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DISCIPLINARY PROCELDINGS - SEhVTNG uLCOhOLIC meERﬁGLu TO WOMEN |
' DIRECTLY OVER A BAR, -IN VIOLATION OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE -,3‘«
PERMITTING FEMALL BMPLOYEE TO ACCEPT BEVERAGES AT THE EXPENSE OF
PATRONS; SERVING ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES - TO PLRuONS ACTUALLY OF -
CAPPARENTLY INTOXICATED; PERMITTING :INTOXICATED EMPLOYEES TO WORK
ON LICENSED PREMISES; PERMITTING LLWDNESS AND - TMMORAL ACTIVITY

'LICENSED PHEMISES; PFRMITTING KNOWN PERSONS .OF ILL . REPUTE ON -

" as-follewss . -

“by the Municipal Board of Alcoh011c
Beverage Control of thc Clty of - ) }}«

LICENSED PhEmISTS, AND PERMITTING LICENSED PREMISES TO EE CONDUCT&D
AS A NUISANCE, ALL IN VIOLATION OF STATE.REGULATIONS NO,. .20 -
. LICENSE KEVOKED - DIuQUALIFIC“”IOD “ACCOMPANYING RE VOCATION -
‘CONFINED TO dOLDEn OF LICENSE AT TIME VIOLATIOhb WERE PR lIllED

In the Hatter of DlSClpllnary
Proceedings against

)
MARIANO' BERARDI -~ . -
T/u BROADWAY TAP ROO¢ '
1007 Broadway" R )
Camden, N. Jo,‘

Holdcr of Plbnﬁry Retail- Congum9~y~
tion License C-72 for the fiscal
year 1944-45, and transferred in
sald yeer to A
- CuVCLUquNS
BN AND

: Dth

NUNAIA CANZANmSu ,
for the same prumlses,

and renewed by tne Snld Nunzia ‘
Canzanese, now trading as Nuncy’s

Cafe, and holding Plenary Retail -
Consumption: License C-187, issued

Camden.-

_-‘__-_,__-_M.‘_--~,-.¢.)

Edward V. Murtlno, qu., ‘Attorney for Dpfuﬂdcnt»llcensges,.;fffg B
Aathony Heyer, Jr., Esqo, Jppeirlng for anqrtment of Alcohollc
Beverage ControloL S e

BY THE COMAISSIONEH

Defenaunt lbadgd not guthy to, - chargﬁs that may bc summarlzbd
l§ serving women at- bar, in v1olat10n of fa- lOCul :
ordinance; (2) permitting female pmplOJLe to accept drinks at-
expensc of patrons, in violation of State Reculatlons No. 20, RUlu
22; (3) permitting service of alcocholic bOV‘Tjgbo to “and consump-
tlon by ‘persons actuslly or apparently intoxicated, in Violatlun of
Rule 1. of‘State Regulatlons-No. 20; (4)-permitting . intoxicated
eriployees to work on premiscs, in VLQldthﬂ of Rule 4 .of - Qtute,
Regulations No. 20; (5) permitting lewdness and immoral act1v1ty on

]

 licensed premises, in violation of Rulec 5 of ntdtc ‘Regula tlunu
No. 203 (6) knowingly employlng without permlt a non-resident, in

v1olﬂtlon of the statute and Rule 47 of. state Rbgulatlons NO, 13;
(7) p@rmlttlng known persons of 1ll '‘répute on the licensed prem-
Ises, in.violation of Rule 4 of State Regulations No. 20; and (8)
pcrmlttlng the licensed premises to beé operated’as a'nulsqnce, in
violation of Rulu 5 o? State Regulutlons No. 20, B
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Thc evidence shows that the investigation.on this matter
covered a period of well over a weck and was concludpu the early
morning,of>Junc.2 1945,

At the very start. of the inve stlgatlon und practically on
¢very occasion that:ths investigators were: prosent, women were served
.alcoholic beveragés dlrcctly ‘over the bar.: . It furtncr appéars that
the sole “effort of the licensce and his employees| to prevent the
pructlce was a warning not to consume the drinks at the bar, &
warning . often too late, I .call. Pttpntlon to. the fact that service
‘is sufflclent toviolate the City of Ca mden oru1n~nce'of December 27,
%‘1954 as: ﬂmended Septembpr 12 l95b : L ,"' '

"Orat lcast two OLCWblonS th fumwle burtcn$er accepted and
consumed:. bEVCragUu at the expense of thie investigators. O0On.at least
‘ong ‘of 'the occasions the beverags was purchased at the solicitation
of the licensee. Many other occa51ons 1nvolv1ng ﬁther patrons of

ths tavern were observed.

There is no QUbStdhtldl denial that both th% barmulu and one
other cmployee of the licensee were intoxicated or apnarcntly in
such condition. It is also apparent that they both consumed alco-
holic beverages while in that state. It may be that fhesc drinks
were not served to them and that they "helped themselves."  However,
the fact that the licensee allowed,:permitted and. suffered them to
consume the alcoholic beverages --.and. the was. admlttcdly prese t ——
is sufficient, R : e 4

Not only did:the intoxicated barmaid and other employee con-
sume alcoholic beverages while so intoxicated but |[in that condition
"they continued to work on the liconsed premises. The. salutary ‘pur-—
pose of the rule prohibiting intoxicated employees from working on
the premisef makes thls Tulc worthy uf thv btrlctest_enforcement.

It is unnecessary to detail. th; "foul ﬁnu 1niecent" language:
that seemed to be the usual node >f expression in jthe licensed pren~
ises. I may comment on the fact that .ot least -two of “thie-cuployees
of the then holder of this license were among the worst offenders.
It nmust also be concluded that many of the persons| habitually ,
allowed in the licensed premises fall. within the category. of ™known
persons of ill vepute." It is.only necessary to cpnsider the testi-
mony of the then licensee and' other WltanQbS, partlcularl a police
officer - produced by him, o’ be :onv1ncpc thut the then licensee knbw
then as such persong. - r

Finally, we must determine whether or not thé licensed prefiises
.. were. conducted 1n sucn mnanner 4as to becone a nuisance within the
neaning. of Rule .5 of “tate Regulgtlons ‘NoO. 20,nﬂIn State v. Wllllansl
30 N. J L. 102 at 104 the. Court 5a1u e

S "zny DluCE Sf publlc rcsort, whether an 1na, a awelllng
;‘house, a stor&hause,‘or any other bullding, or garden, 1s.a
- public’ nulsanco, in which illegal practices. are . nabltuallx ‘
-;;currled on, ‘or when it becomes the habitual resort of thieves,
M crunkards,. prostltutes, or other idle, viciovug, and.disorderly
' Dorsons,. who' gather togothor there for the purnose of grati-
fying their own'depraved appetites, or to sake it.a rendezvous
ivwhcre pkansg may be concocted for gepreuatlans upon 5001cty,,
.and, uloturblng blthﬁr ltb pe¢cn or 1ts rlghxs of oropwrty.

