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Argued June. 18,,, 1956 - Decided Jur1e 27; 1956" 

Before Judges Goldrnann, F:r,eund and Confordo 

Mr. Edward E. Stover argued the cause for-both 
appellants~ ---

(Mr. Archie Rotp.,, ion the brief). 

Mr. Samuel B. Helfand~ Deputy Attorney-General argued 
the cause for respondent (Mr. Grover c. 'Richman, Jr., 
Attorney-Gene1:aal of .New Jersey, attorney). . · · ...... 

The opinion·of the court was delivered by 

GOLDMANN, S.J.A.D., 

These appeals see11: review of the determination of the 
Director of the Division of Alooholio Beverage Control sus­
pending appellants• liquor l11JEmsea upon finding· them guilty of 
the sale and service of' alcoh~'l.io beverages to a 15-year-old 
girl who, together with two adult male companions,, visited both · 
taverns on Sunday, July 24, 19550 Suspensions ·entered against 
two other licensees (Hempel and Baer, t/a Mansfield Inn, and 
Iandzberger t/a Al King's Bar & Grill), whose taverna w.ere like­
wise visited by the trio on the same day, have not been appealed. 
A charge brought against one Schureman, t/a Cedar castle, for 
sale and service or alcoholic beverages to a minor, was dis­
missed after hearing," for lack of proofo The facts concerning 
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·the ·other proceedings .}ne.r1.t1oned have been stlpulate.cl" bf record. 
' . : ' " , . ' , 'I 

This court granted .. a .. s~ay of the suspensions pending appeal. 
Permission to file a oonso.lidate<l brief WC;l.S grar1ted the· Division 
by orders duly entere(ie· · · 

Appellants ft major '~Onte·~t';Lon· is that the ··Pr.opfs rail to 
a·upport the charges .bY. a .ra1r· preponde~anae or .the believable 
evidence., This is toe· standard whicl'.l guides. the. ])irec.tor in 
measuring the adequacy· pf .. ,.t>r9.of ·to. sustain ~u~:tt J.n, diao1pl1nacy 
proceedings· instituted aga·;tns·t li:cenaeea for :v10.latiQn··Of the. 
statute or a Division .. regu~a,"~1on.··: ·Kravis v~:. ·Hock,·:;·iJ7: N.JoL·. · 
252, 254 (sup~ Ct 4) 1948 l .. ~. >:.·~ri. :appeal our approacb..'.to. ,the record .. 
ia- from a different di~e·otion.dt· .. A~ respondent cQrreotly notes 1 -

.the futility or project1.ng .'.~or· appellat~ rev'iew cqntentiona- · . · 
relating to the preponde.ranc·ELOf. t\'l·e ,evidence :.giveri'. :be'fqre . 
administrative ·agencie~ .-:h~s" .be.come· so 1nc:reasm,g1Y,.'..man1tes:t; 
that documented support .for thetr. rej.ection w<)uld ·'appear .. supe·r­
f'luous. In his analysi~f .. :O:t developments 1n adrit~_:ratrative law 
written for the 1946 l\rimla':l,.sur~Jey or American ·raw· fN•Y·.·U. 
School of Law) 187, 229,, ·l;)y· .Chi~fJuatice. vander.bi~t. sJ:l.ortly. · 
before coming to the bench:,- he said: . · · · ·. · 

. . ... ~ . ' . , ' . 

UThe scope of ju~f:tc·ia.l ·~eview· upon findings·· or" 
faot continues to be narrowly· limited. The subst1:1.n..;. 
tial evidenc~ rule ia .applied rigorously 1n l~terally 
hundreds or cases and· has ·become ao well established in 
the federal courts arid,'. in. many of ·the state. courts·. that 
detailed reference to all- :or. the many cases. wou.J.Q ·_serve 

· no· useful purpose. Th.e · ;coilrts. continue to ·apply the. -
usual corollaries t·o the_ ·rule, ·1.ee., that. it -is the 
function of the adrilin1Strat1ve agency· and. hot ,-the courts 
to weigh the evidence;· to. determine the "credibility of 
witnesses, to d:raw "inre·rencea arid concluaions f;raom the 
evidence, and to "rea·o1ve .c<)nflicta ·therein." ·· · · 

' . . ·. 

The now generali.y~·a6ce~ted· ·gauge of ad·m~istrative :rac­
tual finality is whether: tn~- ra_ctual findings are "suppoxated by 
substantial evidence •. In r.e·. Larsen:, 17 No J.~ '_S'uper-•. 564 i 576 
(App o Div~ 1952) • In every·'. case 111: whion this . court has been 

· requested to resolve oonflict·~g evidence, indepetldently of 
the factual conclusion of ·the. respondent .agency,, it- has 
declined to do so. Passarella· v. Board.·of. Connn1·asionere · -

·1 No J" Super" 313.,, 321 (ApP~:·D1v. 1949);- Tra ore of Atlantic 
City, Irie o v., Hock,. 9 N. JS· Super.· 47, 48 APPo Div ... 950 ! 
In re Schnelder.$ !2 N •. J •. uper.-449, 454 App. Div. 1951, . 
In .re tiirsen, above. at (?ilses 573,. 576-7 (~1· Div. 1952); 
In re Gutman, 21 N. J. Super. 579, 581, 58 ~P· Div. 1952)( 
Mazza v. Cavicchia, 28 N. Jo.SuRer. 280, 289 ~pp. Div. 1953JJ 
rever•aed on another groundi ::15 · •. J. 498 (1951.i),;. Mitchell v. 
Cavicchia, 29 N. J, Super, :Ll, 13-14 (AE~· I>iv.; 1953); ... 
Benedettf v 8 :eiL of Com 1ra .• ··.bf Tre_nton,5 ·N. J •· su9er. · 30, 34 
(Ap~ Div. 1955); of. N. j' t Beil Tel. Co. v. CommutifoatiQ!!!!_ 

Wor rs,· etc~, 5 Ne J •. 354.; ,T78. (1950 }·. Cf •. also 1·. Senate Bill 
·No. 4~, 1956 session of.the.Ne'WJeraey Legislat~e,.:seQtion.7 1 .· 

Which embodies the substantla:l evidence rule in .. revtews or 
adminiatrattve agency aot~(>n'J, Sanders v •. Direc:tor,. .. £>JV1~qn of · 
Taxation, et£.!_, _ N. J .... Sµper" · . , · {App~ Div.!J J':111e 2b,, 1955). 

