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:.· -.,~arer:•s· Rei?·o:rt ·. :' .... ,:. · .··" ·~-..-. :· · .... ' .. 

' ': : ~ "' ' ' ~ I : • • • ~ • • 

. . · 1r~i's ·":rs·· an ... ~ppeal trom···tha: .. aetio.~ ·a:e.>resportd.ent· Tm·m · 
of West Orange '.(~cting t-~ougp its Council s'itting: a·s: the· 
municip~l Board of' .Alcoholi.c Beverag·e c:on~rol) where~n 2 by 
resolution dated ·Jaµuary _3, 1967, tt. :unanimously denied an 
ap. ;Plicati.on. for per. s. on-to. -p.er~on tra:n's:~.~.r f.r.om K.ings Korner,_ . · 

_Inc. -to·_ appell~.t. !=>f a".Pl~na:ry :r;-etai.l_ ;.a·~:strib~tio~ l~,c.~~1se ~:o~.. . 
· .·. prelJli:ses lt-,7 qh;es'.tr.mt ~treet.,. Wes·.t·-. Orange.- · .. · .. ~, ",: · . . ...- :'· · / .. · .. · , . · 

. ~ . 

.· · .•. · .. ·· ·.• .In it~ ;eH~;~ll of appE!al appellant s¢t$ fo~th tMt . 
'. the ·as·signed~ r.ea$<;>n.; r.o~; ,res'ponde'nt.•·s. -..deriial'. wa~ ::th.at'orie ", ()f ·:: '..· 

appellant·'-'s-<·1nc.9rporat.ors. .. had. pJ;:eviously".been -~:L c_or-porat.e >:<·-·: _ .· .... 
.. .. , member ·o:r·~ ·license~-.·w~o~H~ ·:11·cense· .. -h~~. · b~en:.·:"~ruspended .. for·;··s1:x:ty." . _ 

days. afte.r .. being_·.round. gu.ilt.Y. o~ nallowing lewd{ lasciy.ipus and. . .· .. _ 
p~ostitu~;t~qJ:?.a~. a·ctivities·· ·op-~.i ts "licensed preniis~s '· · a!l~,: ..... there...: ·: · · 

·fore,· th1s·,:made . .- .. hill1 ·morally .. ttnfi:t:: ... to.~··.be. -gran~ed .• ?- ·'tr_~nsf_er. ·:·o~. . :. ,. · 
this l.+cense·•.;'! .. > :AppeUarj.t· .-¢harge.s tha'.t. the ac:tion · o'f. ~espondent. wa~s : · 
erroneou·s: because:·res.pond.en~,:uetmcltide_d that :_the···prior·.' suspe!lsion .. >. · 

·of the. privJleg'.e of: h()ldin.g· a· .11qµor licens.e ·:9f .. itself con_stitute,s·. -. 
·a .forfeiture.··. of ~ny;,right ~to be'come a ·holder of any future· licen~e ·-
-in N;ew Jersey'_'; .con~ra~y:·t·o the.law in .suc~:case.'. ... .-· · 

_The" ah$W9r·~·o'f• ~~sporident ·.admits that ·the s~id application 
was d~J11ed. put ""prefers. to.· rely· on· the reasons set forth in the 

.. Resolution. rather than. those ·allegations. made by the appellant in 
Paragraph.3 of the Petition of Appeal." · 

. . . . .• . 

. . . The resolutfon will· be alluded to and repeated at 
length hereinbelow. · 

' . . 

. This ·is an· appe.al de ncivo pursuant to Rule 6 of State 
Regulation No. 15, and·was based entirely upon the transcript of 
the proceedings before. respondent pursuant to Rule .8 of said 
regulation. No wi-tnesses were produced at this plenary hearini·r, 
nor .. were any ·me~oranda submitted in stunmation on· this appeal • 

. . . The -transcript ref:J.ects the.fallowing:. . Don1:tn:I.ck C. 
· Amiaho is. the .o~mer of. ~~9:~. shares of stock ·in the corporate 
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appellant, his .wife mms another 49t·shares; and hts att.orn.ey 
. James A. Palmieri owns the ether· share of the total of 100 shar.es 
issued .and outstanding,. Amiano a·cted on behalf of appel!ant in 
applying for transfer. qf a license covering:a package gpdds'stqre 
presently operated by Kings Korner, Inc. · .. .. . · .. 

. He admitted ori' cross examination that his wife and he . 
were the majo1" stockholders in the o.K. ·corra11., a corporate 
plenary retail consumption licensee which operated under the 
said license in the City of Newark; that this licensee was 
found guilty by the Director of this Division on January 10, 1966 
of a charge alleging that the licensee, on.May 23, 19651 permitted 
solicitation for prostitution on the licensed premises in violation 
of Rule 5 of State Regulation No. 20, and that the said license was 
suspended for sixty days effective January 17, 1966. Re Q.K~ 
Cor~al, Inc., Bulletin 1660, Item 5. . . 

It was further developed that appellant failed to set 
forth in the subject application for transfer, in response to the 
.appropriate question therein, the fact of such suspension. . 
Amiano's explanation: although he was in charge of the·premises 
on May ~3, 1965, he divested himself .of his inte;rest in O.K. Corral 
in November 1965 •. He stated that, since he separated himself 
from that license before the effective date of-the suspension,.he 
did not feel it necess.ary to set forth the fact of the suspension 
in his application for license in West Orange. 

In further examination Amiano first stated that, . · 
although he was president of O.K. Corral, Inc., he was "inactive 
insofar as running the bu.siness itselr.n Later he admitted that 
he was actually in charge of the premises and was present on the 
night·on which the said offense was committed, and that his· · 
original testimony that the bartender then employed had never been 
theretofore employed at those premises was untrue.. The fact ·was 
that the bartender had been employed for at least a week or ten 
days prior to the date o~ the cited offense. 

No other testimony was adduced at the hearing and, 
after considering the testimony and statements of c9unsel, re­
spon~ent adopted the following resolution: 

"\fHEREAS, the Chestnut Wine and Liquor, Inc. 
applied to.the West Orange Alcoholic Beverage 
Control·Board for a transfer of a Plenary Retail 
Distribution L~cense #D-7 from Kings ·Korner, Inc!., 
t/a·Kings Korner and · 

"WHEREAS, one of th.principal stockholders to · 
wit Domi~ick Amiano was also-a principal stockholder 
in a corporation known as o. K. Corral, Inc. which 
corporation was the .holder of a Plenary Retail 
Consumption License C-628 issued by the Municipal· 

.· Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of 
Newark and 

. . "WHEREAS, said O e IC, Corral, · Inc·. · while· the ' · 
said Dominick Amiatio was an officer· stockholder and 
dil:'ector 1 was charg~d ~s ·f o~lows: · · 

8During.the early morning hours of Sunday, 
May 23, 1965.· you allowed, permitted and 
suffered lewdness and immoral activity in 
and upon your licensed premises, viz., . · 
solicitation for .prostitution and ·.the making 
of overtures and· arr9,ng~men_ts for acts of 
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illicit sexual intercourse; in violation. 
of Ruie 5 of 'State_ Regl.llatioh Noe 20. ' arid 

11WIIBREAS,· said·· charge.s· aft~r .he:arin8 resulted 1{1 
an or.d·er suspending· the license of o. K. Corral Inc. 
for.60 days·all.as,set forth in the conclusions and 

. order marked in evi~ence a·s:. P:-1 _for the· West Orange 
Alcoholic Beverage Control·Boa~d · . · . · · 

' ~ . 

nNoW, THEREFORE_, . BE IT R.E.SOLvED by reason, of the 
evidence adduced before this Board· on January 3, 1967, 
and the facts rev:ealed in the conclusion ·and order that· 
the Board is ·of the. opinion· that o·ne of tbe st.ock- · · 
holders of said applicant namely Dominick C. Amiano 
is not of ·sufficient .moral character to be privileged to 
hold a Plenary Retail Distribution License as applied for." 