, | f"Such collcctlons uf pcrsvns can have, nﬂ~;thgr ffuct ’
“than to dehauch and deprave the public norals, although they -
noy be quiet and orderly Olaces, so far as mere noise and
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confusion is concerned; although the most gcrupulous .
cleanliness may be: bbsvrvad and they moy be magnlflucnt
in ornament, and luxurious in their Hrov1glons for mere
sensual grﬂtlflcutlons, ‘they are notable nul“aﬂCLS at. .
commnon luw, bacausde they are nocuenti, ‘nuisances; - t“at
1s, injurious to& the- public¢ health, puullc oulet, or
public moruls " (emphasis ours) - e

_ It would seem that practically the tvbry day op sration of -the
prbmlses,'lf the 7-10 day period of ths instant. 1nvostlg¢tlon is a
sample, resulted in at least onc and often séveral violations of

the Statute, R. S. 33:1'.et seq. ) the" Dt;tb Regulatlons, the, city
-ordinance and DOSSlbly even the Prlmlngl laws of the StatVQ, Con-
sideration of the evidence herein permits only the conclus sion that
the then licensee did permi' his prewises to be operated in ‘such a
manner as to becomﬂ a nuisance within the meaning. of Rule:5 of State
Regulatﬁons No. 20, Cf. State v. Elliott,; 129 N. J L. 1"9

.The - Cv1iencr='support1ng the sixth Churét t“mt rbluthb to th
residence of the female bartendcr employéd b3 the tnen llcvnfeb, is.
not clear. . Thers is some suspicion that nosglbly she was not 2 bona
fide resident of the state. However, thers is..some.doubt.as to her
actual residence and -theres is real uoubt as ‘to .the knowledge thereof
by the then licensee.  In this posturc of thb proof I snaLl dismiss
Charge #6. . : :

The .evidence- offerbu by thb dofendont through thp tustlmony of ~
the former licensee (the licensee af. the time the violations were
comnitted), several habitues, the fenmale. bartender, and a police
officer of the city, is not convincing. . Other- than catcgorlcnl
denials -of guilt und equally. unﬂuppovtea ‘claims of "wp are nice .
people!, the testimony adduced from these withesses is only notable
as evidence of their complete forgetfulness of, surrounding circum-
stances. . The tostlmony of . the pUlLC‘ officer-is rﬁther in support of
Charge #7, both as to the generally known character: and rﬁput“tlun of
many of tnp persons who habituelly froauented: tnu llLLnSbu prcm1scs
and as to the then 1lcensc»'s KHJWlLu < tnbreof. F— :

A The facts bas ed upon the tpgtlmony herﬁln lpave no QuUbt in my
mind thet the violations cnargJQ in Charges 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7 and '8
were committed. This must result in a flnclng of "ouiltylnr and a

vocatlon of th& llCLhSc. Cf. Re - Utter, Bull tln 580 Ituw 9.

One phasb of tnls case hus glvbn me con31u«rﬂblu concorn.. The -
holder of the license at:the time the v1olgtlons were cohmltted was
one Mariano Berardi.. . B»IJre the charges were served the license
had been transferred to the defendant herein. Of course she takes

. the license suoaect to the penalty re sulting . from any .violations- JI
her predecessor-in tltlu. Statc Rbgu1ublUﬂS Nu.,l6, Rulus l und ~,-
cover this n01nt., S

: "Rule l : D1301pllnwry Drocb001n"v'Shall.not,be barred
or abated’ by the: expiration, . transfer, surrender, renewal
or extension of thh license or permit. Co Co T

‘"Rule 2, Any license or pbrﬂlt nay be guspunueu or
rpvokeu for proper cause, notvwithstanding that such cause:
arose prior to transfer or extension of the license, or.
during the term of a prior license held by the llcenSC' or
his predecessor 'in interest or during the Ebrm of. a, prlor

\ -permlt hblu by the" pprmltLLb " : e Pl :
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This- provision‘iS'nePess xry  for tthproper control 'of €tials
highly regulated business .and n:s baen applied innumersable. times to
S support. 5ucn necposary control R TS DL PR SRR AT

1n 80 fqr as the llcenSc ~is concerned the pbnalty is en-
forced against: the. license .in ApyonL s hanaaa qowevcr, the, proper
interpretation and pp1lc¢tlon of" the: otututory provision in. R Se
83:1- 6L, walch provlue Jn pwrt

i .»,

KYRTAYARY

. -"t"nwn*A revoc¢tlon uhalL runocr‘thp 11ceﬂ ewllncllglbleiuﬁ
. to ‘holdior receive mny othsr. llbunSQ, of" ﬂlysklnu ‘orclass:
crunder” this. . cha pccr, for o period of two.years from. the o .
- effective datesthereofi and. o second rnvoc»t¢on shall render: "
2 the 1iecensee ineligible.to hold or reccﬂx ' ny gucn llccnsa
vat anj tlm thbreaitaf AR R AN L

S Ve

requlrcﬁ, An th@ lnctnnu bagc, CaY gful:pgpﬁidbfatidn,¢m; SR T

, It would seem, 1f proper- control.so required, that: the - two-y ar
disqualification would zlso.cpply to the: trnn f*rgc no- matter low
inndcentof  any violation.of thce Aleoholic Beverage Law’or. Reghlas
tions.” Such-a. result,. I beliCVb,-; “not quuys nece“”ery: bo pronbr
control and to enforce such a punitiva ppﬂ ity s againstoasparty who
is only technically.guilty would work e hardihip not: w1th1n thp
contcumplation of the Legislature , o

. My ifeeling  in this matter-is ‘striéngthoned by a. con31dcratlon
of tnc conultluns CXLbLlnct”t tuv time thb law was adoptud L

) Or glnall/ the. AL llo'Bbvﬂraq Concrol La w;ip.uL lduo,
Chapt@r 456; par. 23,. op“ ifically, DrJhlblb d tfan fbr;.provlglng ‘¥

““”Ll enses are not tra nsfhxablm %“’"

. Tbc dlSquallflCdtlJn pCtLJd of “bh “m, th 1Py L 1955,' B
Ctht T 456, par. 28, now Rl .84 l-ai SUDET would e of ‘necessity
affected -only: the guilty  licensew “no:one else could h?Vb held.- the

licensc. The real purposs of the: lequ Lification was tolprovide. a.
real period of repentance for tuoss convicted of violations warrwnt—
ing revocation.. If it had been.-othés "WJSc, ‘revocation wouldhave o An
a mockery and furCﬁq*—.th; ﬂLXL'Qu. a l¢ ense cotild - n Ve bcmn
'\lelOQ fOf - R o ) . Do N

N - N L. .
» . . . i

To mow holu th t a law so acdopteda for the ap lelC ourpu%v of
providing a real ,perioc’ of repentance affer viclations so- scrious
au-to worrant-a . revocation- shivuld apply o a person’not: iA anyway- .
involvcu_ n t‘b vlwlat;ons, wUulu bc n(lthpr ant nor: bQUltiblb. _—