: . '·. .. . ·. ,· 

The reason for this·.·exe.roise or ·Judicial restra'int .. is that 
;Otherwise the agency "wou~d be .. ·. reduced to the stat us . of a ·mere'-·, 
conduit for the transmission 'of evidence to the· com~ts @·

11 Mazza 
v,, Cav_icchia, above, at 2age 289; and. see In _r~ La.rsen, ·above, 
at ™- 571. Jw3t1ce (then Judge) Brennan, In Flis concurring 

( 
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. ·opinion· in the La·r&..en casl~ b though eritioa1 f.;f 11ij:f);:<:~1Hu:~ger of 
functions repoe-ed in. -the Division,, expresse<J. ... ~-:i~;:1:¥Jt@)i.:''0£ the_ 
appellate power or reviewing the facts unde1~. t~9JJ~L;ftu~e 
3 :81-13 (now R~· R. 4 :88~13·) (er. hl!. l :5-4{b};.,.-~:~:::~~fi)t;iY:t~\lS r 

... __ -

• ' ) .• . :. :,<-.~; ';: ~: ~-!;'.'. - ..... ~ ... , • 

"we· should be cautious in invoking t~e.:;R~W~~.J!-·at. · .· 
least. when dealing, as here,, w1 th the fact~ f;~'-~;n_g of· · 
an experienced agency or demonatrated compe~~~~"~.·~,, QL_ 
Dobson v. C_ommissione~ 320 U~s·. 489, ~8 ~.i.(f~·:··~48 

· (1943). We afiouid appreciate the unQ;.esi:J?ab.1~-~::~#~: or. 
trying cases ~ novo from such ·an agenc-y -~Q~·:J>.!$·: ·the 
value of having the agency assume a real. ·r~:B;f,.Q~~-1b1~1ty 
.for weighing and considering the. fact:a in: ·A .:-l~~1a: ·where 
it has considerable exp~rience. 11 17' N. J .•. Sup.~uh .. at. 
Pagea· 577-8. · .. -... ·.,·;···· .... 
- - . ·::·:.,\ .. 

"See In -re Outman, above, 2l N. J. · Super.,·· ~t ,;p.al!e~::.:::~a1~2. 
. . 

The case of Universal. Camera Cor ~ v. NS:·tion~l Labor 
Relations Board, 0. U .s. 7 , 95 • • .5 , .. l S •· Ct. 58 
(1951),· is generally .IooICed to as author1tat1ve~y '.f~n1~h1ng 
the conventional formula for. judicial appl1·cat1on: · Qf t,be sub­
stantial evidence rule: "'It means· such· relevant ev-ic1ence as 
a reasonable mind might accept as adequate to. ~.µppq>~~··~ conclu·e11 
s ion. 1 *** 1 [I] t must be enough to j us ti:fy:; :ti' ·"::~l)~'\·t~:iial were 
to. a jury., a refusal to direct a verdict when· t,hr;{· ... ~.onelusion . 
a ought t() be drawn from 1 t is one of fact f o-r the J·\llfay. 1 11 

. 340 
u.s. · at ~ 477. Stating that the rule. was riot. !pt.ended to · 
nega~ive the· function of the Labor Board as one o.f: ~those agen­
cies "pr~sumably equ'ipped ·or informed by. e·xperienc., to.' .deal 
with a specialized field of kriowledge, who~e rin.d:f~.f.J .. :w:.ithin. 
that field carry the authority of an expert11eE.Ja ... :W.ij~:~Jl'· courts 
do not possess and therefore must. respect,-" tne O:~:~:+on con-
tinues : · · ;\:· ~.: ·,';: ·.· 

-~~~ ':. ::·. . 

"*** Nor dqea it mean tnat. eve~ ~~- tQ.Jna~~:~.~~:.,~.-: 
not requiring expertise a court may di·splacEr\t:ne: 
Board Is cho·ice between two fairly confl~ct·;l.n:g/·Y:.+e;W:B I 
even though. the court would-: justifiably p.a,_y~f1{*1~~.e-.·. a 
different choice had the matter been .. bef(:ire\·~\f-:G::.\a;~ 
!!2:!2..• II 340 U ct S •I at 2age 488 e . . . . . .. , '~.;t~ 

. I:~ /.°\.J'::L~ .~~ .. !·· .-·: .. 

To _similar. _effect, see N. J. Bell Tel. Co.; N~ ~Ooo.mbi~t;¢:ations 
Workers etc., above~· .. 5 N. J.,- at p~ges 377~~.T.~-:~.~: .. ~:Q'.}i~~!:,~.";?;~~;L::. · 

~ . :·. .· · .. ~ ...... =, . : ... :~:.: .. ~~~·.~-. ·~~- r~}:·;~~ :;~:~ ; ::· ... _:. ~-

In his. comprehr.nsive article',· "•Substantitif.~~~~nce' ·in 
Administrative Law, .. 89,u. of Pa. L. Rev. 1026,, lQi.~:« . .(:J.941.),-. 
De~ Stason- o:f the Un1VE!rs1tyo:r Michigan Law So~9~:~:,.f1nds the 

, most acceptable meaning or the term "substant1~r_;.:~,~~4~,nce" to 
be that which 9onrers f~lnality upon an a~~~s.~r,~;tF~~"'~r~eoision · 
on the facts, 'when, upon an e:1tam1nation of the.:.~:·e,~~;t.~ef·,r.ecord, 
the evidence,, including the in:f'erences therefrom';-::~ ~i;'e:·]·Qund to 
be such that a· reasonable man, acting reasonably·~·.Jn~$ght ·have 
reached ... the decision; but, on the other· hand"' if ~/~:/r.e-~sonable 
man, acting reasonably, could not have reached.·tbE!;:ae~e:ision 
from the evidence and 1 ts infei::eiloes then ·the, d'.ec-~.Sit.C>n· is not 
·supported by substantial ~evidence and ·1t ·B.hoqlcf_ .. b,;e\\~;,~;,~<aaide. 
In effect, 'this is the prevail.1.ng rule in· Jlµ',Y ·t~f~~~~;;>r.elati ve 
to t~e di·rection of verdicts, and· is ~lso the pr(3J(~-*-~iiliig rule 
applied by ~llate courts in ,setting aside· JiirY.::'~e:,~Q:·icts 

·because contrary to the evldeno1~." And see Ste:r.n..,_. ·uae,\r1ew of' 
Findings of Administrators, Judges and Juries: - -~,:~.p:mJ?~:rative 
Analye.ia, II 58 Harv. L. Rev. 70 I '89 ( 1944) e . . . . . . 

t 
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The choict1 of accepting or rejecting.the.testimony·or 
wi.tneasea rests; therefore, with the a(lminis.t1"'ative agency·f·;i 
Where suoh choice is ·reasonably met, it is· conclusive on appeal. 
The scope of ·appellate review does not possess such breaqth·as 
would permit a disturbance of the adm1n1s·trat1ve finding unless 
the court is convinced that the ·evidence permits of no reason­
able latitude of choice o. The court canvasses the reoord, n.ot · 
to balance the persuasiveness of the evidence on one ·aide as ,· 

·against.the other, but 1n order to determine-whether a reason~ 
able mmd might accept the evidence as adequate to· support .. the · 
conclusionand.P if so.~ to sustain 1.tf) · · .. 