. . . . :t: .: . 

The transfer of ~- ·liquot- license· i·s not : . .an inherent or. 
automatic right. If ·denied· on reason~ble · gr·ounds; such action 
will be affirmed. ·Rt_chmonI J.p.c, · v, . Tre.n_t.rui., Bulletin 1560, . 
Item 4. Oontra;ry to·appel a.nt's contentic:in, no "forfeiture" of 
a right to.hold such 11-cense··fs ·1nvolved. No one·has a rigltt_ to 
demand a license •. A license is a~. special· privilege granted to 
the few,_, ·denied to· the many. Paul v; G19uc·ester CountI:, 50 · .. 

· N.J .L. ~85~ In .considering _the ·subject of licenses, t~e Supreme . 
Court,. in Bla:qck v. ·Magnolia,. 38 N •. J. 4l)1+, 490, stated. 

. . 

0 The. right most ~xtensive·· in. na_ture, -to regulate : 
the field of inioxica.ting liquors·i's within the. police. 
power ·of the State, and this power ·is practically . · · 
limitless. Borough_of .. Fanwood v. Rocco, 33 N.J. 4o4,. 
411 (1960).i Meehan ·v •. Boq.r9- ·of 'Excise. Commissioners1 
73 N.J,L, j82i·386 (Sup.Ct. l.906)i af~irmed 75 N.J.:r,., 
557 {Ee & A •. 908)• From ·the ear iest history of.our~.· 
State, the sale of int.oxic.ating liquor has been dealt' .. 
with by the Legislature ·in.an.exceptional way. Because 
of' its .§JJ:h ~~..r..iA nature_ ·and significance, it is .a . . 
subject by itself ~.o the treatment of which all the . · -
analogies of the iaw, ·appropriate to other administrative 
agencies, cannot be• iridiscrimiitat.ely. applied. Paul v •. ··. 
Gloucester County, · 50. N. J. L~ 585, ·· 595 (E. & A. le88). 
This field . is peculiarly. subject 'to· strict· governmental .. 

. control. Franklin Stores Co. v. Burnett, 120 N.J.L. 596, 
·598 (Sup.Ct. 1938)., Consistent therewith is the . ·. · 

... Legisla.ture 's mandate that 'This chapte.r is intend~d to 
be remedial ·of abuses inherent ~n l:l,quor .traffic. and 

· Bhall be liberally construed.• . R.S. 33:1-?3· · . . .:. . ·.*'* ~- * .. 
"The test in the. establishment and issuance ... of · 

.11quo.r_ iicenses ·;is ,whether the public. good r.equires it~· .. · 
Paul v. G).oucestep Cpunty,. s~pra; 50 N.~ .L. _5'85'. In 
Zicherman v, Driscqll;: 133: l'f .J.L·. · 586,. 5'8-8 (Sup. Ct.. · 

.1946), the. coµrt said: '.The common interest ·Of'.· the 
general public should be the guide .. post in the issuing. 

·and· renewing of lic~nses. • .. 11
. , . :.· .· 

. . It .is e~ti:r:e1.Y:.comp·etent f:or ·a nninicipal _issuing . 

. l . 

:authoritY. to. confin~ ·its" s·e1e.cti.o~. ofo.licensees to tho.se who 
have cl~·arly demonstr·~ted._ .that they _are wor.~hy _to receive the 

· priviiege of a. license .ana.·i~s dete!mination should be given 
conside·r·able · 1'reight on .. appea~e· ... ~a.n~;: . .,Inc1.·v,. ·Pl_~...fill..t.Y.1..:1.._~1 ·. . . 

·Bulletin· 1021+:, Item. 2·; Clark v ~· West ·Orange_, Bulletin 631, __ .Ltem · 7. 

Re.spona"eiit -had ari oppc;>r"tunity to obse1~ye the demeanor. 
of Amiano as he testtfiedto evaluate· his· credibility and veracity, 

. ' c 
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to e~amine .his ap·plicat'ion··ancf:t·~i i~v~st1~:ate :the· ·same·. ··It is 
appa~ent .tha.t ·it did .not c·<?IlSlder· · thi_S · appli~ant~·· as the major 
stocldiolder o,f appellant,-· worthy· of rec~i virig. its endorsem~.nt1 111· .. 
view or .. the serious. nature. o+ the offense commi·tted ·by the Newark . 
licensee of ·whic_h he was a· major stockholder.·. I am· also· .p~rs~aded ·~· 

· t~at re~pon~ent_felt.he was- lacking.in rorthrightne;ss.and .... : ··: .· .. · .. · 
credihi_lity .·becaus.e of the· oonflicts ·in :his testimony' befor~ ·it,- . 
as well .. ~s his omission .bf a- ·materi.al fact in· his ··application for. · 
license.'.··.: -It was: well. :w:1:.thin re.spondent's province· -to -consider· · 
.appellati·~·· s·· acts· and>·tlie violat·iQp.s·· or •'tQe:'·cor·por:at·e . .-licens·ee· ' ; 
which .he contl'olle.d. · .iri ·another. ~icipality: in r ea·ching its · .... · · · 
u.ltimat~.:;~e.termina:tion •. Deola>v. :Millville·; ·Bu.i1et.ip.- .789~,. Item 12P.. 

· . · • · <,' · .. It· is re1i3Viiot to t~e- ~bo;~ ob~~rvatio~~- to• p~int . out . 
that. app-ellant· failed to satisfy· respondent tha.t ... the public . · . . 
i:hte:r.-est. woul. d be ·best . served-. .by: gr .. antln~g~- ~his .. :tran. s:I..~r. There. is 
noth~ng in the:.r~cord indi·cat~ng, ~r even.-.sugge.sting'; that the· ·. 
r.erus~J.. ·.by· .respop.d.eµt .. t.q. .. · g;rant. ::~h:~ .. <~~.1,:ceµ~.e· .was.· ba.s.ed '.~pon any · . · .. · 
iraprop~r · mot·ives. Bumball .;,.,·Burnett; .. ' 115' ·N.J.L.: ·,2'5'4':• · .. A-s· stated 
hereinabov«~·!. th.e_ .wor~h~ness. of. .P. e.rsons,::-~p~ly:i*~·:. ~.o~. ·~ .-.1~c. e1:1-se.· is< 

. a m~tt.er wh ch r.esides in .the ··:s.ound~. dis.cr.~tion., ot·. t};le· ·. i·ssuing · · 
auth<'.'rity·~ Whe~e' :as_'·here~ :-thE7):;:P..rciof -.is.· ~uhstS,nti,a~i, :and .. indeed 

· uncontradi~te~, that the., m11jor s.t9¢~9~der<o~ appellant recently . 
· conduot·ad another: ·licensed bus .. ine.ss .in an up.lawful ·and·. obj ectiona.blf~ 

· ma~er., .. · ;r-e~ponden~' ~· ·coi;t~.e.r.r1·f:~I-:-..:.tJ;ie .pub1ic···1nte::es.t would require · · 
tha.t .it: deny-. the· .a:pplieation .for trans.fer·· of a license und.er· those ·. 

