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1. APPELLATE DECISIONS - MARINACCIO v. ASBURY PARK,

Francesco A. Marinaccio, t/a
Marino's Bar & Restaurant,

Appellant, on Appéal
/
Ve ) CONCLUSIONS
City Council of the City of - ' Ogggﬁ
Asbury Park, )
Respondent. )

Louis R. Di Lieto, Esq., Attorney for Appellant
James M. Coleman, Jr., Esq., Atbtorney for Respondent

BY THE DIRECTOR:
The Hearer has filed the following report herein:‘

Hearer's Report

This is an gppeal from the action of the respondent City
Council of the City of Asbury Park (hereinafter Council) which
imposed & suspension of appellant's plenary retail consumption
license for forgy-five days following a plea of guilty to &
charge of selling alcoholic beverages to a minor, age twenty.

The appellant urged that the penalty was too harsh and
‘no benefit was accorded in view of the guilty plea. The Council
responded that the penalty imposed was in consideration of the
prior record of suspensions which were imposed agsinst the appel-
lant for prior violations.

The matter was heard de novo pursuant to Rule 6 of State
Regulation NWo. 15, with full opportunity given to both parties to
. present testimony; both parties limited themselves to oral
argument.

Appellan®t urged that as voting rights had recently been
accorded to persons eighteen years of age or older, such change
having resulted from constitutional amendment, the twenty-one
vear old drinking rule could be unconstitutional. While this
argument is patently spurious, it 1Is exiomatic that constitutional
argunents have no place before an administrative sagencyo.

The appeal is limited to the crucial issue of whether the
penalty imposed was so severe as to constitute an abuse of dis-
cretion. An examination of the prior record of the appellant
reveals that the license was suspended for thirty days, effective
June 28, 1966 for violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 38,
and for permitting gambling on the premises,in violation of Rule
7 of State Regulation No., 20, Two years later, effective August 5,
1968, the license was suspended for twenty-five days on a charge
of permitting gambling on the premises, in violation of Rule 7
of State Regulation No. 20. On November 11, 1968 the license was
agein suspended for sixty-five days on a charge of permitting
gambling on the licensed premises, and in October of that same
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year, the appellant was found guilty of permitting acts of violence
upon the premises, in violation of Rules li and 5§ of State Regulation
No. 20, although no penalty was imposed on this infraction.

Were the plea herein entertained by the Director, the
penalty imposed would have been ten days for the sale to the minor
(Re Mondello, Bulletin 1451, Item 10) to which would be added twenty
days by reason of four dissimilar violations occurring within a
period of five years (Re Bruno Hardcastle, Inc., Bulletin 1767,

Item 5) and an additional thirty days by reason of the aggravating
circumstances that this offense is the appellantfs fifth violation.
Re Jeanne's Enterprises, Inc., Pulletin 1766, Item 9, orja total

of sixty days., With remission of twelve days for the plea

entered, a net suspension of forty-eight days would thus result.

The power of the Director to reduce or modify & penalty
must be sparingly exercised, and only with the greatest caution.
Even the fact that a penalty may be considered relatively severe
{which I find not to be so in the instant matter) does not of
itsellf justify reduction on appeal., De Luccia v, Paterson,
Bulletin 1781, Item 1.

The present penalty of forty-five days most adequately
fits the circumstances and does not constitute an abuse of dis-
cretion by the Councils

It is recommended that the appeal be dismissed and an
order be entered affirming the action of respondent &nd fixing the
effective dates for suspension imposed by respondent and stayed
pending the entry of a further order hereine.

Conclusions and Order

No exceptions to the Hearer's report were filed pursu-
ant to Rule 14 of State Regulation No., 15.

Having carefully considered the entire record herein,
including transcript of the testimony, the exhibits and the
Hearer's report, I concur in the findings and conclusions of the
Hearer and adopt his recommendations.