: Becauob of tﬂ*'ulmv l 18 uALnoua “ﬂS¢be by~locul mﬂnlClUdl—~
ity and the receipt of the nptlc“ tl"r* f by -the State De pqrtmtnt of
AlCJﬂuLl( Beverage Control, chorges were actually served:onMaricho
Berardi, then subseguently on Nunzis Canzanese. Mariano Berardl also
entered a plea . of not: gullty, Jwas:present at the: trial and-Zave his

Ctestimony, and in .fact was in.most respects treated by evéryone at
\thb trial as the real defendant.. He has had his cay-in.court,.

eferredite’in

I must, thereforc, hold that. the liconseée:r
of therviolatimn;;&nd'

R 8. 33:1-81l means the licensee at the time-
not an 1nnocent tr”ﬁofarev. -,?aJ L

Althuugh I bmllbv& tn t M”fl o BOT&”QJ has had hig-day. in
court and has presented his full defense T will, on . petition. showing
probable cause, ﬁLImlt so much of the order enterued herein affecting
Mariano Berardi's personal disqualification to be opencd so that any
further reason, lcg¢l factual or cqultaolv, tending to warrant a
modification of said order, may be considered, so that no injustice
may be done. ' |
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Accoralngly,,"t lS, 01 uDl l8uu.dn;'op Fabru ry,llQ%G

by thc Munlvlill 5o1ru O] 4
Camden to Nunzia Canzansse t/a Ndncyk Tor prgmlq“, '

1007 Broadway, Camden, suugccf to the cang s p@nalnp ngaLnSu thb
-said license rgsu1t¢ug from {the violations hervin’deserived wpxle the
prior license for said premisgs wos held by Moriano Bbrufhl, ‘be ‘and
hereby 1s revoked, bzf .ctive lmmﬁdlut ly, and 1T 1u_furthk

ORDERED, %h°t ths pers on¢l disgualifica tlon rgsultlng frum said
revocation shall affect Mariano Bv"nrul, the no1d Of thé orior
license for szid premises at- LHL tine of the v1olatlons-u)ovo
to, to wit, on Juu» £nd, 945 for:a. period.of ~two.years from the:.
date he rcof -dnd- that said rbv001t¢un bf¢ ot pcrsonally u¢oquﬂllfy
the saic Nunzié Canzanese, Lu& Prcseuu_.'~*“w;ui the: l¢cwnuu:q‘:‘

LW{”D . uﬁIwCOLL
C(/LL‘llb.J L' HET o

-t

3
st

Q. MORAL TURPITUDE ~ CHIME OF OPL&XTING URLANFUL
INVOLVE MORAL TURPITUDE. .

DISQUALIFICA TIO - APPLICA
YEAUD unQT PAST AND NOT CO
TO LI GERANTED,

R '_ .
J,f‘:
.

¢.Qc __IIFwa 300D
i ' _,1gm

In the McttJr 2f an pUpl¢,vb]Jﬂ ) o s - ot
to Remove Disqualiftcatica bz Lod s e -3 ﬁJ"“““““‘
cause of & COﬁVlCu¢Uﬁ,‘3h¢puu 1t )
to R. 5. &3:1-31. :

Case'Nqu\HOV

~ e e e
s e

,BYéTHF COMMI

IYI bupt;‘f 290, DS
tTLLt court to.h.f‘
1nu1v1uu&l mac operaten arn
six months in 2 Federal Hou

Finesqthen,impgsed‘werg rani

ML1°‘Suntchv.
fumoral Lurpltume.

recuntiy bccn ng_jr:blv _
military “service.  The Chief
he has resided since hirth ha
colﬂlulnto agﬁlqu”pim,or‘iwrh
_uuct : i o

CuTblfLOu t hat t; re “arc HJ Umﬁulﬂg
lﬂVLoth ti ns L,ﬂcernlnb his con-

“Thrée
Vears, tequlfl 3}
T t ) 11\, bbars :, X o~

Aftv“‘ Nce 18rE]
tioner has Lanuwtwu ﬂlmuClF iﬂ a Ly :hl;-lg mwl ;
five years last past anG .that, bils agsociation, w1t% thu dlCQuullC bev—

erage lpuuotfy will not be ”Oﬂtlcry £ the publi < int =resﬁ;

.

2©tn uddzuf,Pcbruary.,l94b

) Oh b;ﬁ D , ) U
the LuPVlctlJn il Her n,bE <uﬁ
accordance w1ta thb pruv1umﬂ L0f H. S,

ALFRED B, DRISCOLL
Conimnissionar.
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DISCIPLINABY PﬁOCEEDINGS - LICENSE SUSPENDED, FOR BALANCE OF TERM
WITH LEAVE ‘TO PETITION:TO LIFT UPUN EXPTRATION: OF - 10-DAYS AND
 TRANSFER. OF LICENSE TO QUALIFIED PERSON - 10'DAYS HAVING LAPIHLD

ol

“*TtAwD TRANSFER_HAVING BEEN GRANTED BY HUNTCIPAL: lSSUING AUTHORITY

“1fProcecd1ngs dgalnst

"JHolders of Plenlry Retaii: Qonsump—rV
.. tion License.C-21 for the fiscal -
year ¢941>4 and. trupufcrred durwng

.Mayor. end Council of the. B““Ougﬂ of -
‘East Rutherford. : *

',uF thu su pcn31on had becn servgﬂ 0

APPTICATIJN 10 LIFT GRANTED:
In the: Mattor of Dlscapllnafy

: N : )

JOHN J. YLLLY & JOSEPH UILVERV-
T/a CARLTON INN '

.94 Carlton Avénue . . -;. 7 ..
E¢gt Rutherforo Ne Joy 70070

Gt

said yeur'to

CAKLTON INN (ﬂ corporation)
for the same premises

renewed by the said Ca rlton Inn for
cach successive fiseal year, and
now holding Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C+gl, issued by, the -

S e e T B i i

Albert V. D'Amato, Tsq., Attorney . for Pbtlthﬁepg.ki f?i;1h
BY THE COMMISSIuNEh. | S

bn February 7, 1946 I uspbudbu defendantst lleﬂSe C-al for
the balance of its term, effective at 2:00 a.m. February- 11, 1948,
after they had pleaded non vult to charges alleging that. they had-
concealed the interest of one Cormack in the’ license. Jnd business.
conducted thereunder. B Re Kelly & Silver, Bulletin 6945 Itbm 8.
In said QOrder. it was nlov¢d>d that 2 subseguent. transferce of the
license mlght upplj to 1ift the suqobns1on aft r at lvast thn'ggys

Pursuunt to ‘said ledV(, George Kolb and., Euwaru Ur01u011 huvc
fllcd a verified ppfltlon wherein they set forth that’ thb& have
purchased the business in unSLJun and_ that no: person. or. Corpora=

" tion other thdn. the- petitioners’ w1ll hav ‘any 1nturcst 1n the,;_f!
V;llcensed bu81no¢s,‘ - ,‘ . S