· cir~unis~ances··· .. : .er. .• Z~cherm~-... v1·:. Dris~coll' ··133 N.J.L. 586; : . ·._ 
§i!.llwartz '_v• · Pat·erson., ·Bu:L,letin .. 15'77, ·:1_Item· 2~ .· . .·. .-..... 

. _.. . i:tespo'rident·, de.terill.ine·d. ·that th~{ as·s·o~iat1ori .·ot' Amiano 
with a license in its· community .. ~vould ·be inimi.c·a.1· to .the best·· 
inter·ests of the. community • .-:Such de·terminatiori-_sh,ould .. not be· 
disturbed by the ·olrector iri- the·· ·absence· or' ··evidence· :w:p.ich clearly 
indicates abu~,e .or a:r:bitrariness. ··In an appeal·. of·· this kind it · :.· 
must .be shown· that -Such refusal:·was·· the ·result .of intentional 
discrimination or· 0th.er arbitrary" action.. Such' was ·-not established .· 
here• Cf. Federici's Hideaway; ·Inc, v. ··Belleville, .~le-~in 1595,·: 

"Item 2. · Camden Courity v. ,Pennsauken Sewerage Authority, 15 N.J• _, .·. 
456; .H~e 60.r-state Re~~tion.·No.15'•· '~-·:··.:_ . .:·.,·::~. :- . .-.·,,· ... ,>"'. .':.; . 

.. ::< ... r c.onclude· on: the ·basis· of: .. the. totality ·of"··the.J>roofs', .· _.·:. 
that respondent exer~lsed its. discretion .re$~onably··and in ·the ·· ; ·-.",:; 
public interest. It is therefore recommended ·-that:· res.pohde~t 1 S'. · · .. , 

· ac.tion in denying appellant's· applicat-ion ·f9r said. transfer.· be 
·· · affirmed· and the appeal. ·:ti,ere~n be dismi::?sed. · . 

. ·. ' . . ·conclusions ·and Order. · 

. . ·.·,Having : ·caref'ullJ · ·~ons.ider·eci the (9ntire. ~~.cord ·her.ein; 
·iric;Luding .:the transcript C( .the testimony, tP.e.· exhipits and the 
H.earer'·s. report,-. ·.I concur .in .... the. c.oncl'Q.s·ions_ an<:\ .reoommendations ... 
of the ·Hearer and· adopt them ~s .. my. conclusions herein ... ····· · · 
•. • ' I • •' o : • ' • ' ··: •I, •• 

.. AcQordin~ly,· ·. it is.·,. ·a.fr ·,.~~is.· .. 1.~-th. day_: ·or .May' 19.67, · 

. ·_· . :ORDERED :.th.at .. th·e:-: a·ct16.n,. ·~r··· r~spond~nt·: .iri-_·: de~ying . 'tr·~·ster .;.·. 
o°f appellant· IS :·l.ic.enseLb~ ·and"··thei .. ~atne ._.iS'. . .hel'e~y. . .affirmed and that . 
the. a~p~al herein be· arid· the ··.·s .. ~roil is )1ereby· dismissed•· · ·. · · 

... :· . . ' ·, .t· 
~ '· ·. · JOS}jPH· ·p. LORDI 

. . · '. D~RECTO~. .. . 
.; .·· ·.'. 

,,••' 
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. 2•-.. -_DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS. SALE TO INTOXICATED PERSONS - : . , _. _. 
· .PERMITTIN·G EMPLOYEE TO WORK WHILE INTOXICATED - LICENSE· SUSPENDED 
FOR.50 DAYS - HEREIN OF APPEARANCE BY CQRPORATE LICgNSEES. PRO SE. 

~- . ' 

. · In the. Ma.tter. o'r · Dis~iplinary 
.Pr~ceedings_against · 1 · · 

BRUCE ZANE, INC. CONCLUSIONS 
t/a "SuburlDan Inn" ) . AND _ORDER 
1020 Whi.te Horse Pike 

-.Oaklyn, PO_ ~udubon, N_ew ·Jersey, ) 

. Holder of Plenary Retail' ·consumption · )_ · 
Licen~e C-6, issued by the Mayor and 
Council of ~he Borough of Oaklyn. · ) 

.----~---~------~-----------------------~ Frank M. Lario, Esq., Attorney-for·Licensee. 
Edward F. Ambrose, ,Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

. . Beverage Contro~. 

BY THE D:rnECTOR: 

The Hear·er has filed the fellowing report herein: 

Hearer's Report 

Licensee pleaded not guilty to the following charges: 

. . ~"1. On Friday night December· 23, 1966, . you. sold, . 
served and delivered and allowed, permitted and suffered·.· 
the sale, service and delivery-of alcoholic beverag~s, · 
directly or indirectly, to persons actually or apparently · 
intoxicated,_ and allowed, permitted and suffe~ed_ .the . ·. · 

· __ consumption of such beverages. by such persons in and · · .. · 
· upon ·your· licensed premises; in violation of Rule 1 or · 
·State Regulation No. 20 • 

. . · 11 2. On Friday night December: 23,:. 1966, you allowed, 
permitted and -_suf'f ered . a person· actually or apparent;ly .· ... 

. into~icated to work in aridupon. your· 1i·censed.,.·premises; . 

. . in· violation of. Rule 21+ of. S~ate Regul~t~dn'·No •. 20·." .': ·: _:-. . : -
'' 

._.·Agent B·_testified _that; accompaniea·by -_three· 'ot:her·ABc_:_ .. _::,·: 
. agents, he participated 1Ii the. investigation cm. Dec.ember 23,. 1966 ,_-_ 
.or the licensE:)d premises which. he .described. as.- a·' neighbo~hood · . 
· .tavern~ · · · · · · · · · -

.. · ... ·• , 

. . . . 

. Agents _·D ·and G entered. -the licensed, pr·emis.es. at 10: 2o' ·" 
p~m~ and B .entered therein_ at"appr'o:X:imately ·10:28 p.m. The- ... · 

·patronage: of. approximately_ twenty· persons occupied.-all- of the­
_seats at the' bar and some patrons stood ·behind. patrons. who were .. •.: 
·seated at .the -ba·r. · B stood ·behind a patron who was· seated •. Q·was: 
.a nrew fee,t 1' :to his· left,· als_o standing_ behind. a .. pa~ron.· <: 

' . 

· · - -·-. · The agent noted two female·s tending bar, ·namely, Elsie.". 
·Zane -Can officer of the corporate licensee and wife of the.-·" 
" president thereof, Bruce Zane) and Sandra. Pierce. Mrs.· _Zane . 
·attracted his attention because she appeared. to be. intoxicated. 

Questioning revealed the following: 

"Q.Wilit you.describe her appearance for us as· 
you· saw her? . 

A Well, her face was flushed, her eyes were glassy, 
she stumbled behi~d the bar, when pouringclrinks 
she spilled some on the bar, he~ hair was disheveled. · 
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. . ·. - · .. 

QDis .you see her.walking? 
A Yes. She walked and bumped into the bar, and 

when she was talking her words were running toJ 
·. ~~t~~~g •her, . speech•. was . slurred. . She. attempted 

· Q When was your attention-first .attracted toher? 
·A.· Several: minutes after -enter'ing 1De·:··:premises~. ; .- · 
·Q Did_ you· see her ·_con~.Ume. any .drinks? · · -. · · 
A Yes... - · · · 

* ··* *· * . Q· .. vltat was her c·ondition when you identified your:rnlves'? · 
A She appeared to be intoxicated. 