Accordingly, it is, on this 24th day of August 1971,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-68,
issued by the City Council of the City of Asbury Park to Francesco
A, Marinaccio, t/a Marino's 3Bar & Restaurant, for premises 807-
£09-811 Main Street, Asbury Park, be and the same is hereby sus-
pended for forty-five (LL5) days, commencing at 3 a.m. Tuesday,
September 7, 1971, and terminating at 3 a.m. Friday, October 22,
1971,

Richard C. Mc Donough,
Director.

i)
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2. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FALSE STATEMENT IN APPLICATION -
UNDISCLOSED INTEREST - PRIOR SIMILAR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED
FOR BALANCE OF THE TERM WITH LEAVE TO LIFT AFTER 30 DAYS
UPON PROOF OF CORRECTION OF UNLAWFUL ACTIVITY.

period) issued by the Municipal Board
of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the
City of Newark, presently holding
Permit AI-L1ly, expiring August 25, 1971.

In the Matter of DlSClpllnary )
Proceedings against : S-8677
) X-46,338-D
Marie Bosco
t/a 220 Club )
220 Ferry Street f
Newark, N.J., ) /
CONCLUSIONS
Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption ) and
License C-290 (for 1970-71 license ) ORDER
)

. Goldberger, Siegel & Finn, Esgqs., by Jerry M., Finn, Esq.,
Attorneys for Licensee
Walter H. Cleaver, Esqg., Appearing for Division
BY THE DIRECTOR:
The Hearer has filed the following report herein:

Hearer's Report

Licensee pleads not guilty to the following charges:

"l. In your application dated July 13, 1970 filed
with the Municipal Board of Alcocholic Beverage
Control of the City of Newark and upon which
you obtained your current plenary retail con-
sumption license you falsely stated 'No!' in
answer to Question No. 29 which asks: ‘'Has any
individual, partnership, corporation or associa-
tion other than the applicant, any interest,
directly or indirectly, in the license applied
for or in the business to be conducted under
said license?', whereas in truth and fact Fred
Bosco had such an interest in that he was co-
owner and partner with you in said license
and in the business conducted thereunder; such
false statement being in violation of R.S.

33 :1"'250

2, From on or about October 1, 1969 until the present
time you knowingly aided and abetted Fred Bosco to
exercise contrary to R.S. 33:1-26, the rights and
privileges of your plenary retail consumption
license; in violation of R.S. 33:1-52."

Lt

The Division's case was established by the evidence of
ABC agent H, who was assigned specifically to investigate an allega-
tion that these premises were being operated as a front by Fred
Bosco for his mother, the licensee herein.,

He gave the Tollowing account: An investigation of the
Division records disclosed that the subject license was transferred
to the licenses on October 1, 1969. The records of the local
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The agent then visited Mr. Louls Asarnow, the attorney who
represented the licensee st the time of the closing. An examination
of the closing statement and the bill of sale disclosed that the
purchase price was actually $10,000; that 8250 was held in escrow
by Asarnow; that $7,000 was to be paid at thc time of closing; the
balance of $2,750 was in the form of = promissory note to the seller.

A check with the Howard Savings Bank where Marie BDosco'ls
safe deposit box was located,; sstsblishsed that Mrs. Bosco last
visited this bank on July 8, 1968, at least one year prior to the
purchase of the gzid busi nessD The agent then visited the Modern
Musie, Inc.,a vendor supplying the juke box, pinbsll machine and
cigarette machine to the licensed premises. He ascertained that,
in fect, 2 loan in the sum of %?JOQO was mads to Fred and HMarie
Bosco, under an g greement for the purchase of the said propsriy.

The agent returned to the premises on March 26, 1970, at
which time Fred Bosco informed him that the represontationq regard-
ing the purchase given previously were false and that, in fact,
$7,000 advanced towards the purchase price was obtained from
Modern Music, Inc.

Fred Bosco was summoned to the Division where he was
examined with respect to the operation of these premises. An
examination of the records brought with him were in variance with
the Beverage Tax Reporbs, which indicated that during the first
two months no liquor purchasvu'were actually made. While DoOsco
insisted that the businsss was operated at 2 substantial loss the
invoices reflected the disbursements showed a total of $9,000 as
against an income of $11,000.

~

It was further lesrned that the Allsftate Insurance Company
had negotiated a theft insurance policy with Fred Bosco and nhad
actually paid the sum of $868.61 in ssttlement of & claim of an
alleged theft at the said premises., The check was sndorsed by
Merie Bosco and Fred Bosco, cashed by Fred Boscd a2t a check cashing
service and deposgsited in his personal account.