Tested by these con'siderations, .it cannot t;>e· said that 
the proofs 1n either of the cases before us were insufficient 
to "s.ustain the findings of the Director 3 whatever the members 
or this court as individuals might conclude as to whether a 
fair preponderance of! the credible evidence indicated the 
guilt or innocence of the respective appellants. In each case 
the girl unequivocally testified that beer had.been served to 
and consume.d by.her, and ·she identified the person making_ the 
service"' Her ma.le companions ·corroborated the service of beer · 
to, and its consumption by, the minoro The.defense in"the. 
Horna~er case was that the .girl was served only orange soda .• · 
In the Neuls case the defense was that neit~er she nor her · 
compan'ions -visited River View Inn on the Sunday in question,· 
The testimony was in direct conflict I ·thus posing fact. issues 
on which fair-minded judges, as respondent readily. admits, could 
reaso'nably find the ·persuasive balance tilting 1n either direc­
tion •. · In such posture 3 the determination made in. each case by 
the Director, exclusively entrusted as trier.of.the facts with .. 
the duty of determining in which direction the evidence prepon­
derates, is conclusive on review. We cannot, iri the words of 
Dean. Stason, say that 11a reasonable mans acting reasonably, . 
could not have reached the decision from the-evidence and its 
!iirere .. nces f) " · 

Appellants make a special point of the minor's repudia­
tion o-f_ heJ? .. prior_ written statement in the Schureman case that . 
she had been served peer in his taverns resulting in the dis~ · 
missal of the charge:":. brought against him for selling alcoholic 
beverages to a minor; and also of her unsworn retraction direc: .. 
ted to all four taverns visited on the day in question -- · 
Hornauer, . Neµls-, Hempel and Iandzberger ~ The Director. of the .. 
Division ga·ve due consideration to these elements in the: proof., 
Although the girl rx~a:r1kly admitted that she had .been mistaken ...... 
in saying she had visited the. Schureman tavern, she and her 
male.companions were firm in.their testimony that she had· been 
served. and had consumed beer in the four other taverna 1 ·without· · 

·any inquiry·as to her age on the part of anyone connected with.,· 
. the operation o:t• management ;Of the bare As a matter or fact, ... 
there were signed statements by the owners in the Hempel and ., 
·the I..andzber~ge:r~ cases admitting service of beer to· the girl _on 

. July 2·4; .1955, and in each ·or those cases· .the· Director found :· ,·· 
the licensees guilty~ 

.AppellantJs suggest that a de novo judicial review of the 
evidence is warranted because the hearings were conducted before 
a'hearerJ so that the Director had no opportunity for personal 

.. ) .. observation .of the witnesses,, This very contention was rejected 
by th:t.s ·court in Mazza vr/$ £~·Chia, 28 N. Jo S~e1:• 280, 289 ·: . · 
(~p() llf v,,6 1953}, reversed on another ground~ 15 N. J. 498 (1954) ~ · · 
Commenting upon the rea.ch of appellate review underfl.R. 1 :5-3 ·· · 
((now ~ 1 :5 .... l+(b)) and !\...!...Ii~ 2 :5, the court stated: . · 



·.·./. . 

. BULLETIN 1122 . PAGE,.: 5 •.. 

"*** So .it is said that a more. compelling reason 
for restudy or the· weight of the -evidence __ ex1.ate -here 

· because the D1reotor neither heard no;r- saw the witnes­
ses.. Despite this- lack,- which ie not an uncommon one 
in modern admiriistrative prooedure,-the .teat, which has 
Jud1c1al.sancti6n for general·application.to the review 
of_ an ·adriiinistrative tribunal •a .decision, -is whether the ·. ··· 
factlialf'ind1ng,_·04t of which 1t:aroae, 1e aupported by. 
aubs_tantial- evidence. [Citations. omitted] · In our Judg...; · .· · 
ment,, th.is .teat is a. sound" one arid the ·.caution above.· .. 

·.referred to· [in ·exercising_ the authority given this · 
court to.make an independent determination of the . 
facts] doe~ not mean ~1 departure ~;h.crcfi"om .. ·It sign1·­
r1ea. the :ca.re· that wilJ.. be ex.ercd.i)od by· the courta 1n 

. · · determ.ining-· w~ether tne. :record prov:tdo_r3 nubataivt1al . 
.. ·. · .. ey~del:"lc~ :9f the . ~ioeris oe 'a . gu~tl t. " · .· . . · .. 

Each appellant makef1 thr~ adciitlonal polnt that tie· was 
prejudiced :by the·· refu13aJ.. of the hea.rer ·to perrn1t further · 
exploration or the credibility to. be accorded the testimony or 

. one .·or the two men who accompanied the minor, by 1nterroga ting. .. 
. h.:1.lri as to the nature·· of the .·crime after he· had admitted having: .. ·· 
been convicted' of ·a crime... Counsel for the license·es ·was . . · . 
technioaliy entitled to go'. in.to the matte·r. State v. Tune,, · · · .· ,,:_., 
17 N~· J. 1001 110 .. 111 .(1954). Howe·ver~ appellants do not· part1" 
cularlze theii' claim ·of prejudice and. have not demonstrated' 1n " 
what manner the ruling of the· hearer was prejudicial. Convio-· 
tion of. a ··crime', rega:rdleaei or its na:ture, is in and. of itself 
evidence .reflecting adversely upon th~ credibility qf·a wj_t­
n.esa. N .J .s .. 2A :81-12. It is ·to be presumed that this cir­
cumstance. was given due weight by the Director •. While :the 
T.une case indicates that the question· put to th_e witness· was 
permissible·,. it doe~ :not hold, nor does it neces·earily ·follow, 

· that its ;exclusion j.s tantamoWlt to preJudicial error. . . · 

. R, R, l :5-3 (b) provides that "~either error in the adni1V 
aion or the exclusion ·or· ev:tdence·, nor error in any ruling or 
order or in ·any action taken or oni1tted by *** any. adm:Lnistra- . 
tive agency *.**;i nor ·any other matter., whether or not involving 
the exercise of diacr.etion; shall constitute ground for *** · 
disturbing a **ii· determination, unless a denial ·or the relief 
sought. a~pears to the court to be ·inconsistent with s~bstanti!l 
justice. ' ·.In· construing th:ts ·rule it has been held that "Even 
if there was error but_ it was not -prejudicial,· the verdict 
would not be d~sturbed. 11 Miller v. Trans· Oil Co•, 18 N~ ·J. 407·, · 
414 (1955). Especially -:Ls this.· true of alleged error· by an 
administrative.agency, c:r. ~a!lvania Railroad. Co. v. . 
De,partment of Public Ut!Iit1es' 4 N. : .. J .-r~11, 427-8 (1954) I 
since .Its ac.tion "should not be subjected -to the same close and 
technical. scrutiny a~ is frequently ap.pl:ted .. .1n reviewing the . 
judgment of a court .• ' · ~~Lddleton v. Division of New Jersey . · 
Re~l Estate Cornmiaaion,, etc. I 39 N •. J. surr. 214 .! 219 {!Q.2.!_ ... · 
D1.V. 1956). .And see Dut;cber v. Departmen · of· Civil ServICe;', . . .. _, . 
7 N, J. Super. 156, 163-li" (~ Div o 1950 h Senate B_I. 11 ... No.;' 42·1.· . 
ab_ove, .. sec-. 2o(-~ ).; . Mazza v..~Uav:Lcchia 1 .. ab.oye, 28 · N. · J. Super.~, 