· Q Can you describe her for ·us ·more in detail? · You say 
you sa.w her· spill drinks~· . · . . 

A First she poured ·it, she·. overflowed the· glass, one 
time· $he- ~is~ed the ·-.gla~s- and it .. went. on the bar. 11 

. ~ . . . . 

Additionally.· the·~&gent testified tl;Lat five or six 
patrons, who were positloned. at- various places in the barr;oom, . 
also appeared to be in,toxi·cated.- In describing their appearance 
he testified "their eyes,were glassy, faces flushed, they were 
disheveled, hair. WqS mu~se~ up, one. fellow had a zipper ·jaclret 
on that was . unzippered, . his .shirt was · Ol.lt 7 he· wez:it to go in the 
men 1 s room and bumped into a . tabl.e -.or . c.h_a1r · on his . way to the . · 
men's room.'' · · · · · · · · · · .. ' · · .. " · 

He identified or1e .:c;:r .:the patroris .·who: app~a'red: t~.: b,~-· · 
·intoxicated a~ Frank Wal~.s •· · · The .. ·testimony. ·cqnttnue4,,. as fo11·~ws: . 

"Q Will you cle~cr.ibe this. Frank Walls ·:ror. us? . 
A Well, he was.-- his· appearance was generally the 

.same, face flushed, eyes·glas~y, he was the · 
·. fellow had.· the. zipper- jacket on·unzippered, and 

'his .. shirt was out.· I believe he is. the fe[low·"·: 
stumbled 'int·o ·,.one of~·the .chairs.-. . . . .... ·.. . 

.Q How· ma1~y ·or· thes.e ~·or .. 5 qr 5. or· 9 ·.perso~is did,·, 
· you see walking·· about the p·:i;-e_mises?· · · 

A. 3 or 4·. · ·. . . · . . .. .... · ... · .· , . · 
Q Wha_t was.·their· ga~t? . . . ... 

· A . They we;re ·stumbling_,· staggering. · 
Q Did· yqtC see a.ny service of drinks made to any .of · 
. ·these. five. or-'· six?_. 

·.A yes.· ... :· .. , . , . . . . . .'' · ,., .,. 
Q· What kind of ·drinks·?.·: 

- ·A Alcoholic beverages ... n 

. . ~ . 

' . . •. \~ . ·, . " . . 
,i . 

' ... 
. .. 

' {. 

Further, the·agent.testified,he had Mr-~.-.. Zane aa:;_d.·the 
.. patrons· under hi-s observation from the time of. entry to ·1bhe time 
he id.entified himself which 'tvas .at ~pproximately 11:05 p.m" He 
saw Mrs.· Zane serving the patrons all ·during· that· period· of time .• 
As to Bruce -Zane, .the agent· testified, ·~'He. appeared, to be. . : 
.·_intoxica~ed, he was·.loud_,_.he .made· a few reniarks,:·.·.his.face· ·was 
.. ;C:Ltishe.d ,.··_eyes were glas.sy ~ rL · ... · · ... : . · · - ·-.-: .'. : . · · 

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

..... :. A .drink seized rrom-.Fr~·.wa11s Cone .. o_r ~the·'.patroris}·· 
and·, .the. report _:o,f the. Division ~hemist ._which.· indicated that>.·the 

:··drink' was . ~n · alc·oholic .'bev~rag~ ·.fit. for b~verage _purposes _were: ·-· 
_.:·.admi tt.ed into·, evidence. · · · ... · , · · · ., · 

.·· ... 
' . 
· . '·· · ·:: · FinallY;., the agent testified. that, wheri the agent~ · 
.identified themselves, Zane said~ "What the hell do_ you guys 

"·~·-Want? : ~e .. sa1a, _Ye.ah, ~e'.re dr'Qllk. '. We•re all drunk;· We're 
)iaving _a good time. n · -

. .· ' . '~ -
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Ag.ant G testified that he participated in the in­
vestigation of the instant charges and entered the licensed 
premises on· December 23,- 1966 at 10:20 p.m. _The bar was crowded, 
there were approximately twenty or twenty-two patrons in the tavern. 
Sandr.a Pierce and Elsie Zane were tending_ bar. Concerning Elsie ... 
Zane he observed "her face was flushed, her eyes were glassy; 

· her blouse was hanging out, hair disheveled, she was talklng 
with a slur_,_ and at times she attempted to sing with the slurred 
speech. 11 · 

·Continuing, he.testified, 11At timesr she would walk to 
patrons staggering, and on occasion she wou]d.pour drinks and 
spill the drinks." 

The agent had Mrs. Zane under observation throughout 
the entire period of the investigati.on, he saw her consume mixed 
drinks and it was his opinion that she appeared to":. be intoxicated., 

Approximately six patrons attracted his attention 
because "their eyes also were glassy, and they would walk to the 
men's room staggering and clothes disheveled, a't times they 
would.-- this one particular fellow would bow his head.and w~ke up 

... again and start talking loud with slurred sp~ech. 11 · 

Refe·rring to the patrons who attracted his attention, 
the agent testified as follows: · · 

"Q After these observations did you see service 
. being made to them? 
A Yes. 
Q What kind of drinks were served to them'? 
A Beer and mixed drinks. 
Q Did you observe how these people sat at the bar? 
A Yes. At times some of them would actually slip_· off·· 

the baro 
Q Did you hear them talking? 
A Yes. 
Q What would you say about their speech? 
A Very slurred, very slurred speech. 
Q Did you understand what they said? 
A Really, no. 
Q From all these observations what conclusions did 

you come to\?~ 
A They were definitely intoxicated." 

'When the agents identified themselves to Mrs. Pierce 
and Mrs·.· Zane, Mr. ·zane appro?-ched them· and said,. •rwb.at·the hell. 
do you guys want'? 11 When he was informed. of the violation, _._Zane·.· 
said, "Yes, he said, we.'re all drunk and having a good ·time·.n. · 

. Additionally, tlle agent testified that ·the' alcoholic 
· beverage received in evidence was ·seized from a male . iden_tified · as 
Frank Walls of Runnemede. In describing 'Halls' appearance the 
agent. testified: · · · 

"Well, he_was the fellow that was sitting at the 
bar with a jacket on, shirt tails hanging outl and he 
was talking with a slur, and at times he wotlld. fall 
off the stool, and he went t0. the men's room one time 
and staggered and bumped into a chair. To me he_ appeared 
to be definitely intoxicated." 

Upon Walls' return from the men's room, Mrs. Pierce 
served him the drink that was seized by the agent. 

Called in behalf of the licensee, Lincoln Je Walz 



. . 
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. . . ~ . . . - . ' - . 

·. Henry H~ Vi;ning.· testified that·.he .had,:· been patronizing 
.the.licensed premises for·many .years.and·that:on·Fri~ay evening,. 
.. December .. 2J, 1966, he w~s .in. the ba..rroom apprmcima, tely. three- .. 
· ·qµarters·. ~·or. an hour o~ aJi.'·hour•· · .. ·.He. was· positiqned. to th~ :·r;ight 
.·.of .. Mr• .Lincoln. Walz. who .had.: te.stif.ied. previousl.y•. · .. 

Referring .tp Mr, Walz.,.· tbe tritnes_s testified· .as 
fallows : . · . . .. 

'-'Q Diq you. observe· Mr·;: Walz p~etty _closely? . · 
A I. was speaking· tb·. him. •. 
Q Did ·he «ippeai- eintoxicated?. . .. 

. :·A He did not :to me .• ,. :· . . .. . . . : . . . . . . . . 
· ._ Q Do you recall:· how.:·,1ong he ·.wa:s·>in .t11e--·bar? 