A Turthsr check to verify the addresses of cer=
tain alleged entertainers presumably paid for services &t
the licensed premisges. sddresses given appearsd to e
accurate and none of fthe tertainers were located.
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On May 21, 1970 Fred Bosco gave a voluntary written state-
ment to this agent in which he admitted that the 3250 deposit on
account of the purchase price was not his mother's money but was,
in fact, his own money. He further admitted that there are six or
seven judgments, as well as other unpaid debts (not related to this
tavern operation) outstanding against him, but could not give the
exact dates with respect to them. He also admitted that he had Dbeen
separated from his wife for a long period of time.

Further;, he admitted that at the time of the purchase he
had been arrested by the East Newark Police Department charged with
maintaining a gambling establishment. This charge was sgill pending
at the time of the purchase, although it was thereafter dismissed
by the Hudson County grand jury. /

Several creditors of Fred Bosco were visited by the agent
and verified the fact that thers were judgments outstanding against
him,

During the several visits made to the premises, Fred was
present, but iarie Bosco was neither present nor available.

Marie Bosco was guestioned by this agent and agent W on
April 20, 1970 and in her statement she was asked the following:

"Q What connection do you have with the 220
Club, 220 Ferry St., Newark, N.J.?

A I am the so-~called owner.

Q@ When did you purchase the 220 Club?

A Some time in 1969,
From whom and what was the purchase price?
Frank Zarillo, for $13,000, see Freddy for that.

Q What_was the source of the money?
[for the purchase of the premisé@

A I am not really sure, please ask, Freddy.

Q@ Isn't it true, Mrs. Bosco, that on March 23,
1970, when I interviewed you at your tavern
you informed me that $10,000 dollars, was put
into this business (towards purchase price)
from cash money you had kept in a safe deposit
box at the Howard Savings & Loaen Association,
at Bloomfield and Clifton Aves., Newark, N.J.?

A I told you that white lie because Freddy told
me that he thought the Vending machine company
would object to us telling the ABC about the loan.

Q What did you personally put in to this tavern
in the way of cash? : '

A DNonse.

Q@ Did you personally arrange for any loans or
notes concerning thils business?
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A T signed the note for the vending machine
company, other notes I am not sure of,

Q@ Have you personally received any money from
this business?

A I have received no monsy to date, all money
made has been put back in the business to
pay bills, etc,

Q Do you personally operate this business?

I
. //

It should be noted at this point that the testimony of the
agent was taken ex parte because of the failure of the licensee to
appear at the scheduled hearing, after due notice. However, a con-
tinued hearing was scheduled at the request of a newly retained
attorney for the licensee and an opportunity was granted to cross-

examine the witness for the Division and produce testimony on be-
half of the licensee.

A No, my son has all to do with it."

Marie Bosco, the licensee, testified that she decided
to purchase a tavern because the beauty shop which she operated
was not a successful operation and that in fact, shortly after the
purchase of this business, she discontinued the operation thereof.
However, she soon obtained employment with a geriatric facility
in Belleville. She stated that she had invested about $200 or
$250 in cash on account of the purchase price and that a loan was
obtained for the balance of the purchase price from Modern Music,
Inc. She admitted that she did not obtain any money from her safe
deposit box and the information she gave to the ABC agent with
respect thereto was untrue,

On cross examination, she asserted that when the business
was first purchased she vigited the premises three or four times a
weelk but her poor health prevented her from continuing, and she
discontinued any visits to the premisese.

Fred Bosco testified that his mother is the true owner
and that he is the manager of these premises. He explained that
his mother was not making a success of her beauty shop business and
it was mutually decided that she should purchase this tavern. He
is engaged in the construction business and operates this facility
for her.