.. ·~:a.t: ea~es ·.· 284-5, ·and ·15 ~r. J. ·, .~1; . page <'509; ·.and, generally_, 73· 
C .J .s • ,. Public Administr~a tive Bodies and Procedure, 6 210;' 2-!_. 
569 ff. We are not persuaded tha.t what was done here was · 
"1nc0ri'S1stent with substantial just~c~ ,iv ~ 8 

· · 

.It ·ia further insisted, ~1 the Neuls case, that the 
hearer erred when he refused to permit counsel for the licensee 
to. ask the same wi tnes~ whether he had ever been. "involved ·in 
any other c·riminal .:1nd1ctmenta, u ·and whether ,'"the . .'J\BC, Invest1 .. 
gator had .~owledge.· that ·y~u we.re: be.1rig· .hei~ · ·:ror;· an~:~_,;;>~·.:::~ . .-:;..~.'~:~~:: .. <;,~:.·,. 
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criminal chargee" Neither question was pertinent as to credi­
bility, since the first did not call for disclosure of a c~l>:­
viction and, as to the secorid,.whether ·the agent knew ~r did 
not know of_ any criminal charge was irrelevant and :Lrnmateria_l. 
Fm'ther .l). appellant fails to specify .. just what prejudice might 
have been. visited upon him by the action.taken ·by the heare_r. 
Actditionally1 the reason now belatedly given us for these q\iea- · 
tions ,- namely,- "to asc·ertain the motive or establish his . 
reason for his testimony," was not disclosed to the µearer and 
thus no· opportunity af'forded to correct any allegt~d error. See 
R., R. 4:47~.Accordingly~. appellant may not now object -to the 
hearer 1s rulings. Cf. Burke v. Lincoln ·Trans it Co., 37 'N. J. 
Super._,433, 437 (Ap~Div. 1955) •. 

Affirmed.· 

/" 

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

2. APPELLATE DECISIONS - MOORE v .• CAMDEN. 

JOHN J .• MOORE, trading as 
JOHNNY MOORE Is , . 

Appellant_, · 

"""VB-

MUNICIPAL BOARD OF AICOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE. CONTROL OF THE CITY 
OF CAMDEN, 

>" ' 
) 

) 

) 

) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

-------------~--~~~~~~~~~~: ___ ) 
William T. Cahill, Esq .. , Attorney for Appellant. 
Norman Heine, Esq. 1 by Iouia Lo Goldman, Esq. 1 Attorney for 

. . Respondento 
Joseph w·. Cowgill, Esq.·' Attorney for witnesses• 

BY THE DIRECTOH: 

This is an appeal from respondent's action whereby it 
suspended appellant's licenst~ for thirty days, effective 7 :OO . 
a.m., May 14, 1956, after finding him guilty on a ,oharge of sell- · 
1ng alcoholic bever~ges to t~o minorso .Appellant 8s premises 
are ·1ocated at 600 Point Str1eet., .Camden. 

Upon the filing of' the· a1~peal I entered an order, dated· 
May 10, 19561 staying reaponden·1c •a order· until entry of· ·a fur-
ther order herein. R.S. 33. :l-31. . . . . 

At -the hearing of the app·eal the attorney for appellant 
stated ·that his client consented to withdraw the appeal and the 
attorney for respondent ·consente1d to said withdrawal •. No reason 
appear.:4lg to the . oon trary, 

It is, on this 18th day 01f June, 1956, 

·Offi?ERED· that the appeal hereih be dismissed, and the· 
thirty-day suspension be reimpos 1ed to commence at 2:00 a.m. June 
25, 1956, and to continue until the expiration of the license at 
midnight June 30, 195c; and ~ t ·in further " · 

ORDERED that any renewal or transfer of appellant's· 
license shall be and remain under suspension until 2:00 a.m. July 
25, 1956. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director. 
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3 f) .A PPELLf\~rE DECISIONS - ZIOMEK v $ DELAWARE TOWNSHIP o 

. ~JOHN ZIOMEKj trading as ) 
GAHDEN ~:vrATE: G.RILLE1 

Appellant, 

-vs-

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF 
rrirn TOWNSHIP OF DELAWARE 
(CAMDEN COUNTY), 

Respondent. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

ON .APPEAL 
0 RD ER 

-----------------------------) 
William· B .. Knight, Esq., Attorney for Appellant." 
John Ee Yeomans, Esq., Attorney for Respond.ento 

BY THE DIRECTOR: . 
r 

PAG:E 'l fl 

This is an appeal from respondent's action whereby it 
suspended appellant•a· License C-30 for forty-five days, effec­
tive at 7:00 a.m. June 1, 1956·, --after he pleaded non vult to a 
charge of selling alcoholic bever,ages to minors. Appellant's· 
premises are located at Grove 'Street and Route No. 70, D.elaware 
Township. 

Upon the filing of the appeal I en·tered an order, dated 
May 31, 1956, staying respondent's order trr1til entry of a 
further order herein. R.S $ 33 :l-·31 II) 

A stipulation of d:J.smissal, signed by the attorneys for 
both parties, has been filed whereby it is agreed that the 
appeal be dismissed and the sentence heretofore imposed by 
respondent be reinstated forthwitho No reason appearing to 
the contrary,, 

It ia, on this 22nd day of JuneJ 1956, 

ORDERED that the appeal herejn be dismissed, and the 
forty-five-day suspension be reimposed to commence at 7:00 a.m. 
June 25, 1956; and to continue until the expiration of the 
license at midnight June 30, 1956; and it is futither · 

ORDERED that any renewal fora the 1956-57 licensing year· 
or transfer of appellant's license shall be and r.ema1n under 
suspension until 7:00 a.m. August 9, 19569 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director•. 
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·-. 4·. · DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS _..;. SALE AT LESS THAN PRICE LISTED IN 
MINIMUM CONSUMER RESALE PR'ICE: . LIST - PRIOR RECORD - LICENSE 

. SUSPENDED FOR 30 DAYS; I~SS ·5 .JrOR PLEA •. 