The. p&tlthD furthpr Sﬁtﬁ forth thmt 5n Febru ry 18 ]94b the

““Mayor and Council of the Borough of East Rutherford tran51crreg ‘the

license in question subject to the suspension heretofore 1mposeu'

from: Curlton Inn to the pctltlonors._ﬂ o _4$?;¢>5L‘A5¢§‘§

i

lt appvarlng from th facts set -ioruh in the Vprlfleu pet;tlun'
that, the unlawful situstion hag been. Lorrgnteu,_‘nu it. furuher

'appullln” that tho t@n—dﬁy Suswnnulon hdb exnlrea, e e

It 13, on thls lst uay of prruwrv, 1946

ORDERED; that ‘the suboen51un hpratoforb 1mposba be’. llftea and
thau Plendary Retail Consumption License C-21, issued by . tho,MuyOL
d Council of the Borough of East Ruthkerford, be and the same 1s
heruuy restored to full fOTCL nu Jpcratlun,'eifectlve 1mmedlatclj

a5 ALFRED E. DRISCOLL
Commissioner.
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4. FELIGIBILITY ~ FACTS EXAMINE
HOLD A LIQUOR LIFEN&E OMVT

Lo

AppliCWnt secks a determ"’01on 28 to" whether' he has beén con-—
victed .of a crime. involving moral turpitude within, thp ;meaning: of
Rb‘u. 33:1-25 and K. S. - B33 1- 26 T thus dwsquwllfjlng im frour hoLulng
a licenseé under theé” prOVLolOHS OL Titlé Zo, Chaptgr l RGVLQGQ R
Statutes of 1937, and froi being employed by or connoctbd in ﬁny
bu31neus ca pa01ty whatsoever Wluh tbc holc er. 01 such llbcﬁb

};fg tnat;

Thhr@ 15 no d¢ putb'as to th~ 1”01 '3'ur1 ‘ly, 1L pp

lewd Ljhlbltlon., Pptltlonmr” fqut pluaalng not gullty, subue—v
quently . h%ngeduaLs ples to LOlO 00nt@1durb and ‘was, . on December
1940, senuoncc fbj the Jud 43 of tno‘Oounty Court; *‘follows°ﬂ-fw :

) ’ o monLh for

'Two unSlenS are hore pra Lntga,' \l) dlu tub crime lqvaVéuf'
l turp tuue w1*q1n the me anlng oi ‘R, S. 85:1-25
j 16 : }Alconol;c

hlm to‘udmlnl°tﬂ th; AJOQ‘ ﬁanrer ag
promote te superance and elininate
(R,#8:783:1-8) 'and the pUWbr ‘confe
Statute to make "such specir l‘ngllﬁgo NG Ll

sary for ‘the” ordper regnLatlonf _ coqtrol of’tr”
and ulstrloutlon of  alcoliolic oov-‘w1' '
chapLe (n° u."é.l—ugli?ﬂi, .

Y

‘ There can be no doubt Ed%t tﬂb ;“hlbltlom prf : o
przmlses then licensed to. applicent anc nn@e a tﬂu 1ctuvnt was
lewd, lasciviods, ‘indecent an»chnuzstt of - °of pUbllC
1ngpconcy tending tu; corrupt thc’ MOW“lo an
The descripticn of the so- c&llem wchLu [
ccalled. Maste,fof Cerexn on’“1:l@n gpniel Louob’
exnlbltlun, “That theé PXﬂﬁthth Sns part: of t
vided by appll ant for the "ed;ilcaLlun"_ j
customersat nis plac'S of thlﬂOSS‘C9QuOC'Lh
proco-alngs agﬁlnst the- lleﬂnwb, unori ;nluru tlo ) <
State Departument of-Aleofslic Buverage Control, thw 1ocal 1
authority found - llcen eo-gulty-and, suspended hlg LlcenSP iO:vj
days. Such an exhii ibition- MUSE”LHVOlVOxobVQqu ucta f ba°>n 58,
v1luless,'aepruv1ty or” 1muofel*ty, Ceh : S i

Moral turplfuuc has been QPIlrb” as néés,

v1¢oncsg;ar depravity 'in bhc'vrlvu 2 and w,"'uutiec,whlc.;aiu -
owes' t¢ ‘his fellow wan or’ to 5901cty in goneral contrury tos the o

accepted and custonary rule of right ¢ and duty bcthcn man and’ m“*.ﬂ
Bouv Cr s Law chtldnarv (Bawle sre Lu,), VU]umc R, ‘pag L\dué?b

"Bﬂuonb“ﬁn 'Ln‘iﬁsélffﬂbupress ‘@ytnch mor l turQLTUg%nV
B)uv1cr's, sup;;i 3agem225.“ ’ . R

. . . o )
LT LT . Q) oo

-0 In'ihy opinion; thﬂ éff:é nVQ]veu n\rrln cpntalns tho eleient; of
marul tHTDltUue. Cf, hb‘CaSe 467 Bull‘uln b9 itum.l R

Thl ‘riakes. ¢t necbs~ﬁry tu arherulge, qctner ors nut uppl can1 ‘
has beun oognvicted of o crimel ! - Counsel for Qppllc nt-depends i
the ﬂolulng of the Vew Jerﬁcy Court of mrru“ﬂ and Appeals in
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Schireson v. Board, etc., 150 N. J. Lo 570 The Court held ther ein;
in essence,. that a plea of nolo contendere to a charge in a criminal
ourt did not per se amount to a conviction of the d651gnatod crinme

within the contemplation of an act to regulate the prqcticc of
medicine and surgery, particularly R. 8. 45:9-16, and, hence, could
not, lonw support the revocation of -a medical aoctor'c license by
Atnl Stbtb Board o? Mbulcul “xcmlnarg. : '

C sl '.‘A o

Whﬁle suporflclally the prov161ons of R. S . 453 9 16 analéa -25
would - seem to be similar, there is’ ax great Qlfferhhpb 1n,thgisubJeut
mdttcr of tne twa sta utos.s_,;j;_; : : ' ' :

SlnCL the btglnllng of the Depor ant of Alcthl¢c BLVLTa?b _
~Control the Comanissioner has ruled that a "conviction" within the
intendmént of “the Alcoholic Bbv.r"gp u“w results as weéll from the .
implied confessive’ plgqc ‘of ‘non vult 2nd nolo cofiténdere as it d”cs
~from a plea of guilty or a verdict of guilty after.-trial. !hlS
const%uctlon has been consistently followed (51nce 19‘ﬂ) A0 was
before the New Jprsey Supreme” Court runenfly in - the cage of VbS@Y v'
Driscoll, 132 N. J. L. 294. In this case, hOWLVbr, ‘the Court fbluSCd
to consider the issue raisad as”to the cfi ct of a plew of non vult,
d@Clang.thc case on atncr»grounds. SRS

S It is a WbLl rQCOg”lZQu ddCledu in’ t 6 “Law that o long con-
tinued ;construction given to o statute by the aéministrative. offl@lal
charsea with 1tu'on¢orcemCLt will mnot ‘be: llghtly a¢sturbea by the

-.courts. . Cf._United States v. Farrar, .28l U."S. 684; 74 L. ed. 1078,
where. the court neld that thb fact tant a CuﬂStTUCtan for a p““lud

7 off ten ye&ars: by the executive de pqr+mkn+s charged with. the adminis--
.tration of the: thlonal Pr OM*DLTLUH Act has not been QUCStlQDUd by
the Congress is duntl¢l mf tnv~ rrﬂctness of such CJHSLTuCtlUH.
This -doctrine hds also been applied by our Sunreae Court . to. con—.,,
struction of the ‘Aleoholic Bcvmrﬂgb Law by the Commls<1oner. See
Cino v. Driscoll, 130 N. J. L. 535, where JuSthb Persk (le, in wrltlng
the dccision for the~ccurt,¢said:_ .