‘He emphasized that the $250 deposit on account of the
purchase price was advanced by his mother and that the arrangement
for the loan with Modern Music, Inc., was made by nis mother. "I
more or less handled the particulars, trying to set it up, and
onnce the appointment was set I took her over, and she herself made
the arrangements with the Modern Music loan made to her." His
mother co-signed the note and the husiness was set up. Since he
was in the construction business he took care of all the alterations
in the premises. He would open the tavern at about six or seven
o'clock in the evening and remein there until closing. 3Business
was so bad, however, and his mother's health deteriorated so that
it was unnecessary for her to be in attendance on the premises.
During the last year his mother visited the premises on four or
five occasionse. ’

He admitted that he had marital difficulties but stated
that wes the reason that he had free svenings to devots to ths
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operation of the business. With respect to the entertainers that
were noted on the invoices he insisted that those were the names
and addresses that were given to him by the entertainers and he
could not understand why they could not be located at the addresses
set forth therein,

On cross exemination the witness admitted that he had
2 number of Jjudgments and debts outstanding at the time of the
purchase. He also asserted that his mother gave him full power of
attorney to operate the business and he ran the entire operatione.

The businsss was carried on on a cash and carn& basis,
although some of the bills were paid through his persondl checking
account, He also admitted that at the time of the purchase, he
had been charged by the Last Newark Police of maintaining a gamb-
ling establishment.

He was then shown the voluntary signed statement which he
executed in the Division offices,; wherein he admitted that the
deposit of $250 paid on account of the purchase price was his own
moneye. He said that that was an error and he did not recall
making the statement. However, he was asked, "Did you read the
statement? A I glanced at it. I looked it over.”" He was then
asked the following gquestions:

"1Question Other than the deposit of $250 do you
personally have any money invested
into this businegs?"! and the answer
is 'WNot,

Question At this time does the business owe you
any moeney?

Answer Only the $250 which really I gave to my
mother 2s a gift,!"

‘,\
e

st

i

"Q Was that gquestion asked of you and did you
answey 1t in that way?

A I guess I did, yes, sir.
Are you sgsaying that is not the truth?
I did give my mofther same monsye.

Q Are you saving the guestion put and the answer
are ncb the €t ruth?

A T think I answered at the time a little
incorrectly. <+ believe I did.

—"
Q Id &he agent/ take down the answer cor-
rectly you gave him?

A Only not the part I said it was my money. The
fact is that I gave my mother a couple of hundred
dollars as a gift was true, bubt not that it was
my noney that went directly from my hands to
Zarillo's or whoever represented him as a deposit.”

I have carsfully examined and evaluated the testimony and
exhibits presented in evidence herein. I have also observed the
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demeanor of the witnesses as they testified before me. Testimony,
to be believed, must not only proceed from the mouths of credible
witnesses but must be credible in itself and must be such as common
expreience and observation of mankind can approve as probable in
the circumstances. Spagnuolo v. Bonnet, 16 N.J. 546; Gallo ve.
_qallo’ 66 Kadoe Super‘. 1o ‘

We are dealing here with a purely disciplinary matter and
its alleged infraction. Such action is civil in nature and not
criminal, Kravis v. Hock, 135 N.J.L. 259 (Sup. Ct. 1947). Thus
the proof must be supported by a fair preponderance of the credible
evidence. Butler Oak Tavern v. Div. of Alcoholic Beverage Control,

20 N.J. 373 (19567, | /

I find that the testimony of the licensee and her son,
Fred Bosco, is contradictory, contain admitted untruths. Neverthe-
less, inexplicably woven in their testimony and the statements
given to Division agents is the clear pattern of the classic front,
reflected in the admissions and inferences to be drawn therefrom,.

It is evident that Marie Bosco had neither the resources
nor any semblance of experience required for the operation of the
licensed premises. It 1s quite clear that Fred Bosco used his
mother as a front and as a partner because of personal provlems
wich he had at the time of the contemplated purchase. Le was
separated from his wife and undoubtedly feared that his ownership of
these premises might subject him to possible court action for her
support or maintenance. Furthermore, he additionally had numerous
judgments outstanding against him as well as debts owing to
creditors. Additionally, he was facing a criminal charge (of main-
taining a gambling establishment which was ultimately dismissed by
the Grand Jury. sometime after the purchase of the said tavern).

A1l of these factors most likely contributed to his action in
using his mother as a front in this operation. I conclude from the
credible evidence presented that the licensee answered Question
No. 29 in her application falsely because she fal led to reveal

that in truth and fact her son was a co-owner and partner with her
in the said license and in the business conducted thereunder.