In. the Matter of Disciplinary. ) 
Proceedings against ·. · · 

GORMAN·· s LIQUOR STORES I INC ~ . ) . 
· .U6o6

1
. Pat

0
· e

1
rt. sonN}?laJnk Road ) . 

n on y, . <) ~ ~ 

Holder or Plenary Retail Distri- )~ 
.;bution License D-15, issued· by ) 
.-the Board of Commissio.ners .o'f 

. CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

. :the .city of Uniop. City.·· · · .. . . . ,: · 
--~~----------~--------~~~~~-~--~> . . German's Liquor Stores.; :tnc·.1· De.fendant~licerisee, by Benjamin: 

·· H1reo}1,, .Secretary-Treasurer e .' . 

.. Edward_. Fi), Ambrose, Esq Q ·; ... ·appea··ri11g. for_. Division. o.f, Alcoholio 
· Sever~ge Cor.ryrol. · .. · 

"BY,·· T.HE DIRECTOR: . 
', '. 

Defendant has pleaded n.on vult to a charge alleging 
·that it sold alcoholic beverages .at-less than the price listed 

in: the Minimum Co~sumer Resale Price List thep in eff~ct, in 
v:tolation of Rul.e 5 of Stat·e Regulat.ions No. 30. · 

'. The file hereln discloses that on May 4, ,1956,· an ABC 
agent entered defendant• s licensed prem:!.ses and purchased a. 4/5 
quart bottle of 11Seagram's· Seven Crown .Blended Whiskey" for 
$4.oo from Benjamin Hirsch_, the clerl:\ then on duty in the eatab-

. lishment. Mr. Hirsch, in a signed sworn statement, admitted 
such· sale ·and acknowledged that the Minimum Cbnsumer Resale·· 

·Price then in effect for the item in question was $4$49~ 

Defendant ha·s a prior ·adjudieated record. Effective 
June.16, 1947~ its license:wa.s suspended by the then Commis­
sioner for ~ period of .five days for s<;tle be;Low the Minimum 
Resale Pricee Effective November 1, 1948,, lts license was sus-

. ~ended for a period of fifteen days for a simil~r violation. 
See Bulletin 768, Item 2, and Bulletin.820, Item 9. The present 
violation is the third time' that defr~ndant has been guilty of 
selling below the Minimum Consumer Resale Price. However; in . 
mitigation, a period of more than.seven years has elapsed since 
the prior violations occurred, and its record has otherwise 

·been clear for that period$ 

Under all the circumstances; I shall suspend defendant•s 
license· for thirty da~s, less five days., remission. for the. plea 
enter1ed herein, leavi'ng a net suspen.sion of .twenty-five days. 
Re Guskind, Bulletin 826,.. .. It.em"ll; R.e Cherlin, Bulletin 804, 
!£em 7o . . 

.Accordingly,, it is, on this ptrr day of June; 1956 ,,­

ORDERED that Plenar·y Re·ta.11 Distribution !4cense D-15, 
issued by the Board of Comtnisalone~s of° the City of Union.City 
to Gorman•a. Liquor Stores, Ince for premises 606 Paterson Plank 
Road, Union City, be and the. same 1.s hereby suspended for the 
balance of its term, effective at 3 :OO a~m& June .11,, 1956;: and 
it ls further 

ORDEHED that any renewal·or·transfer of such license 
sha.11 bel and remain under BUflpensiori until 3 :00 a.me July 6,, 

.WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Directoro 
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FAILUHE TO J~ILf~ ·WHI'I11rEN NOTIUE · Olr 
CiiANQE: ·oF 'FAC'l1S · (SHARING PHOFtrl'S. WI'llH. NON-LICENSEE) - LICENSE · 
·SUSPENDED 'FOR. 15· DAYS. 

In. the :~tt~l'· o·r. Disciplinary 
Prooeea.~ngf5 · ~gaµis:t. · 

) 

)_ 
.. CENTURY . H.OU>ING co. . 

.. T/a WEST s·a·om; LODGE · . . . ) 
. weet~ShQre RQad 1 Swartswood Lake: 
$t.111wate;r Townf;t~1P · · .. ) 

. p~ . swa~t.,w9~q.':;· '•N;• ... ·J. I . 

· ~ol.der: '.o:f Pl.enary .Ret.a11 consumption. ) · 
Licehs.e.·· Q~4' ·1e.e.ued by the· Stillwa.ter 
Town~hip .C()Jiunittee~.·r· · · · . ·, .) 

• :. . - • • ... •• ~.. • ' . . • • • ,' ' , •I • 

CONCLUSIONS . 
AND ORDER 

-------~---~~-----~----~-------------- . Nichoi~is ·:A).b.~no,·: ·.Esq., .. Attorney f'or.: Defendant-licensee •. 
Will-iam··F .• ·woodl .Esq~, ·appearing for Div.ision of Alcoho'lic 

· ·:_. · · · . · , · Beverage Control. 

B~. ~ 'Dfi:µ;;O'!'OR :· . 

. · p~r~~d~rit :Pleaded not guilty.J to the . following charge: 
. ,,. . 

. .. , "··· ·)'Yoii.: fa.iled:·· ·to· ·r11e with the. Stillwater Township . 
-·~oo~ii;tee~ Within 10 daya after the. oecurrenoe ·thereof, 

. 'Writteii' .n9t1oe. of ohang~ 1n raot set forth in answer to 
·-Questi.0:n.·31.or your l~oens9 applioation dated June.·2,· .... 
19.5·5,. :tJpon :which you obtained your current. plenary retail 
.c·Qn~Wl1Pt1on· .license·, such change being that on or ~bout :. 

· .OctoQe·r i2;; · 1955 you agreed to pay Pasquale Parag1no~ . · . 
·yQtU' manager . .-: 5~,:of the· net. profits from·"your licensed 

· :.'· t>t:lB.+f:lt.aa J your. failure· to file such notice being ~n · 
:.: :· v-1~iat10~ · ot ·R. s •.. 33 :1-34." · · 

... :·./. A.t· t·.ne ·he.ar1ng. held herein, statements obtained. by a.n 
AB'.) agent from "·H0ward W. Hanscom on December l, 1955, and from 

. Paeci~l~ ... ra~ag~o·· o_n pecember 2, 1955, .-wei"le introduced· into 
ev~d.e~~e. ·'.·····:In ,"the .statement obtained from I-1&1:scom, who 1~ .... 