, "Mur@ovpr, tlU l(glsl%Lurp chﬂr@ug'wl h the } nuwlbugu ;o

of the- anstructlon placed upcn the Alcoholi¢ Bevérage Law,.ﬁj?
-as evidencéd by these rules,_naq done nothing to 1nc*cate 7
cdts disapproval theredof. CFf. IoLﬂg v. Civil Service = . o
- Commiss 1onprl,137 N. J. L. 32 2 Atl. Rep. (2d). 5?0.-'Tﬁé

' contcmporannous conutru0ulon tras given to. a law of the . .-
"Sbuto iav over ' a decade is. necessarlly re“puot ed by us..
- Statc v, nrlqey, 44 N. T L. 1; Graves v, State, 45, Iu. 200,.-
?aqffl“hwu, lﬁ. 347 .Central Railroad Co. V. '%drt¢nl 114 Id 69,
i+ 803 175 Atl. p..b57 Buri;nguon County v. Martin, 128 N.J. L
‘;;305 28 -Atl. R«D. (ZL) 1165 Wartini v. Civil Service Com-
mlssion, 129 N.' J. L. 599, 600,(60 Atl REp. (20),569 S

« It is $lﬁle10anb, therefure, that the pcltlnent language of
the statute in questisn, R. S. 5«°T7?u although under C?HSldbrdthﬂ
by ‘the Leglslaturf at least fouL tines since its ¢riginal pass 2e,
‘has not been ‘changed. - SR ’ S .

Furthgf ‘the COurt;'in the' Scliireson case, supra, considered
that the- 1LC¢HSO of a medical-doctor constituted:a property right.
Iuem, page- 575. " It fay well be that the Court was motivated in its

ﬂnclusion by that fact and was loath to disfranchisé an individual
of a Yproperty rlgbt" upen the sole basis of -a judgment record such
as was involved in that casg.. A liquor llCLnSL, on the. Jtler hand,
has never attained a legal statu ‘higher than that of a uere privi—
lege, as ulstlnvulshcu from a property right. See Mecehan v. Excise.
Comm1851unersj 70 N. dJ. L 582, Inuecd, the nlCthllb BﬁVpra re Law
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specifically pronuus that’ "Under no Cchumstanccs, )

license ¥%¥% be deemed property ¥%¢," n, 8. 33:1-206. This-pr1m01ule
would seem to be well es olluhcaaA'”Aul'v. Glouce stor, 50 W.J.L, 585;
Hagan v, Boonton, 62 N. J. L. 150 L Tk

. The Legislature adopted tae nlbODOllP Buvcragc Law as &
remeclal statute. It directed that the Act be llbﬁrdllg eonstrued.
Sec R. 8. 33:1-73, originally Chipter 436, Laws of 1933, Seéction 74,
where the Act says: "This chapter (act) is intended. to be romedial
of abuses 1nhbrcnt in liquor trafflo “ng shall ba llbtr“lly

construgu."" '

In construing a similar st tutory prov181on contalned in- thé
Prohibition Act of 1922, it was held in State v. Meainkowitz,

5 N. J. Misc. 844, at page 8463

"This legislative direction p]uc S. tny 10t for the
purpeses of hongtructlon, on a plane wwtu that class
of. statutes commonly “termed. rmeCqu statuteo; WLth

.. must be.liberally congtrued in order *to advarce the
reedy and Suppress the mischief. Board of
Conservation anu D“vplopmbnt v, Veader, 89 N.-.J- L
561; 99 Atl. Rep., 335,

. MIn- 8nyder v, Compton, 87 Tex. &74;. 28 6 Y. ch. lOGan%sf
- theSupreme Court of Texas hhl&°l\!“”%}n pasplnﬁ'f 1aw

the legislature has thé power to’ declare in the bouy ,

of the act the construction whieh: sngll-be put.upon:it. -

It is out d’mod uP :xpr0531n9 1ts Lnt‘nt and that Lo

"~‘1nt=n

N

r

It Wuulu seem” that' tn 'urlaclplc l 1M Gown, ;n thp Schlrebon
case€, supra, cannot be applied to defeat the obvious intention of the
Le gisluturb_oxorbc“ed in the Alcoholic Beverage Law,‘pzrtlbul»rly in
a casge wherein theg facts upon WOLLM thv crlmlnul chdrg S Were
are Knoxn to thg Comm1081unpr. ]< : .“,,ruﬂs TS S

GlVlnb full conul»erﬁ'jOﬂ to all hf‘facts ucr=
end to be dttaingd by the proper: cnforcemcnt of: the Al
Beverage: Law, I am:compelled to: récommend . that . the, o)
advised that he i not Lllslblb to . TPOLlV ‘a llquot.ll‘- or.
employed by or connectad ln'ﬂny Du&lh@So capacity whatsogver Cwiththe
holder of such a' Iicense by reason of theé fact that he has been cimn-
v1otbd of a crlmc 1nvolv1ng mor“l tuTDltuuL Wlthln tﬂp moanlng U

4l ‘ bR v LN

1;'.“..‘ B 3TMTEGW"rﬂ”F 'Hedgestgﬁf"“
[ Attorpey,. . .

APPROVED. —,apﬁllcwnt is. Cioe i
ruled 1ncl¢glolr as” o T S
detbrmlneu dtrtlh."

ALFBED’E. DRISEOLL e PRI T
'ijomuLSbluner.'.j' DR R T T
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BY THE COMMISSIONER“ :

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - PERMITTING GAMBLING ON LICENSED B
PREMISES, IN VIOLATION OF RULE 7 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 20 == -
- LICENSE .SUSPENDED FOR A PERIOD OF 5 5 DAYS, LESS 2 FOR PLPA.l"f e

In the Matter of u1501pllndry
Proceedings agalnst

JAMES F. DALY .