I further find that from on or about October 1, 1969,
until the present time, the licensee knowingly aided and abetted
her son, Fred Bosco, to exercise contrary to R.S. 33:1-26 the
rights and privileges of her plenary retail consumption license;
in violation of R.S., 33:1-52,

It is accordingly recommended, therefore, that the
licensee be found guilty of both charges preferred hereine.

Licensee has a previous record of suspension by the
local issuing asuthority for twenty days, effective June 28, 1971
for an"hours" violatione

It now appears that this license has not been renewed for
"1971-72 license period, but her application for renewal is presently
pending before the local issuing authority; she is now operating
underan AI-41l Permit.

Since it further appears that the unlawful situation
continues to exist, it is further recommended that an order be
entered suspending eny renewal or extension of the said license thsat
may be granted for the 1971-72 license period, for the balance of
its term, with leave to the licensee or any bona [ide transferee
of the license to apply to the Director for the lifting of the
suspension, upon filing a verified petition establishing correction
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of the unlawful situation; said suspension to ve lifted thereupon
after the expiration of twenty-five days (Re Carlton, Bulletin
1535, Item 53, to which should be added five days by reason of
the record of dissimilar violastion occurring within the past five
years, or a total of thirty days after the commencement of the
suspension.,

Conclusions and Order

No exceptions to the Hearer's report were filed within
the time limited by Rule 6 of State Regulation No. 16.

Having carefully considered the entire record /herein,
the transcript of the testimony, the exhibits and the Hearer's
report, I concur in the findings and conclusions of the Hearer
and adopt his recommendations,

Accordingly, it is on this 25th day of August, 1971

ORDERED that any renewal of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-290 which may be granted for the 1971-72 license
period by the Municipsl Board of Alcoholic Beverage Coatrol of
the City of Newark to Marie Bosco t/a 220 Club for premises
220 Ferry Street, Newark, New Jersey (said licensee presently
holds Permit AI-L1l, expiring August 25, 1971) be and the same
is hereby suspended for the balance of its term, effective as
of and on the said renewal date, with leave to the licensee or
any bona fide transferee of the license to file a verified
petition establishing correction of the unlawful situation for
1ifting of the suspension of the license, but in no event sooner
than thirty days from the date of commencement of the said
suspension,

Richard C, McDonough
Director
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3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE IN VIOLATION OF MUNICIPAL
HOURS REGULATION - SALE IN VIOLATION OF STATE REGULATION
NO. 38 - PRIOR DISSIMILAR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 25
DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA - APPLICATION FOR FINE IN LIEU COF
SUSPENSION GRANTED,

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

Nicholas Vangelas
t/a Jerry's Bar
1139 Main Street

i
CONCLUSIONS
Paterson, N, J. 07503

AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption
License G288 (for 1970-71 and 1971-72
license periods), issued by the

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control

of the City of Paterson.

Licensee, Pro Se.

Walter H., Cleaver, Esg., Appearing for Division.

N’ N S N N N N

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads guilty to a charge alleging that on
Sunday, April W%, 1971 (1) he sold alcoholic beverages and (2) permit-
ted the licensed premises to be open, both in violation of local
ordinance and (3) he sold alcoholic beverages for off-premises
consumption, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No., 38,

Licensee has a previous record of suspension for ten days
by the local issuing authority effective July 27, 1970 for
pernitting a brawl on licensed premises and sales to a minor.

The license will be suspended for twenty days (Re Alois,
Bulletin 1977, Item 8) to which will be added five days by reason
of record of suspension of license for dissimilar violation within
the past five years (Re Rivelli, Bulletin 1909, Item 8) making
a total of twenty five days with remission of five days for the
plea entered leaving a net suspension of twenty days. However,
the licensee has made application for the imposition of a fine
in lieu of suspension in accordance with the provisions of
Chapter 9 of the Laws of 1971.

Having favorably considered the application in question, I
have determined to accept an offer in compromise by the licensee
to pay a fine of $800 in lieu of suspension.