· · a·ss~~t~nt.· tleoret-xay ~nd ·treasurer• or defendant corporation,·· he 
admits. t~~t ·a~:"QQ~ob"r 12, 1955., he·1 on be.half o:r the ~orpora~ 

. t19n~: madef·.an .. ··Q.;-a .. l ;agreement with Paragino whereby tne ·1atter · 
WOUld·. ·h~.ye .. · Charge< OJ.,'' the Operation Of the licensed· .premiSf:S I. 

su~·Je.e·t.·:·"Q·o· h:·i.• ···:•upervia.ion, ?J.ld would reaeive as. compensat1c;>n. 
one.-half of· the. net profits of the licensed pusiness. . In the 

· statem~i?.t·- obta·iJ)~~· .ti•om · Pa.ragino he: 'corroborates ·the, aforesaid 
· s.tate.nient::'.,~·s·. 1i9· ~ne· .... ·oral agreement and further e~ye · tha.t: 1~ · 
. was'" .und,er;s~o~Q.~ tn~t toe agreement.· would later· be reduced to 
wr1t~g.~···.>FrQ?ri ·ad.~1t,1on~l evidence given at the hearing· .. by 
Hanso~o~; : .. ·~-·a.tji· ~.~t'1-~1'1ed· tqat there was little.-· if ·any~"prpf~t 
from. tt;Le .o.P~~ati;Qn"ot·_.the business between October .12, .·19551 · 

. and .Dec:embeJ':·. 2·1, .. ·1955;<-that small sums of money were .paid .by 
defen¢apt·. "~·'"· ·P~r•$1no during that period for his personal .: 

· expen.a•e. ~nd .t.hat1 .shoiatly after.Dec·ember 2,"1955,· t~e corpora"'.9 
tion e.~terec; ... ~·~o .. ~ ·verbal. agreement with Paragino whereby he ·• . 
woµld. r.e·oe,1've' a.··.e traight . week.ly. salary and wou.ld.· have no · . · 
·1nte.re~t ·iri ·tne j'>rot1te.. , · 

.·· · . '£t 1~ :·~4i!jj.1;ted ·that defendant did ri.ot fiie a written 
n9t1~~ ·W.1·t~ .·the :iooal ~e.s~ng a~thority. concerning the agree-··. 
ment· .to.·. i:>~Y P~~ag1.no · 50% or· the n.et profits, as reqUire.d by · · 
R. ~·.: 3.3.:1~34~· . Het)ce · clefendant is guilty as ·oharged·.. . . · · 

• Wheri:: ·: ilu~at~ntial pc.irtion of the pro.fits ia to be 
paid .. 1;0 ap. ~mployee~, he. be~omes 1 in e~·rect, a partner .or tpe 

~: - -

......... -
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licensee even i.f he is legally' not a par·tner. F\or· many years 
it· has been the policy of the Pirector to approve only those 
agreements which provide that, aside fr1om a f:11rnd aalar·y, a 
steward of a club (holding a club license or consumption. licerme) 
may rece 1 ve not more than 25% of the net profi ta· an~ .a· mi.i.nagf~r 
employed by any other holder of a consumption or.distributlon 
license may receive not more than 5% of· the net profits of the 
alcoholic. beverage bus:tpess& 

. Defendant has 110 prior record. .In. this cas,e the lice·nsee 
(apparently in goqd faith and ignorant of our rulil)ga to the · 
contrary) entered into an agreemen>t ·w.hi.oh was.·ne.ver .lived up ·to · 
by either party becaua·e the reoeip.ts· ·wepe never suf-tio1e~t to . 
pay a living wage to the. managere Ae indicated ,.ab6\ie:, ·the · . 
illegal situation appears .to have be.en co:t. ... rected:b · Neverthe"."' 
less, a penalty will be ilnpoaed because. or the failure· ·to comply 
with the p:tiovisions of Ro s ~ 33 :l-34. · Under all. the ·oircumll!/ · 
atano·es of this case I shall suspend defehd~nt •s· license. for· 
fifteen days.. er. B~ ~rpliJ ;au~letin, 1006'/ .I~en(S-; ·.Re. (Helf1ke£., .. , . 
Bulletin 1070, Item -~" · . . .. · . :: · · · · .. 

. ·~ ,; ' 

Accordingly, it ~a,·.bit th1~ .2Sth''·ciay;' of ·~y',·.·1956;·. 
J ' • , 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail. Consumption License. C-4,. 
issued by the Stillwater Township Commit.tee· to .Century Holdj.ng · 
Co .. .9 t/a West Shore Lodge$ for premises on West. Shore Road,, 
Swartswood Lake, Stillwater Township, be and the same is hereby 
suspended for fifteen (15) days 3 commencing at 2:00 a.f>m. June 4, 
195().f and termlnating at 2:0.0 ao.in. J~e· 19; l956Q . 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVI~ 
. Directore 

6., · DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - AGGRAVATED SALES TO MINORS -
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAY~~. 

In the Matter of Di~ciplinat'y 
Proceedi~gs .·against · 

. FRlUJK J. PICONE 
T/a TURF. CLUB 
22~r Broadway 
Long Branch, N. J Cl, 

Holder of" Plenary Retail Constm1p­
tion License C-7, issued by· the 
Board of Commissioners of the 
City of Long Branch. · 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

') 
~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~-~~~~~--~-~~ 

Frank J. Picone, Defendant-licensee, ·Pro ae. 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ·oR_pER. 

Edward F o Ambrose, Esq o, appearing for Division or·· Alcoholic 
Be.ve rag·e Con t.ro 1. · 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The defendant pleade_d not guilty to· a charge alleging 
that on the night of January 31 ahd early morning of February 1, 
1956, he allowed, permitted and suffered the sale and ·service 
of alcoholic beverages to a minor, in viola.tion. of Rule 1 of 
State Regulations No GI· 20. · " 

. On the night in .question the minor, Pvt. Iawre·nce ---
(19 yeamold.) entered. the defendant's tavern about io:oo p.m •. 
He .testified that he remained there unttl l :00 o •clock· the 
next morning, dur:lng which time. ·the ha1"6maid serv·ed him.· "about 
s·ix beers and about fow.') or~ fl ve w:h1.sk:tes." While c<?nsuming 
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the last .drink .the def.endant asked proof of . .his ag;e, ·stating 
· that he· had Just been informet;:J. that. he was· under 21 ·yea-rs of' 
age. When Lawrence was unable to produce such proof;, t}1:e · 
defendant told him he could not be served with any alcoholic· 
beverages. The minor then· left the tavern and, as· he put. it,. 