< T/a DALY 'S GRILLE
1838-40 7 alg hn AVQ,YIU.D
Camden, N Jdes

'CONCLUSIONS
" AND ORDER

\/\_/\_/\_/

Holaer of Plenary Retail Consump~
tion License C-51, issued by tlb )
Municipal Board of Alcoholic ¥
Beverage Control of the City of - )
Camden. e L T U S DA
e _..‘.'“_._'...;._.) ' . a )
William T. Cahlll Esq.,. Attornej for Defbndunt llC nseu.-. :
Edward F. Ambrose, ng., appuarlpg for Department of Alcdhollc
- ' Beverage Control ok

Dcfendant has plpadad non vult to & Chr ge thut he. alloWed

of Rule 7 of Statu ?egulatlono No,_mO. R _ R

" On' January 18, 1946 twa JHVGSngatOTb of the St tD Depﬂrtmpnt
of Alcoholic Beverage Control observed four patrons of tn( tavern
seated at'a small table near the bar éngaged in theé playlng of a
card game Known as "rummy "‘ Thg winner was pulﬂ by the:, loser at tne
end 01 eauh ‘game. : : : e

: The'llcensee was. not‘p*r sjonally present .at the time th@,game;,"

-was' 1n progress., There is no evidence that the "house! sither ...

participated in,_or received any profit or fee from, the game.

The bortender in charge ct the licensed premises aurlng the one and

one-half hours the game was observed claims that he did ‘not know

the game was other than aA"soc1dl" game. He did, 1t seems, have
ample opportunity to observe the real situation had he lockéd, -

Llcuﬂ ces will be helcd strlcbly responsible when they or thelr

'cmpIOJces pe"ult Ambllng ul any. kind on llcensed premises.

The defendant has no -prior adgudlcatcu re cord; Thbfti@;b, thc.
minimum period uf suspension for the viclation in the instant casc
is five days. HKe Smith, Bulletin 603, Itewn 7. Two days of said
Susppn51on will be remitted because of the plea, leaving a net

uspension of the llC“nSC for a pLTlQU of three QQYb.

Accordingly, it is, on'this 21lst day of beruarj, 1946

ORDEKED, that Plenary Retail Consunption Licénse C JL, 1ssucd'
by the Municipal Board of Alccholic Beverage Contxol: of the City ofi.

_Cauden to James F. Daly, t/a Daly’is Grlllc, for preuises 1288-40.

Kalghn Avenue, Camden, be and the stoue is hereby suspended for a
period of three (3) days, commencing at 2:00 a.u, Fﬂoruary 26, 1946,
and terminating at 2:00 a.u. March 1, 1946.

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL
’ . Cormissioner.
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Donald G. COilésfer,ngq;.Jnd Isr&tl erend ESq.,ij[.

-

APPELLATE DECISIONS“4~ANJ““WO Vo CLIETON. - -0 o vommn 1o
HELEN ANDEEWS, . ) - o
| :gppellant,>.) - '\ RN
avs— s o oW WPPEAL: vl
: ) - CONCLUS IONS AND OhDE“ .
MUNICIPAL- uOUNCIL OF THE -~ Lo . i
CITY OF CLIFTON, - . )
Respondent )

— e me e e e e me cae e e am e e

Attorneys for Appeli&nt'
John G. Dluh/, Bsq., Attorncy fo% hu pondunt

BY THE COMMI SIONER..

Ly

1113 1u.an appca] from the actlon oI rusnondent whfrebj appr =
lant was found guilty of two charges herca 1tﬂr set forthwg A :
hearing upon these churges was held before the local Board Qh :
Deccmber lO 1945, and at the conclusion ‘thereof appelia nt was foun&
guilty of both charges and her license was revoked. On Decémber” 18
1945 the penalty of revocation was mOulil@u by .respondent to:.a
suspbnalon of " the llcung@ for the ba lancc of the llcenslng perlod,
whiech oxplres June O 1946 S : o ,

The cnafg allcgb th t

_ l On -or qbout Octw er thh, and ﬂuv,mber 2nd
lOAo -and: on’ lebTS other UCLJDlUﬂa prior. th&ﬂwto, Vou
—allowed, permitted or buif‘rbu in or upon the. licensed.
premises. known . prostitutes or other Jpersons of 41l fame - .. ..~
- and. you'allowcu, permitted or suffersd the licensed .prem- .
'ises or the licensed business to b used.dn . Purta.rancc-,'~

cor.aid of, or in connection w1 h the illeg#l -activity or:
cnterprlse of  prostitution;.in, VluldLlOﬂ of nulr '”.E;,;=
State Regulations No. 20. = ; co e

"2. On or -about Gc¢tober 29th, an*‘ﬂovkmhgnxznd,;
1940, and on divers other oceanslons prior thoretd, you
harbored immoral 1nu¢v1uuqls, pormitted. the, licensed prem-
~ises to be uséd in proburlnﬁ Jr *u¢n1qn1ng Of women for PP
imporal purposes ‘or. for the co ormission of .erime or lmmurdl TS
acts, or for the.. gfrqullng or pcrw1btln& the uefraualng :

of pérsons in the llcenscu Urbhl es bj mlsropresenthtlon
or threats.U o ' S :

ule 4. of Stutb Rbgulﬁtlun No.f O prgv1ges“7

"No llPQHSEC sh 111 m*luW’ pbrm1t or cufi‘ﬂr in or U' RO
Upon the licersed premises any known criminals, gangsters, o
racketeors, pick+-pockets, swindlers, confidence: men, prosti-
_tutes, female *m7>r°onatoru, or other: - persons of 111~ ~repute;. -
nor shall. any. licensee.allow, pernit or. uffer the licensed
prenlse or the llcvngeu buglness to-be wsed in furthurance
o aldd oi,'or in CDnanEluﬂ Wi h any - 1llcgﬁl acthltj T .
‘enterprlsc." ' o e . S

L
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Paragraph 6 of a resolution of the Municipal Councili.of: the -
City of Clifton, adopted August 7, 1934 and still in bffbct P?Qrw
vides: : Coe ek
"No licensee shcll harbor criminals or lawless or
. immoral individuals, or permit the licensed premises.to be
used. in the .procuring or furnishing of women for immoral
- purposes, or for the commission of crime or immoral. acts, - -~
or for the defrauding or permitting the defrauding of - - -
anyone¢ in the llCLnSCQ premises bJ mLsrbprosenuutlon or
threats.”
The resolution pPOVLQGS Ch&t & license snall bc rovocablo for a .
violation thereof : Sea a+bo R 8.0 33:1-31(0). R e

£

: Six grounds of revers wl'a'rt''idv'nce"r'by*'appﬁl'l;nﬁ‘“"The"firét*
four, briefly summed up, allege that the finding of gullt was, .
aQWLpst the w01ght of evidence and based upon inferénce and suppo—
sitions the remaining two grounds allege that evidence dbtrlmbntul
to appellant-was considered at -an executive sessicn and in the
enforced abseérce of the wppexl&nt and her counsel.  AS™ ths 1s @

Ctrial ‘de nuvo, the labt wo era)na nay be dlsregarobn 1n d@ ling

-”thlq:appeﬁl i , U

PR

The bVldcnce in support of tﬂb charyos Was alVen pr1n01pally
by ofe” Sambel  ~ ~-~, recently discharged from mLIitary service.” “HE
testified that on October 29, 1945 he entered defendants” nrem1ots
and observed a woman known as "Rosc! sitting alone at tho bar. He
went over and sat with Rose, who, during the course- of ‘cénvérsa tion,
offered to have sexuzl intercourse with him, but he refused her
offer. Apparently neither thi Licerses nor ny OT her GmplOYL
heard this ‘conversation.  Sduuel and Rose rcmulnu at the bar
drinking for many hours and the:licensee and her bdrtFﬂQ T
a AUmer of drinks at D&mUCL'“ expense. Aiter clp51ﬂgig%ur thé
licensee drove Sanucl -and Rose 350 thelr ro pectlvn Tioles. " Snmuel
was apparently in:an intoxica tcd conCition at that- t*‘*- Wren hﬁ

~awoke ths following day, he founc that he Lag nu mO
$40.00 when he enteret defendantls premises
hac¢. taken his mon2y, or a largs part Luertoi.