A He· came. in.-· after·T _wa·s ·-i!l the:re, ! .wouli.d say . 
. ·probably'" a half-:tiour· .. or.: so,- when_ this thing ·.· 

: occurr·ed:·. · ·_·:" .,_ · .. ··r·.· · · · · .. · 

·Q.Did yo-q see·:tnem:_take:hfs·.drink?_ .... ~ ·· .. · 
A· I did not. ~· " · ··· · · · · · 

. ... '. 
. . . . . -' - . ' ~ - . ; . . - -. ' .. : .. . . ' . ' ' ... -. · ... 

.. . ContinP,ing., :the· witl1¢·s~ ···tes,tlfie'd ._.that .he 'never saw:· a 
chair ·in· the, barroom. and he: :never·:s.'aw-:·Mrs., Zane: tending bar.· ... ·. 

On cr6ss examinatfo~ the withe~s te:ti~ied that he .was.·· 
. in. ~he· licensed ,·.premises- for -~h;ree;_q}iar·:te·r-~ _··of.·ah ·hour J>i~1.or,:: .. to ... ·, 

- . . ~ 

• • - r 
.. 
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the occur~e~ce which is the· subje6t matter of_ the within hearing. 
His conce:ntration was confined to a group· consisting of approxi­
mately three patrons to· his left and one or two patrons to.his 
right. The b~r was crowded. He never saw chairs in the t~_vern, 
only bar sto~ls, "~-1/2, 3 feet off the ground." · 

. Sandra Pierce testified that she had been.employed by 
the licepsee for almost two_ years and was tendj.ng bar on the 
6 p.m. to 2 a.m. shift on December 23, 1966.· She never had any­
one assisting her in tending bare Elsie Zane was not tending 
bar. She did not observe anyone that was intoxicated, falling 
off a stool, going to sleep, disheveled or falling _over chairs 
going to the rest room. If she had she "would have told· them 
they had enough·to drink and to go gome." She heard many patrons 
sing Christmas carols "along.with the juke box." Specifically. 
she did not note Mrs. Zane singing. The loud discussion5could 

;possibly have led to an "appearance .qf people possibly drinking 
too much." Mr. Zane was not drinking that night. She did not 
serve Mrs. Zane anything to drink. She was at the bar at the 
corner entrance •. When questioned as to how long a period of 
time Mrs. Zane was in the tavern the witness responded, "I 
was pretty busy. Maybe she was dolm there. twenty minutes., a 
half-hour; I don't lmow." Mrs. Zane did not appear disheveled .. 
She s.erved Lincoln Walz, "two, possibly three" drinks. 'When 
the agent seized Walz 1 s drink he .had another drink in front of 
him •. The ag'ents did not instruct the witness not to serve Walz 
any more drinks and did not ind~cate that they thought that 
either Elsie Zane or Bruce Zane was intoxicated. · 

On cross examination the witness testified· that she 
alone was tending bar on the night in question, and Mrs. Zane 
was standing at the offset or entry to the bar. She did not 
see Mrs. Zane pour any drinks. Mrs. Zane had never before 
worl{ed behind the bar and,. if she had tended bar that night, she 
would. have seen her •. She was busy on the night of December 23 and, 
it being t~ro nights before Christmas, the patrons were in good 
spirits. The patrons were singing and having discussions. She 
saw the agents pick up a patron's drink; however, she was not 
requested to identify him by the agents. Mr. Zane.was e~ccited but 
did not appear to be intoxicated. She .did-not hear him say to 
the agents th~t he was drunk and that they were having a good, 
time. · 

. ,· 

Mrs. Elsie Zane testified '·that she never tended bar or 
waited on customers. Her auties consisted of taking care of the·\ 
.books 2 ·purchasing and cooking. On the .night of December 23 she · 
came dovmstairs from ner apartment and into the tavern at . . 
approximately 10 p.m. Thereafter. she sat "at the bar in the of'fset 1.1. 

while her husband was talking with some patrons. She.did not 
serve the agents or anyone else at the.bar. Due·to her physical 
condition, he~··hearing, nerves and blood pressure have been 
affected and she is 11not supposed to drink excessiv:ely. 11 Her 
doctors advised her not to be on her feet or work excessively. 
Finally, she stated that she was not acquainted with a Frank Walls·· .. 

On cross ~xamination Mrs. Zane testified that on the 
night.in question she had nothing to drink except ginger aleo In 

· re,sponse to the question, "Were you behind the bar worlcing or. · 
behind the. bar at all", the witness replied, "I was sitting on th$ 
offset where.we have the stools for people to· sit.when we are 

.·c.rowded4t 11 

Further, the witness reiterated that she did not 
con~mmo any aleoholj_c beverages that nir.;ht anc1 did not go behind 
the ·bar at alloj) Uh.cm asked, "vfore you stnging wi.th the rest whon 
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they were sin_ging with the juke box", she responded,. "I imagine 
~o. It -gets near Christmas everybody tries t_o have a good time." 

Mrs. Zane .admitted that the agent·s·. conferred with he.r 
and that she gave them_ her nq.me and -·address a·nd then_ advised her 
husband o~ their presence and to talk to them. · 

· . . In· essence . Bruce Zane testified._ that, due to his 
physical· and neurolog!cal condition his physi·c1ans prescribed 
certain-drugs and· cautioned him against "any drinking whatsoever." 
On the night of- December 23, 19661- he ·came downstairs from his . 
apartment at approximately nine o clock. His wif'e, .·Mrs •. Elsie 
Zane, came down f'rom the· apartmen~ at approximately ten o.' clock .. 
At that time he was conversing with Lincoln Walz, Vining· and 
and another patr_on. An o~der type patronage is encouraged. 
Continuing,~e testified: 

. . 

"There-are quite a few discussions in olir ·bar, and 
_some. of the bar customers talk. fairly loud. Some of them 
·-- possibly I -~m .talking loud .myself. ·r don't mean to 
but-havi_ng ··to talk to my wife I ·have· got iri the habit of 
being a little loud.· This could have the appearance and 

· I could see where an ·outside ·observer could mistake this 
as people b_eing intoxicated. How.ever, because people 
talk loud and discuss things does not necessarily mean 
they are intoxicated." -

He heard the age-nts questioning his- wife as to her age. and he 
deeme~ it peculiar th~t they should a~k-her as to her age and 
_not the barmaid Is (Ml's. Pierce) or his·. age. 

. ' .· - . 

Finally, he admittect being agitated, nervous and upset 
but denied saying, "We' re -all drunk." . . . 