· in "pretty poor" ·condi t1on. -

. The· defendant ._has no pric>r adjudicated record.. Since the 
viol~tioµ"·ooou:rreQ subsequent tc1 Janu~r~" 16, 1956 (see Bulletin : ..... ·· 
1095, Item 1), and ~a aggravated: by the numb~r and kind"o·f · · .·. 
drinks consumed by the minor (Re Kasie~ Bulletin 1093,·· Item 5), 
the pena~tY. for the instant v1.0!at1on will be fixed at twenty 
d.ays • · ... . _ "· · 

.• t', ... ," 
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ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consuript1on License·c-7 1 

issued by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Long Branch 
to Frank J. Picone,·t/a Turf Club, for premises 227 Broadway, 
Lon~ Branch, be and the same is hereby ·suspended for twenty 
(20 J days, commencing at 3 :00 ·a c~m. June 11, 1956, and ter-
m:l.nating at_ the expiration of the license, namely, at midn;tght,, 
.June 3 O, 1956 •. 

· W II,LIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Direc:tor It . · 

DISCIPI.INARY PROCEEDING-S - ORDER FlXING .. EFFECTlVE DA'i1Es OF 
SUSPENSION AFTER LICENSEE RESUMED BUSINESS.· . . 

In the Matter or Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

LEE CLUB, A CORP. 
T/a LEE CLUB 
27 Church Street. 
Paterson.1, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) Holder of Plenary Retai_l Consump­
tion License C-126, issued by the 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control ) 
for the City of Paterson~ 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

ORDER 

On March 27, 1956 the defendant is license was suspended 
for 40 days. See Bulletin 1108, Item 2 • . : Upon app~al to the 
Superior Court, Appellate Div:tsion, the court stayed the sus·­
pensiono The appeal has been discontinued and the penalty may 
now be reimp·oaed. · · 

Accordingly, it is, on.this 1st day of June, 1956, 

ORDERED that the aforesaid suspension of.40 days of 
License 0-126 issued by the Board of Alcoholic Beve~age Control 
for the City of Paterson to Lee Club, A Corp., t/a Lee Club, 
for premises 27 Church Street.., Paterson, be and the same is 
hereby reimposed, commencing at 3:00 aom~ June 11,, 1956; and 
it is further 

. ORDERED that any renewal or transfer of such license 
shall be and remain under suspension until 3:00 a.m. July 21, 
1956. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director •. 



0 
~=» l-.. ACT! VI TY REPORT FOR .fJNE 1956 -

MRESTS1 
Total nullber of per~ons arrested - - ~ - 0 

- - - ~ - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

li-censees Md e11phyee.s .. - .. - ......... - - 9 · 
Boot!tggers - .. - - • - - - ~ - - ~ - • - - 10 

SEIZWESs 
. tlotor vehicles - car.s - - ..... - ... - ..................... ~ - ....... - - - - .. - ..... - .. - - - ·- - • -
SUUs ... over 50 Qetllons .. · .......... - - - .. - - - ..... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. -
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O~stHled alcohoqe beveraaes - ljtallons - ... - - - - - - .. - - - - .• - .. - - - .... - · .... - -
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Pre11i3es ~ns;>ec:ted - - - .. - ... -- ..... - ...... - ....... - .... - .............. ~ ...... - ...... - ... .,. - - ... -
Pre~I ses where mlcohol it b~veraees were il!IJied - .. - ................ - ,,. ..... - - - - - ....... ;.. • 
Bottles Qaueed - • - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - w --- • 

Pr111ises where vlolati·ons were f°'6Jd ... - ....... - - ........ - - - - .......... - - - - - - - - - -
Violations found - - - - - - Q - - e - - - - - - - - -· Q ~ - - ~ - - - • - - - - G - - - - -

Type of v I ·:>lat i ons found' 
lhQ.Joll fi ed employees - - - - - - ... .. ... 30 Other mer eant il e bus foess - - - -1' 
Dhposal peralt Aeeessary .. ;... - - - - - 1 Other •edolafi·Jns - - .. - ... - - 'O 
Reg. 138 siQn not posted - - - - - - - 4 

STATE LICENSEES1 
License ~plicatlDOS lnv.esti1ateq - .. - - - - ........... - .. - .. - - ... ~ - - - .. - .. - ... ~ -

COfilLAI NTSa · . · . . . 
Co~laint.s assianad for lnvestiiati on ... ~ .. - - - ... - ..,. .• .., - - ... - - - - - .. - .:. ........... ... 
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LASORATOflYg ; . 

Analyses •ado - - - - - - - - - " - • ~ $ ~ - - - w - - • ~ ~ • - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ... ~ ~ ~ ••• 

Bottl.,s fro• unlicensed premi.ses ............. - .. ~ - ... - "' - ... ~ ~ "'- ....... - - ._ ... ~ ....... - .. 
IDENTIFICATION Ot.REAU1 . 

Crhdnel Hnate.rprint I dent if AcaHons made .. - - - ... - - ..... ·~· .. - .. - ...... - ................ - • 
·Persons fineerpr inted for non-cd mi,nal pur1;>oses - "" ~ .,, - - - ... - ~ ...• ~- - ..... - ~ - - .. -
ldentiflcathm contacts mude with other enforcement eaenGi•B.$ ·M - •• - .. - -· - - - ... - - • -

"°for Yehicle identifications vie N.J. St~te Police t0letype ,. ... - - ..... ·• - - - .. • • .. • 
DISC!PLINMY PROCEEDINGS; 

Cases tr111smitted to •unicipaUtaes ..... - ............. - - ~ - .... w ............. .;. ... - .... - - .. - -

Vl·cilat ions i'rnvalveda · failure to mfford v Bew into pre11ises 
Sale dur inf: prohibited hour~ - ... ...,. ... - 1l. dud nti 1>r oh I b ited hours - ... ... 2 
faUuire fo close pre11i ses duritll Ernployifl2 ~r ~:rattle bortender - ... - 2 

prohibited houu ...... - .... - .. 4 P@rmi.tUne lottery activity 
Sale to 11inors .......................... - ... ... ~ (raffle i' h;t¥.ch) on pre11ha:·.s-. •· l 

Cases inst if u ted at O ht hi i on ~ •· ~ - .. - ·· ~ ~ ... .. .. Q, .. , ~ .. - • •• •• - - - - .. - - .. · "' .. 
VioldAons involv~dc 

Sal.-; to 111ir1ors .......... -· - .......... - .. 15 
Sele dJrlr~ prohibited hours • - - ft G 9 
failure to close prc~l11es dJrill!i: 

prohibited hours • ~ - • - ~ ~ 2 
faHuro t() afford vi tii.1 sr1to pre~l.n~s 

durir!i proh!bit~d hour5 • ~ • 2 
Possesslria 'indeca)t •Htr ...... - ... ... 2 
Sel ~ to non ... r..erd:ier s by clubs .......... "' 2 
Frcud-~d front·~·~ N & ~ ~· • ~ • - 2 
UlauthorJud trensport~ii(ir1 ... .. .. ... ... .. l 
Sele below 111irii1r'4.Jm consvme:r pr le:¢ ... - ... l 

Per mi H inQ ~1:1mbl in~ {pool f{;~llle) .. A 
E~.ployir_!li: fofflill~ bertu-idtr ... - .. A 
Permlttln~ lotttry ~ctiv~t~ 

cs~eepstukes t ltkeh>) - - ..... ~ 
Se! c cuts i dlf s~:opc of L kc.m~o ... - 1 
llnq.iall fh~1(! ~roplo)-t!eS ... - .. "' ...... ·A 
PermiHte c.r11!le~irig in corcdut.t 

prohibifoc to e1I1ployer .......... l 
Permi ti ~na hunural &:.div i ty ....... l 
Candvd I rig lM• i nitss &:1S tl ro i :se.r1c:<e l 
Permi tHnQ foul l &!K\gu~42e on J)rC{V\. ! · 
Hir1oor hl' hwestli~d im ... ~ ... "' ... 1 

Cases brous;ht hiy ~lclp@lHiH on OM"! lnitldhift Md reporhd fo Dhdmion .................. .. 
Yi~letlri0s invol~ed& . . 