On the evening. 5f November 2, 1945, Samuel Vlslt d- defends
prenises with two- mulc companions. At that tilie- Rose was sen
the end of the bar w1th'afs¢ldie and M"another fellow."  Qneé of,
Samuells compqnlonq displayed a- lufgb roll-of bills*and Rose” then
Joined tkn n ewly arrive u natroﬁs -and ”propoultlunoa the thrcq OI us
for %8 00 The licdensee was tending bar at this t1;C*bu1 qop%r
ently aid rot ‘hear: this. cUnvnrsntiOn. Later in -the evéni ng 1u$h

left the licensed premises in an automoblle with Sauuel ané his two
ﬂalc friends. During ths course of the evening gaiuel lost the sun
of $30.00, which was’later répaid to him by Rosels attorQ¢y.‘ ‘One of
hlS 0uupun13ns mysteriqusly lu t thm sun OL Wlao OO . Rose was again
suspected.«- R

o ¢ s

"Sd 101 testlbeu‘i“f'=pL1ur uu hig: Lntr fhﬁb“th"arued o
serviees, heihad:beén einployed in deféndant's’ premises and: knuw “the
- bartender- Joe, - Wno‘is?%t 11 euployed by ogfvndantf ~He testified
that three or four years agoy while so- bnyl\* ¢, he met Rose in
@fenuant's prenisésy took-Rose td-a car in the back of the' tavern,
ad sexuasl intercourse with her, and afterwards told the Dartender
Joe of this occurrence. Joe has been eiployed by defendant for

wore than five years anc resides in the same house with her.
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If Rose is not a known.prostitute wi *in‘theﬂmeamingzof'@hg .
rule, she.is at ledst a .person of Lll—reputu and, an- - immoral individ-
ual within the megnlng of the. rulb and: resolutlon,, B T A

~The. only meritorious question in GhlS'appP“l_lb Wﬂbtﬁﬂ* or not
the defendant or her employces knew or should-have khoiwn ‘df RKosels
true character. ne licensee alliges that Rogu'*ct@d“ﬁs-ﬁnyvbﬁﬂér*'
1nd1v1uuul on the licensed premlses and tn@T she had no. knomlgdgm
that hose was-a prostitute or?meor@l More OTOOIthat - prostitute
©Or 2 person uf 1ll repute was permitted on licensed’ Or4k1°h8 is ~
insufficiént to establish the offcnses. ke Foster nd Claags, Bull»—
tin 248, Item 4. As was said in that cagc.j;.u;n

"Unless the offense can be ticd in ﬂqd brouvht uowﬂ tu

- the 1lCCﬂSch by their knowledge or by dCQuleSCpHCU,"'
which implies knowledge, T cannot, in- fdlrness,~ hold

them responsible. Buch a thing might hap; cn An . the. PRI
best rcgulutgd club. The nere prquPCU of” orostltL ]N.
or other p@rbon of” 111 -repute on lLLOASSd p renises does
not meke out se,“

In general, I agree w1ta the prln Lplf set forth above. How-

ever, the PVldwnge in ths préesent case shows that Rose,  a merried
woman, - fr”quently entered. defendant!'s prrmlswa unescorted- over &«
period of more than four y\u“S.lasthuo - Apparently, she has been
on fricndly terms witi the licensee and tnp bartender JUV, who -

ocea ionally,drove her to her nunme-after the licensed premises
closed. I accept as true Samuel's testimony. as to the 1nfurmation
he gave to Joe eoncerning the immioral zet committed four: years ago
in-the car parked in back of the tavern. It is inconceivable that
the licensee did not-know theé true character of -Rosé-when: the
relationship bhetween. the licenses and Rose anc the - bartendér . is con-
sidered.  Licensees-may not TVuiu.tH‘lT T”Spoﬂulblllty for the
conduct: of  their premisés Ly mersly closing ti 1eir: eyesg and-ears. On
the contrary, licensees waust use their eyes end ea Sy and use then
effectively, tu prevent improper use of their’ premlses.-;Bildwith
and °oncon v. Passaic, Bullctln b?? Itew 8. e

: Unon the evidence, I find that the licensée Helen‘Andrews knew
or should have: known-of the true character of the: patron hused o v
Hence, I-affirm the: Llﬂvlﬂf of guLlu LS t> both chargcs.,"“

-

‘ Aébbféinglyg‘lt 1s, wn.tan btp do y of Feoruury L94u,

OhDuRED that the JCtl)n of res Jgnuent in susp cnG 1ng uyﬁpl“”“
Iant' llcensD or: the balonce:of its teri be ﬁnd the same 1$ hereby
affllmph ana . thut tne Qpbul be dﬂu thv SaLS is’ hpreby dlSJlSS@d.;

M

' MLFEED B DRISCOLL . -
B : ,€Codu1551vn»r,wr RS IETE R
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FAILULE TCO FILE WhITTEN NOTICu or .

~t+. CHANGE 1IN FACTS .AS SET FORTW IN APPLICATION FOR A LICENSE AS'
REQUIRED BY K. S. 383:1-34 - LICENSE- S USPEND&D Ok A "PELIOD OF "
20 DAXQ, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In tho Mutt@f of DlSClpllnﬁry
Proceedlings agalnst

L)
GAEDEH COCKTAIL LOUNG& & GhILL iHCt)
204 larket Street. ey
)
)

CONCLUQIONS
AND OﬁDmL;@

Pater on l N J.,."

Holdcr of Plenmry HCCull Consumpnlon
License C=22 issued by the Board of
Alcoholic BeVﬂrbge Control of thc
City of Pdterson. '

A. Leon Kuhlrpltc‘, Esqo; Attorn\y ior Du onuqnt llcenseu.fL
Edward F. Ambroge, Esqn,'uppoarlng for. Jupgrtm¢nt of. AlpOlelb

BGV(T&?MACODtrOl.‘
ABY THW COMNIoSIONuh.