On cross· exa.mfnation he de·clared that he hadn't · 
co~sumed an alcoholic beverage since prior to September 26, 1966.­
Referring to_ the night· of December 23, 1966 he· stated that his · 
wife did not go behind the bar, it was a fairly. busy night-, all 

._the stools· were occupied. ·Mrs. Pierce tended bar unassisted. 
Additionally, Mr •. : Zane testi~ied as follows: -

"Q What did they. [ihe- agen(i/. tell- you? · , . - .· . · 
·A They said to me that w~ vtould hear from the bureau •.. •· ... 
· _Q Did you ask, . 1 I will J;l.ear ·from the bureau about what?_ · 

What did ~I do? 1 · . ·. -· · ·_. · . :.· . · -_.. - -

·.A- They. .said there would· be charges:•· · 
Q.What· d'id -they say? 
A They said, 1 It seems some peo:ple-~d~oo much to· 

drink here.'" · 

. ..- He deni.ed making a statement. to the -~·gents to the. effect 
. -that- he_ was drunk ·and thai; they were all drurik~ · 

.· "· · · Later. the witness- acknowledged -that the agents ·advised 
him. as.follows: "You are serving people apparently had too much 

- to .·drink ••• ~ We observed your bartender serve people at the bar· 
who_ app~~red to be intoxicated."._ 

. . . . ·In. ~eputtal Agent B ·testified that the· person from whom 
he-_'_ took .the· drink and whom· he identified as Frank Walls .of 

. Runnemede is riot the same _person·· who.identified -himself on -the 
·witness stand ·a:s ·Lincoln Walz.· Walls was seated approximately 
four stools from "the rear where the· cut-off is. 11 He was dressed 

· 1n •a zipper jacket, no hat, ·-dark shirt and slaclrn and shirt out·. 
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He did not recall seeing Lincoln Walz iii the ta~ern th8.t llight. 
The agent heard~ Mrs •. Pierce·identify·Frank.Walls to ABC Agent G. 
He reiterated that_ he observed- Mrs·. Elsie Zane assiting Mrs. 
Pierc.e in tending bar. ~e . informed Mr. Zane th.8. t he. saw patrons 
"who appeared to be or apparently were d.ntoxica te'd u and he . . 
specifically pointed out the person from whom the· drink.was seized. 

. . . . . . . . .~:- . ..--.:;;: 

·. On cross examination the agent stated that, at the 
time that Zane made a statement to the effect that "we're all 

_drunk", he·(the agent) had not identified himself, to Zane. 
' . ' . . 

Agent G's ·_testimony on··redirect .. examination mainly 
corroborated the ( .. te·stimony of Agent B. Additionally! he .testified 
that he advised Zane that the two barmaids were serving patrons 
who were intoxicated and that one or the -ba.rmaids was intoxicated. 

Called irt·surrebuttal Mr. Walz. testified that the 
agent who confiscated his drink did not ask him for any identi~icationo 
He didn't know which agent too~ the glass. · · 

_ On· surrebuttal Mrs~· Pierce .reiterated that she saw an . 
agent (whom she believed to be Agent.G) ·take Lincoln Walz's 
drink.· She does_ not know a Frank Walls ·or· e~ver ·heard or a Frank 
Vlalls~.. · !;, · 

·Thus· it is appar~nt that ·.the primal point of inquiry 
presented herein_ is· factual'. - · 

. . . .. In adjudicating this . matter I ~bserVe bi Way o'r •.. 
_introduction that- __ in evaluating.-the testimo'hy and its legal.impact,·· 
.we are guided by the firmly ~stablished-principle that disciplinary · 
proceedings. against liquor licensees are civil in nature and re-: 
quire proof by a preponderance or . the .. believable evidence only. 
Butler Oak Tavern.v. Division of AlcoholicBevera~e Control,_.20· · 

-N.J. 373 (19561; Freud v. Davis 64 N.J. Super •. · 2 2 (App.Div. ·. · 
1960); Howard Tavern, Inc. v. Division of Alcohol'ic·Beverage Contrql, 

_' (App.Div. 1962), not officially r·eported, reprinted in Bulletin _ 
-1491, Item 1. · · _- . · . · .. · - .. . · - · -: 

' " . ' . 

· . In ·appraising .the factual: picture pr·e-sented in this - · · 
proceeding,. the credibility.of witnesses must be weighed. Testimony 

_to· be believed must not only proceed from.'.the mouth of a credible 
.witness .but-must-be credible ·in itself.: It must .be· such as, the 

. .. common experience and observation of, mankind .. can. approve. as yrobable 
·1n the circumstances. Spagnuolov. Bonnet,. 16 N.'J. ;46 (1954-);.. . 

· .. Gallo v •. Gallo,- 66 N.J •. Super; 1 (App:.n.1v. l96lh .:.· · · ., .. . ... · .... 
. ' ·' ' ' ' ~ . . . . 

. . The: ·.general 'rule in· these c.ases ·is that the-~finding,. 
· must be based on competent .. legal evidence and must be gro'Ullded · 
.,"on a reaso.nable .certainty as to the pr_obabilities_ aris;Lng from .... 
·~a fair consideration or the evidenc&. 3~A c.J,s.· Evidence, sec~. 
" lol+2. 

. . . I have· had··an opportilnity· to obs·erve:"the '.demean·or ·of:. 
·the wi tnesse$· as they. testified. and have .made· a· .careful analysis 

·,,,. 

· ·~nd· evaluation of t~eir testimony. · · · " .. 

·: .'. · . _I am·. per.suaded. that -the. t.estimo.ny. or the agents' .. · ..... . 
presented in a direct an.d-detailed_ma~er 1 was·not a fabrication 

. l?ut was factual·_ and credible. ·_ Thei:r .deta1led description_ or the 
deportment of Mrs. Elsie Zane and :of several or the patrons · 

··clearly established the observable manifestation's of apparent ·_ 
·or a:ctual intoxication. · -

I am convinced t~t Mrs. Zane was ·at some period of the 
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n:ie.ht. ti1 question serving alcoholic beverages. The exte.nt of 
patronage was such that al.l.,seats w~re occupied· and some patrons 
1;rc-r~ stnnding behincl patrons who were seated at the bar •. Wouldn't 
it be normal for a stockholder artd an officer of the licensee 
corporat:i.on (who occupied · .. an ·~pa_r,tmE;lnt over. the licensed premises) 
to npitch. in" and assist the regular barmaid-assuage the thirst 
of the_patrons? Furthermore, why would the agents have questioned 
Mrs" ~G;ne. if they had not observed that: she :was actj_ng as a 
barmqid? ·. In her :testimony Mrs·. Zane admitt~d to· being questioned· by 
the agents a_nd l''eferring her. husband to them. · .. Zane· admitted that 
he heard. his wif_e being: qu~stioned by. the{· ag~nts:e · 

.. . . ·.A·. lice!l:see canno:t .·~scape .:·the _·c.orisequ.ences ·of_ the. 
?;cu:rrence ;:or: inc.idents ·, such: as ·her$·inabove related' on. the . 
1 .... consed -~remises •. A lic~n·see may no~ avoid his responsibility for 
e:,nduct ·9cclll"rd;ng· p:a. ljis ··prerp.ttses by merely closing his eyes and 
ears. On the contrary,- licensees or.their .agents or employees . 
must use their eyes and ears, ... and use them ·efre·c·tively, to 
prevent the improper use of their .premises. Bilowith v. Pass_f!...:i.£.., 
;~~ll~tin 527, Item 3;. Re E{lrlich, =. Bulle~in 1441, Item 5_; !J_e_ G.lYJ2. 
.:::...~g_y_=b:1~nc • , .Bulletin . 1557, . Item. 1 * .. · ... 

. · . . An. add.ttionaJ ·-ba$ic·_.--.pr:fpciple is worthy of emphasis., 
In disciplinary-. proc.eedings a licensee is fully a·ccountable for 
all violations committed or_permitted by his servants agents or . · 
employees ... Rule 33 of St<J,te Rl?gulation No. 20. Cf. i:n re Schn~i¢Lei-v.~' 

· 1-2 N.J. Sup.er.·.449·· (App.Piv. 1951); ·Kravis v~ Hock, 13'7 N.J.L. 252 
(Sup.,Ct.· 1948).. . .. . . 