Accordingly, it is; on this 19th day of August 1971,
ORDERED that the payment of a $800 fine by the licensee

is hereby accepted in lieu of a suspension of license for twenty
days. :

Richard C. McDonough
Director
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L

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - PRIOR SIMILAR

RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 25 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.
In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Procsesdings against )

Keegan's Pleasant Valley Inn, Inc.

t/a Xeegan's Pleasant Valley Inn ) : ]

North Delsea Drive CONCLUSIONS

Franklin Township (Gloucester Co.) ) and

PO Franklinville, N. J., ) ORDERK

A /

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption Ji
License C-3, issued by the Township )

Committee of the Township of Franklin.

— —a e e war e . - o ma w—- oo ——

Licensee, by Edward Keegan, Secretary, P?o's?
Walter H. Cleaver, Esg., Appearing for Division

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non vult to a charge all§ging that
on July 5, 1971 it sold alcoholic beverages to & minor, agse

20, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 20.

Although this licensee corporation has no previous
record of suspension of license, & license held by Mary Riper
(one of the sbockholders of the corporate licensee) was sus-
pended by the Director for the balance of its term effective
April 29, 1965, with leave to 1lift after twenty days, for fail-
ure to disclose true ownership (Re Riper, Bulletin 1618, Item
7). License held by said Mary Riper (which license was trans-
ferred during pendency of those proceedings to Edward and Stella
Keegan) was suspended by the Director for twenty days effective
June 17, 1965 for sale to minors (Re Keegan, 3Bulletin 1628, Item
L), The license then held by Edward and Stella Keegan (also
stockholders of the corporate licensee) was suspended by the
municipal issuing authority for five days effective November 3,
19656, for sale to minors.

The suspension against Riper for dissimilar offense
occurring more than five years ago disregarded for penalty pur-
poses, but the suspensions against Edward and Stella Keegan for
similar offense occurring more than five but less than ten years ago
considered, and the suspension against the Keegans for similar
violation coccurring within the past five years considered, the
license will be suspended for ten days on this charge (Re M & M
Tavern (A Corp.), Bulletin 1989, Item 9), to which will be added
fifteen days by reason of the record of two suspensions for sim-
ilar violations (Re Costello, 3ulletin 1971, Item 5), or a total
of twenty-five days, with remission of five days for the plea
entered, leaving & net suspension of twenty days.

Accordingly, it is; on this 23rd day ol August 1971,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License -3,
issued by the Township Jommittee of the Township of Franklin to
Keegan's Pleasant Valley Inn, Inc., t/a Keegan's Pleasant Valley
Inn, for premises on North Delsea Drive, Franklin Township, be
and the same 1s hereby suspended for twenty (20) days, commencing
et Lt a.m., Tuesday, September 7, 1971, and terminating at L a.m.
Monday, September 27,1971.

Richard C. McDonough,
Director.
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FRONT - NON-RESIDENT STOCKHOLDER -
UNDISCLOSED STOCKHOLDER - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR BALANCE OF
TERM WITH LZAVE TO LIFT AFTER 20 DAYS UPON PROOF OF CORRECTION
OF UNLAWFUL CONDITION.

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against
)
Scholnan, Inc,

t/a Oasis ) CONCLU SIONS

[t00 Lamberton Strest and i
Trenton, N. J., ) ORDER /
/

Holcer of Plenary Retail Consumption)
License (-212, issued by the City
Council of the City of Trenton. )

§ills, Beck, Cummis, Radin & Tischman, Esqs., by Arthur J. Sills,
Esq., Attorneys for Licensee
Walter H., Cleaver, Esq., Appearing for Division

B8Y THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non vult to five charges alleging that in
connection with the filing of an application for license it (1)
failed to disclose a person other than the listed stockholders
had beneficial ownership of the stock; (2) that such undisclosed
stockholder was, in fact, a resident of the State of New York, hence
ineligible to hold a license in this state; (3) that all of the stock
in the applicant corporation was in fact being held for the unnamed
stockholder by the principal stockholder listed; (4) that there was
no disclosure that the unnamed beneficiary of the stock was, in fact,
to be recipient of all of the profits and income from the licensed
business; and (5) applicant aided and abetted the beneficiary stock=
holder to exercise all of the rights and privileges of the license;
charges (1) through (&%) above being in violation of N.J.S. 33:1-25
and charge (5) being in viclation of N.J.S. 33:1-52. ‘

Licensee has a record of suspension of license by the
Director for thirty five days effective July 13, 1965 on two charges,
viz., (1) it possessed six bottles of alcoholic beverages, the
labels of which did not truly describe their contents, in violation
of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20 and (2) it possessed indecent
photographs in violation of Rule 17 of State Regulation No. 20.
(Re_Scholnan, Inc., Bulletin 1631, Item 4%). To date, no correction
of the unlawful situation has been accomplished.

