. :::G.0 _ .. ~a-.tm,-. ,.J.W<ie :3,~ ~-il::95·7.., .. and ~b,erm'ina:be · 
at 3 :.oo -a.~-m-~. ·~mune: :.ma.;,, .:.~~s·tr-~.·:_, . · · · · · · 

Peter Lusardi -.mnc .. ,. · . 
Westerly -Sld.(f ~o~r ·J;}hJJmrH~Y .~R-a'.ck :Road· . 
Bridg.ewater T0Wlrl$hi.1p;~· }N(e-~ ~~.e:r;s'ffY.. . · . · · · · ... 

Ap.pli c~ ti on >f;JJLed. :·ifU~y .li:i, T9:5'1 .fo.r ·_plac:e to pla.~-:e . _ 
trans:f'er <of ,St'ate 'Iieve:r.o:a:ge. ilitLstr.i:buto;rt..:s -License :·SBJD-:5~S 
from ·19s· :West Mal~n .'titr:e'e·t .. ~1 . <Scime-rv.iil1:e:, ,'N·ew -Je·r.sey .. 
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