After carefu11'y consider~ng and evaluating all of 
the evidence adduced- herein,· and the · 1egal· pr_inciples applicable · 
thereto, I conclude that ·the· ·n1 vis.ion has proved its case by 
cl·ear ·and· con.vinqing testimony. and by a fair preponderance of 
the credible· evidence. I therefore recommend tpat the licensee 
be found g¥il_tY. pf the charges·. 

. . 

The licensee has no pr.ior adjudicated record of 
susn<;;nsion of license. I further recommend that the license be 
suspended on. the first charge for thirty days (Re Tripl~ T, ·Inc .. , 
Bull etln 163 9, . Item 2; Re Schmidt, Bulletin 16 51+", Item 9) , and . . · 
on-the seco:q.d charge for twenty days (Re Morrin, Bulletin 1705, 
Item 3), or ~ totil of.fifty day~. , . 

Conclusions and Order 

Written exceptions to the Hearer's· reP.ort and argument 
in support thereof were filed _(pursuant to RµJ.e o of State 
RE?gulation No. 16) by an attorney who was retained by the licensee 
subsequent to rec~ipt of the Hearer 1 s report .•. 

The licensee .. argues that the Hearer. er.red in permitting· 
Bruce Zane·,. a: .. layman and the pre~ident _of the .licensee corporation 
Bruce Zane,· Inc., to appear and act as atri;orney for :the licensee 
corporation beca,use (1) such action is .vio'lative of the Supreme .. 
C01~rt Hules· 1:12-l(e) and (f) and (2) such action is violative. of 
N J i:·• ., . '?·A· . 170 78 . 
. fJ , 111 1:) D _I.~.. .·'-: · ~. : , . - . • , 

. . '~· 1'he ruie·s ·promulgated by ·the Supreme Court govern the 
p:c"actice and:: ;procedure i:n. t~e·: cou:rt.s ·of this State. The rules do 
not · gov:erp th_o· p~actice and· procedur~ ~f- adn~inistrative agencies, 
such ,ls_, the-. JJ:L.visi-on of. Alcoholi-c Beve-rage ·Control. It is 
perttnont.to·note ·that the. rules and ·regulations promulgated by 
the:~ .. D1rec.tor · of the Divis·ion of_ Alc9holic. Beverage .control pursuant 
to .. sta."tutory:.a·utpority do riot make it mandatory that an appearance 
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be entered· th,rough an attorney~ The relev:ant part of Rule 6 of 
State Regulation No. 16 govern~ng procedure !n disciplinary 
proceedings provides that "Each defendant may be represented by 
an attorney admitted to practice.in 1 the courts of this State" 
(und·erscoring mine). · · · · · 

. . . ' . 

. . . · ... It is .also .. pertinent·· to .point out th-~t. the: Hearer, . 
prel~minary .~o conducting the, :Q.earing, questioned Bruce Zane as··. 
to his official capacity with the .licensee corp·oration and Zane 
r~sponded that he was the ·p:r·esident _of th~ corporation, a m9-jor 
stoc.kholder thereof·, he ~ppeared at the ·heal"ing as president and 
representative of the corporation, and he.wished .to proceed.without 
an attorney. The record,· e.stablishe-s ·that Zane: participated fully 
in the Hearing. -He not ·only cross-exaipined·the Division's two 
witnesses., b,ut also had six witnesses (hims¢lf included) testify 
~n behalf of ·the licensee corporation. Additionally, he presented 
witnesses in surrebuttal. A r·eading. of the record clearly in­
dicate~· that Zane ha~ a full, fair and impartial hear.ing, was fully, 
oriented, and at all· times art.icu:t.ate. Further, it appears that the . 
Hearer (apparently taking eog:q~zance of the fac-c that Zane was a 
layman) afforded him.wide latitude in making statements, filing 
exhibits and examining witnesses. · · " · 

Licensee's ·argument'. that·:· the, Pivisi'ot.r agents were not· 
qualified or competent to testify to apparent· intoxication is 
wholly without merit. See Freud v. Davis, 64 ·N~J.Super. 242 (App. 
Divo 1960) and cases cited therein. 

. . . The other points· rai,se:d. by the ·1icensee ~~.·attorney have · 
either been covered" by ·the -Hearer in hi's ·:report ·or are without 
~~rit. · · ~ 

,.\ ~ (: - ' 

. . After· auly consid.ering:. ··the .entire :i-~cord.;.· ·I am .;of the 
qp1nion. that there i_s substantial. evidence to ··sustain the charges . 

.. her.ein and that the licensee's_ argilment for _a new trial bespeaks 
'disappointment with ·the .recommendation contained· in tlie Hearer's . 
report and it now seeks "two bltes of the apple." Sound procedure · . 

. clearly dictates against favor·ably considering the licensee 1 s 
request.for a new tria~~ · · · 

Having considered· the entire re.cord, including. the 
transcript of testlmony, the. exhibits, the Hearer's r~port and the · 
exceptions. and. arguments filed with·· reference thereto, I concur· 
with the Hearer's findings and conclusions. and adopt his recommen­
dations. I·find the licensee ·guilty ~s charged and ·shall suspend 
its,~ license for .a .period of' fifty days ·as ~e6ommended. 

Accordingly, 1 t is'·: on this · 1 ?th. day ~f' May, 1967, : 

ORDERED that Pl.enary R'etail ·consumption. License C-6, 
issued by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of Oaklyn to · 
Bruce Zane, Inc., t/a Suburban Inn, for premises 1029 White Horse 
Pike, Oaltlyn, be a_nd the same is hereby suspended .. for the balance 
of its term, vi.z·. , until midni'ght, June 30, 1967, commencing~-..a. t· 
2:00 a.m. Wednesday, May

1
'. 2l1-, 1967; al;id i~ ls f'Ur'ther · 

ORDERED that any re·newal license that may be granted 
shall ·be and the same is hereby suspended .until 2:00. a.m~'· . 

. . Thursday, July 13, · 196?. 

'. -.~~ ·:-. . . 

JOS.EPH,: 'p. LORD I 
DIRECTOR 

.. ..... 
.·. 
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3• DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE· To. INTOXICATED ·PERSONS .:.. · .. 
AGGMVATING CIRCUMSTANCE ·.:.. ·LICENSE.· SUSPENDED· FOR 30:. DAYS; 
LESS 5 FOR. PLEA •. ,_ . . . - . · · .. · 

.In· ~he. Matter of Disciplinary. 
Proce~dings again~t 

· Leno:-Ton,. Inc. · 
t/a· Center Tavern · i 

336 Arch Street 
Camden-, lil. J. 

Holder of Plenary·. R~tp.il . Consumption ) ,' 
License C-9, is~ued by the Municipal 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage·contro1 }: 
of the City .of Cam.d·en 
----~----------~--~~------~-~~~~---~~----

CONCLUSIONS .· 
.AND ORDER 

Licensee, by Leonard Panetta; T~easur~r . Pro· se. 
Edward Fo Ambrose, Esq.,_Appearing fo~ .~ivision of Aicoholic 

. · · Beverag~ Control. 