The record of suspension for dissimilar violations occurring
more than five years ago disregarded in admeasuring the penalty for
the charges herein, the license will be suspended for the balance of
its term, with leave granted the licensee or any bona fide transferee
of the license to apply for the 1ifting of the suspension whenever the
unlawful situation has been corrected, but in no event sooner than
twenty days from the date of commencement of the suspension herein,

Re Paddock ILounge, Inc., Bulletin 1929, Item 3. ’

Accordingly, it is, on this 25th day of August 1971,

AN

ORDERED that Plenary Retaill Consumption License C-212,
by the City Council of the City of Trenton to Schodnan, Inc., t/a
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Qasis for premises 400 Lamberton Street, Trenton be and the same

is suspended for thebYalance of its term effective 2:00 a.m. Tuesday,
September 14, 1971.with leave to licensee or any bona fide
transferee of the license to apply to the Director by verified
petition for the 1lifting of the suspension whenever the unlawiul
situation has Dbeen corrected, but in no event, sooner than

twenty days from the commencement of the suspension herein.

Richard C. McDonough
Director

6., DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED
FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. /

In The Matter of Disciplinary

Proceedings against
STECKMAN CORPORATION CONCLUSIONS
t/a Ferry Wine & Liquor AND ORDER

)

)

)

158 Ferry Street -

Newark, N. J. 07105 )
)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Distribution

License D-=55 issued by the Municipal

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of

the City of Newark.

Liebman & Rauschberg, Esgs., by Anson Rauschberg, Esq., Attorneys
for Licensee.

Edward F. fmbrose, Esqg., Appearing for Division,

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non vult tc a charge alleging that on
June 26, 1971 it sold an alcoholic beverage to a minor, age 20,
in viclation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 20.

Absent prior record the license will be suspended for
ten days with remission of five days for the plea entered,
leaving a net suspension of five days. Re M & M Tavern,
Bulletin 1989, Item 9.

Accordingly, it is, on this 19th day of August 1971,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-55
issued by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of
the Clty of lNewark to Steckman Corporation, t/a Ferry Wine &
Liquor for premises 158 Ferry, Street, Newark, be and the same
is hereby suspended for five (5) days commencing :00 a.m.
Thursday, September 2, 1971 and terminating :00 a.m. Tuesday,
September 7, 1971L.

Richard C. McDonough
Director

*3y fmended Order dated August 23, 1971, the period of suspension
was advanced to cormence at 9:00 A.M. Honday, ‘fugust 30, 1971
and terminated at 9:00 A.M. Saturday, September &4, 1971.
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT TRULY
LABELED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA,

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)
)
Cora-John Corp. CONCLUSIONS
1084-1086 River Road ) AND ORDER
Edgewatery N. J. ;
Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption )
License C-9 (for the 1970-71 and ) i
1971-72 license periods), issued by ) /

the Mayor and Council of the Borough of
Edgewater.

Licensee, Pro Se.

Walter H. Cleaver, Esq., Appearing for Division.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non vult to a charge alleging that on
April 20, 1971 it possessed two bottles of alcoholic beverages,
the labels of which did not truly describe its contents, in
violation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20.

Absent prior record the license will be suspended
for fifteen days, with remission of five days for the plea euwiered,
leaving a net suspension of ten days. Re Piez, Bulletin 1975,
Item 6.

Accordingly, it is, on this 27th day of August 1971,

ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumption License C-9 issued
by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of Edgewater to Cora-
John Corp., for premises 1084-1086 River Road, Edgewater, be
and the same is hereby suspended for ten (10) days commencing
3:00 a.m. Wednesday, September 8, 1971 and terminating 3:00 a.m.
Saturday, September 18, 1971.