Dbfbﬂduﬂt has plcadeu non vult bO tne follow1ng charge- yﬁ 2

"You fleed to. file. w1tn cho BOuru of x*cohollc Bbv rag» Con—
trol of the-City of Paterson, within 10 days after the . .
roceurrence’ thbrcoé,'a’reoungL written notice of the full
v.. © changes.occurring -in the facts as - set forth in Qub tions &,
.o Rd-and. 24 of your. appch”tlon filed witn. the said Board’ and-
"~ upon which. you obtained your current: 1945-46 plgn&ry retaili-
consumption license, those full changes- being that on or' /
o about June 29, 1946 ygur stockholders. of record- becamc
. Fugene L& lbOWLtZ ~»18 gnﬂrbs, AMexander Wasserman =~ I sﬁnref¢
o ranG August C.:Mithaelis '~ 1 shars, with  Aléxdnder wussurman
o and/or Abraham Wasgarman b’lﬂ? the bereficial 'owner of-all
‘Qtne sald.shares; your failure Lo lep suct fequSlC notlcel“
belng in-violation-of K. 8. D BEe =B SN S PR

. ~ The file in: tnig-ca;c disclosés ~that on June 29, 1945, Abrﬂham
Wauserman bécame the beneficisl ownerof o1l of. the- shafes of
defendant cornuratlun by purchase théreof from the former: shar»~-
holders of defendant corporation. Appuxontly because there was some
doubt at-that- time as to his bonsg fidé residence in- NeWw Jersey and,
hence, a doubt as %5 his rlgnt to hold more than ten per cent. of
defendantts stock, Abraham Wasserian then caused 2ighteén shares of
.stock to be: 1osued in the name of Bugene Leibowitsz, a friend. 'The
defendant. corporation failed to file with the‘l@calkBoard.a notice,
in writing, of any change of sharcholders within ton ddy after the
occurrence thereof on June 29, 1845, as required by R. 8. 33:1-34.
In fact, no notice ‘was filéed” W;th the local issulng authority until
vaomber 1, 1945, after investigastion herein was instituted. Hence
defendant is guilty as charged,

It appear" that Abraham Wasserman f\xnmfly resided with his

- fanily in New York. City; that from June 1945 to November 19, 1945

he lived in a hired room in Paterson while his family remeined in
New York; that on Novewber 19, 1945 his fomily moved to 30 Church
Street, Paterscn, where Abrahwm Wagssernan and his fanlly now
reside;. A certificate received from the Board of Alcoholic Beverage
- Control of the City of Paterson shows that on Deceuber 10, 1945 a
further notice, in writing, was filed with the local Board advising
that the elghtccn shares of stock of defendant corporation had been
transferred from Eugene Leibowitz to Abraham WaSSergn, and that the
remalning two shares, alsc beneficially owned by Abraham WaSSﬁrman,
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are now .in the names of Alexander Wagsoerman,.ond, umdncy Wassirman dS
qualifying share hOldh'b.a IT thu “ppénrs tn«t tnuA 1
has bccn COTTE Ctbd T ‘ G

As to DC“altj Llcenuec hﬁs a, prwor rwcord - On N“
1945 its 11ccns ~was suspended. for . a. period. of flfte 'daJs %fubr it
" had pleaded non vult to a.charge ullvﬁlng buut 1t pOo ssed LtWo. ..
bottles contiining “alcoholic beverages not genuine as iubblbd- o

Re Gwrgen CocKt 11 Lounpc & Grill, Inca, Bullﬁtln 68 B, Itcﬂ l.

In view of ll tap 01rcumbunnceo'u1 tniw‘caae, I snall uuSQLnd
defendantts license here 1u Por a period of twenty days, less five
de ys for the plea, mz Klﬂg 2 net . ulzpwn 10n_pf fifteen qyys.j

Accordlngly, Jt 1g,won +hi 26tn uu/ of Fnuruary, 194b,

v OPDEnPD thut Pl@ner hctail uou umptlon LlCelaO C 2? ‘is su»d
by t1§ Boarc of Alc¢ohoiic Beverage: Control of: the CJLV of . Pbtbr son
to Garden Cockbail Lounge & Grill, Inb., for premises 204 Market
Street, Paterson, be and thu same is hereby suspended for fiftesr
(1u) Gays, commenciig *at 3:;00.a.m. Mﬂrv“ 5, 1946, and terminating
at 3:00 a,m. Mﬂrch 20 1946. ‘ ' A

ALFRED B, DRISCOLL
Commissioner.,

8. DISCIPLINALRY PrOCEEDINGS - LIGFNSD SUSPENDED T0it BALANCE OF TERM
 WITH LEAVE TO PETITICON TO LIFT UPON BXPIRATION OF 10 DAYS AND
- CORRECTION OF ILLEGAL SITUATION - ILLEGML SITUATION CORRECTED AKD
MORE THAN 10 DAYS HAVING EXPIRED - APPLIUA”IUN TO LIFT GRANTED.

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Procecdings ageainst

HENRY BUDUWSKY _
75 yards szbove Penn., K. h. on
Bvesham Avenue
- Delaware Township

)

)

) ON PETITION
P. G. Ashland, N. J., )

)

)

)

OHDER

Holder of Plenary hbtail Distri-
bution I'icecnse D-2 issued by thb
Township Committee of the
Township of Delaware.

‘George S. Friedman, Esq., Attorney for Petitioners.
"BY THE COMMISSIDNER:

On Je nuarj 29, 1940 I suspenced defendant?s license for the
balance of -its term, effec LlVH at 9:00 a.,m, Pebrucry 4, 1946, after
he had pleaded non vult to charges -11“"1nb that he had falsely con-

cealed the fact that Max Burday had =n undivided half-interest in
the licensc,- hb Budowsky, Bulletin 692, Item 12, Leave was given
to apply to ms for an order lifting the LSpCHblUH after the license
had beon properly transferred and after tpn Gays of the suspension
“had been served,. :
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L Henry Budowqu ond Max Bur 'ay have’ PLlCu”ﬂ brlilnd pe‘ltlon
%hereln, from which it appears that thoy:are thétsole owners of- the
license and that on February 25, 1946 the licensd was:transferred:
by the local issuing authority from Henry Budowgky to Henry Ruaoquy
_.and ifax- Burday, trading -as Ashland Food Markét.' vCertificate: .
‘receivedifrom the- Township Clerk verifiss the fact T utftmw tr ansfer
has bucn maae as se t forth 1n thg p~+1tlon..‘,gm ‘ i

n-—-

lt appe caring from tnn verif 1ed petitlon that the!! unlawful
situstion has been uurrbcted ana more tx:n tbn d S of thb suup¢
*slon 19V1ng b¢cu‘ LTV@d :

Tt 1,, on: tal 28t Vddy of F pruary, 1946,

OKDEHED, * tha't “the- suspension heretofore ilmposet beilifted,
and that Plenary Retall Distribution License D-2, issued by the
iownshlp ‘Committee’ of tnx,- Township of lenwurv’ bg restorea to
full forcc dﬁd oper tiony cff 0ulvn:=mmcu tulf.{“ e o

'.f;.;.}_;: o W{wj " S’M@&

Comu15510ner.

New Jersey State Library