BY ~HE. DilIBCTQR:: 
. \ 

· Licensee pleads ·rum. Vtil~ to ... a char·ge{. all_eging .that, on 
March 31, ·1967 ,_ it .sold al.coholic bever_ages. to· intqxicated persons, 
in violation of Rul~ 1 of· State Regula~ion .'No.;··.20 •. _· . · _ · . . .· 

Repo~ts of investigation disclose. t11:8-.t .on the date , 
:!i:g;~tr~~!~s of alcoholic beverages were sold to four intoxicated 

• . . . . 1. ·. . • 

Licensee has a previous record· of suspension of license 
by the Di~ector for three days effective August 18, ~958, for 
ser"Ving· women at the bar in violation o.f -.local ·r·egulation. · Re · 
Le~.::1:9.n,. Inc.'·· Bulletin 1243, ·rtem 7 •. · · . · . : . · . · ·· 

I The prior· record. of. ·suspension· ·ot--. liGense· for .dis.similar·'· 
violation occurringi more than five years ·ago ·disregarded, but. . 
considering the violation to be -aggravated .by. the ·ll1.llllber of. in-··· 
t,oxicated persons served, the.·~license will be suspended_ rorj;hirty, .. :« 
days, with remission of ·rive days· for the·plea enter.ad, ~leaving a: 
net suspension· of .·t~enty-five days.- Re Triple T_., Inc,•, Bullet.in·, 
1639, Item 2; Re Schmidt, BulletiD: .. 16~~tem_9 • .-._· ... ··._ . ··'. .: -.' 

Accordiilgly, ·it.i~; .on_ this :22nd"d~y_or· May,".·1967,-

· ... ORDERED :that Plenary .. Reta.·11. Consti.rnption Lice'nse C-9, 
issued by the Municipal Board ··or Alcoholic Beverage Control .of .. 
the City of' Camden to Len-Ton~ . Inc. , t/a. Center Tavern, · for · 
premises 336 Arch Stree_t, _.Camden, be and the same is· hereby 
suspended for twenty-five (25') 4ays_:, Gommencipg at· 7:00 a.m~ · 
Monday, May 29,- 1967, and .terminating at ·_7:00: ;a.m. ,Friday,. ·. 
Jux1e 23, 1967 •. · · · 

.. · J.OSEPH P •.. LORDI ·. 
. . :DIRECTOR 
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4.' DIS_CIPLINARY PROCEE-DINGS .$ALE TO MINORS -· FOUL.' ·LANGUAGE -
· . PRIOR RECORD OF- SUSPENSION ·F·o:a VIOLATION; OF PREDECESSOR 

\ DISREGARDED. -"LICENSE ·SUSPENDED FOR 40 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEAQ . 
. ' 

· In the Mat~er of Disc_iplinary 
Proceedings against , 

WILLIAM J. LYNCH & RALPH J. TURSO 
234 Park Avenue 
Hoboken, New Jersey 

Holders of Plenary Retail Consumption 
License C-124, issued by the Municipal 
Board of· Alcoholic Beverage Control of' 

_ the City of :aoboken .. i . 

--------------------------·---------~-~---

)· 

) 

) 

) 

) 

). 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Andrew F. Batistich Esq. Attorney for Licensees. 
'Edward F. Ambros~,"~sq.i Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

. - - . Beverage Control. · . -

BY THE .DIRECTOR: 

_ _ Li_censees plead ll9J1 vu.lt to charges alleging that,, (1) 
on February 17, 1967 they sold_ drinks of' alc.oholic beverages to. 
five .minor,s '· two age 17i two age_ 18. and one age .20, _ in violation 
of Rule l'.Of.'_ State .I:legu a tion. No._ 20 . and (2) on February 2 _ -
1967 they .permitted: foul and.filthy-.ianguage by.patrons .on the 
licensed.premises, in violation of Rule -5 of State Regulatio~ 
No. 20.. . _ -. · _ .. 

- - ' 

Licensees have a- previo~s record.of suspension of 
license by" the municipal is-suin_g autho:rity: for, t_en days effective 
October 17, .1966, for sale in violation of State Regulat~on No •. 

· 38 by :tfl:eir. transferor predecessor i.n inte~est• . - . _ 
. . . . 

. . . · . . The prior . record . of . suspension of .license disr.~garded, 
the-.license _will be susp_ended o.n the first charge for thirty ·days 

,-(cf. Re.·Jervic, In·c··i"Bulletin·l603,· Item. 6) and on the second 
·charge f.9r _ten days ~Re Bozzone, Bulletin.1732, Item 2), or a 
total· of f'orty·days, with.·remission of five days for the pl~.,a 

·-entered, leaving R net ·suspension of thirty-five days. f.;' 

Accordingly~ it is, on this 1st day of June 1967, 

• ORDE_RED that .Plenary .Retail Consumption License C~l24, 
·1ssued_by tne Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beve~age Control of · 
the ·City of Hoboken -to William J. Lynch & Ralph J. Turso, for 
premises 234 Park Avehrie, . H;oboken, .be and the same is here·by 
-suspended for.the balance of its·term, viz., until midnight June 
30, 1967,- commencing at·2 a.m~ Thursday, June 8, 1967; and it 

-'i.s further , ·. · . -· -·_· - - -

· ORDERED that any renewal license that may be granted 
shall be and the same is hereby suspended .until 2 a.m. ·Thursday, 
Juli 13, ·1967. 

JOSEPH P. LORDI 
DIRECTOR 



':<_ .-; -5:. --. STATUTORY:. A~ OMATIC -SUS PENS ION.-. .:.. '.ORDER : LIFTING SUSPENSIOl~. ,.: .. 
. ~ ' . ' . - . . : . . . - ' . ' . - - , . . ' . . " _,, . . . . . ' ~ . : ' 

·Auto.Sµsp. #303 
·- ' In the· Matter of ·a Petition._to_.Lift -

"the 1\litomati,c Suspe_nsion · o"f Plenar.Y 
._Retail Con~)lmption Lice·nse · C-l.82·. · . 
· _issued~' by the Board· of .Conunissioners .. 
_·or the _City--o~ .Atlantfc City to · 

. MORRIS KROUSE 
t/a Nugget· Bar'.'.: 
114 so-. South Carolina Ave. 

·Atlantic City, ·N. J. 

·} 

. r .. 
)· 

) -... 

',) 

.) 

--------~-~-----------------~-----------~ 

ou · PET·IT!ON 
ORDEff -· 

. -. !: 

· .: Edward I. Fe~nberg, Esq.·,· __ Attorney. tor Petitioner. 

·, BY THE DIRECTOR: · 
- . 

_·It appears from the petition filed·_ herein and:··th~" .· 
record·s· 9f. this· Divisio:p. that OD: Mart~h. 17, 1967., licensee·~··. 
petitioner was· fined $250: in, the. Atlantic County Court. after. ple·a · · 
of guilty.to·a charge.of sale of alcoholic bevera-ges to minors on · 

·· June·19 · 1966, in violation of R.S• 33:1-77._· T.h~ convicti~n .· . 
· resUlteA ·1n the .automatic· suspe11-sipn of ·the licen9e for the balance 

or· its ter_m. R.S. 33:+..;.31·.1. B~cause. ~f the p~ndency of" this . . 
proceedingJ the statutory automatic suspension has ,not been .\ 
effectuate • - . . . . . . 

. . . . _ « ·._ It flirther. appears that the- munic.ipal issµing authority 
has· suspende4 the license for··r1rteen days.effective February 3, 
1967 atter the licensee 1 s plea: or ,mm vult to a charg_e in · · -· 
discfplinary proceedings_alleg~ng the same ~ale to the minors. 
It appearing that the municipal' suspension has- been· served, I . 
shall lif'~ the statutory ~utomatic suspension. Re Schweitzer, 

··Bulletin_ ~723, Item 6. · · · ". 

Acco~dingly, .~ t is , on _this· 2lt-th day of May, 196?, 
. . . -

/ · ORDERED that the.statutory automatic· suspension of 
said license c.-182 be and -the same is hereby lifted, ·effective . 

. immediately·· 

- :. : . 

<: ·-

New Jersey State library . 