Richard C. McDonough
Director
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8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CRIMINALLY DISQUALIFIED EMPLOYEE -
PRIOR DISSIMILAR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 30 DAYS, LESS
5 FOR PLEA.

- Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-53 (for 1970-71 and 1971-72

license periods), issued by the Municipal

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of

the Township of North Bergen. )

Krivit & Krivit, Esqgs., by Maurice M. Krivit, Esq., Attorneys for
Licensee

Walter H., Cleaver, Eksg., Appearing for Division

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against _ )
MICHAEL F. WALL AND SHELIA P. CODY
t/a Wall's Triangle Tavern ) CONCLUSIONS
4218 Bergen Turnpike AND ORDER
North Bergen, N. J. ) /
)
)
)

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licenseesplead: pnon vult to a charge alleging that on
March 17, 1971 they employed a person on the licensed premises
who had been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude,
in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 13,

Licenseeshave a previous record of suspension of license for
(1) by the local issuing authority for ten days effective August
21, 1966 for failure to close in violation of local ordinance and
(23 by -the Director for 60 days effective January 3, 1969 for
permitting gambling in violation of Rules 6 and 7 of State Regulation
No. 20, (Re Michael F, Wall, Bulletin 1837, Item 5).

The license will be suspended for twenty days (Re 2705
Pacific Corporation, Bulletin 1936, Item 4) to which will be
added ten days by reason of two suspensions of license occurring
within the past five years for dissimilar violations, making a
total of thirty days, with remission of five days for the plea
entered, leaving a net suspension of twenty-five days.

Accordingly, it is, on this 25th day of August 1971,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-53
issued by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the
Township of North Bergen to Michael F. Wall and Shelia P. Cody,
t/a Wall's Triangle Tavern for premises 4218 Bergen Turnpike,
North Bergen be and the same is hereby suspended for twenty-five
(25) days commencing 3:00 a.m. Friday, August 27, 1971 and
terminating 3:00 a.m. Tuesday, September 21, 1971.

Richard C. McDonough
Director
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9. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED
FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA - APPLICATION FOR FINE IN LIEU
OF SUSPENSION GRANTED.,

In the Matter of Disciplinary

Proceedings against
Si-Be Corp.
t/a "Tavern on the Mall" CONCLUSIONS
280 Cherry Hill Mall

AND ORDER
/

/
/

Cherry Hill, N. J,.

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption
License C-18 (for the 1970-71 and
1971-72 license periods) issued by the
Township Committee of Cherry Hill
Townshipe.
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Novack & Trobman, Esgs., by David Novack, Esq., Attorneys for
o Licensee.
Walter H. Cleaver, Esq., Appearing for Division.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non vult to a charge alleging that on
March 27, 1971 it sold alcoholic beverages to a minor, age 19,
'in violation of Rule 1 of State Regula tion No. 20,

Absent prior record the license would normally be suspended
for fifteen days, with remission of five days for the plea entered,
leaving a net suspension of ten days. Re J & N Inc., Bulletin
1982, Item 3. However, the licensee has made application for the
imposition of a fine in lieu of suspension in accordance with the
provisions of Chapter 9 of the Laws of 1971,

Having favorably considered the application in question,
I have determined to accept an offer in compromise by the
licensee to pay a fine of $1,300. in lieu of suspension.

Accordingly, i% is, on this 27th day of August 1971,

ORDERED that the payment of a $1,300. fine by the licensee
is hereby accepted in lieu of a suspension of license for ten days.

Richard C., McDonough
Director

10. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED.

Hazlet Beverage Corp., t/a White Eagle Bottling

177-181 South St., Newark, N. J.
Application filed October 14, 1971 for person-to-person
transfer of State Beverage Distributor's License SBD-5 from
Edward C. Walkiewicz & Joseph R. Walkiewicz, t/a White
Eagle Bottling Co. :

Renfield Corporation, 240l Morris Avenue, Union, N. J.

Application filed October 20, 1971 for place-to-place
transfer of Plenary Wholesale Liceénse W-99 from 591-629

Rahway Ave., Union, N, J.
| ;ﬁjé%L__zf/ﬁ;\
¢hard C. McDonough

Director