Sele to minors • - - ~ ~ w - ~ ~ - - Q 14 
Perm I U it'i brt?Nh on pr em I iic?e • .. .,.; ..... · 4 
triquallflcd employees ~ - • - • ~ ~ ~ ~ 2 
feiluro to file noilce or chan~e 

!n applic;1d ion ............ - ........ 
Sele to intoilceted person - • ~ - ~" ~1 

tEARU~S t£LD AT ~l VISIONa 

Hhtder In~ ir1vest l2atiori ........... - 1 
Per ml tf lrii hostcsnes on prom I hi& 1 
Sele durlrlfi prohi~lt~d hours ~ • l 
fad ll'ro to c::loID~ preml:11!:~ dur I~ 

prohlbit~d hour6 - • • - ~ w - 1 

Toi~l runbu of heer irigs held - ....................... - - ..... - "" ....... - ....... .,. - ........ - ... - • 
Appeali ~ ~ • - ... G ~ • N - o • ~ - - - • - 10 ~l~rf.s ~ - w ~ .- - - .. • • - ~ l 
Dlscipl lrtiry prcc~edlKJiS - .......... - - ...... 29 'IT~ revoc.ot&c.wts ... · ................... - l 
Eli~lbillty - ~. e w - M ... - - - - - - ~. 9 Applit~tions for_license ~~"ft l 

STATl LICENSES AND ~~M!T$ !SSUEDa 
Totel raunrber i~sued · .... - - ... - ... .., - ....... - ... .,. - ......... -· ............ - -· ... - ... "' .. - .... - ... 

Llcetlses .. - .. - .............. "'. ... :-- .. - ... 1 Sochtl 1:iffqir permlh ........... - !S,4 
Employ.-.t per111ih .. - ............ - ...... - 429 !lli11c:el hneOV$ ~ ... - - - .. 98 · 

Sol id tors' n .,. ....... - ..... - ...... -2,a2£ Tr61l~port~1 icmi l·nsi~niei .......... 520 
DiSlp0$6A ~ - ~ .. - • • • • • • - 51 Trun~orivtlon tef.tif !t~t~s • ~ ,, 

WIU. f M1 ~IO~E OAVIS 
DIRE.CTOO 

120 
a.1 
12 

.~U 
271 

1 

15 

20 

51 

''·· 



PAGE lL~ BULLE'rIN i122 

9. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -. SALES Tb MI:NORS - LICENSE SUSPENDED 
FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR Pt.EA~ 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

W • E,, . BEVERAGE CORP• 
107-109 William Street 
Englewood, N~ J~, 

) 

) 

) 

. Holder of Plenary Retail Dlstri• ) 
bution L~cense D-5

1
, issueaN~y ) 

the Common Counoi of the v.•~Y 

~:-~~~==~~~~:----------~--~----.----) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER· 

Berthold vorsanger, Esq., .A ttorrte·y for Defendarit~i:toerisee. 
Edward F. Ambrose,· Esq~ .. appe,ariiig for Div~s16ri o·r Alcoholic 

: ae·vera.ge c6ntrc»l •· 
BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant has ple·~d·~~ no·n· .v.tilt· tq Et cl}arg~ ai~~g:ing . 
that it sold, serv~d and .d~l:Lve~~·e'd aoo:· all.owed~' permitted and 
suffered the sale,, service· .. an;a. a.:e-~iifery o·r a·lconol~c beverages 
to a minor, in violation or R'lfle 1 of S'tate Reg·Ulations No•. 20. 

. . 

Acting upon informelt·io'ri O'btafned tro111 thti Teaneok. 
Police Department) ABC ag·e-n:::t:~s- 6''bt:~ined sworn. atate'ments .from 
Pfc. William --- (18 years: o.;f'..a,tge) arid Pvt•· Edw~rd .;...·~·~ (19 years 
of age). In his statement- ~t:tl]r-iarif: ..., . .;_ .sa~/s that. on .. thS,. evening 
of May 8, 1956, he,, the o"th~;I' m:t:n,<>r·· and· uwci young g:Erla drove 
to the vicinity of defend'.a-ntP!~ .. l-ioe·ne1ed p~enr:Lses·l t.hat about 
9 :3 o p .m. he and Edward ente~re,·d: t·Ffer pre.rifis'es ;,:. tha·t· he~ purchased 
froni a male clerk two p:Lrttff cf·ff w'fne· a·nd' two q\l4r·t·s .of beer 
Which he carried With him i'P.brif tl1e:. S·tore'_, anc( that therea'fter 
he and Edward drank the· wine·~ and' befer.- In· ¥>.:ts· statemeht 
Edward --- substantially ed'rro:8orates the s·£a:temeri£ g'iveri by 
William ---. · 

Defendant has no pvfO:r' recford··;· The· mirtfmtim· .suspensfon 
for sale of alcoholic· bev:e-rageEf .tio·· an:. :,t8...;year..;;Q.J!cf ni.;Lrior, is now 
f'ifteen days {Re Mart.in, ~u3)l'e:~~fti'· fll0'7~.' ~tenf .Q.}.·' .. ~, .sriaJl sus­
pend def~ndant ls license ror· t::1rte.·:eh~ da·ys_",,: arid .. ~en(~t. f1'.ve days· 
for the plea entered here-irr1~ · lea.:viiig" ·a~ riet .. fhisperision" of ten 
days. 

Accordingly, 1t· is:,~ o·rr. thfs~ lift·' da·y o-r" Jlme··,:· i9.56,, 

ORDERED that Plenary( 1te~~r1i~· D~'s"trlhut:;~oh .... µ:c.ense D-5,,· 
issued by the Common Couno·j)l~. 01~ .. the C1t;y.'· 9fc .Ehg·lewood' to w. E. 
Beverage Corp., 107-109 Wi·"J)ldo~fii'.': S'~tp~·e:t', ... Erig:lew·ood,., be' and the 
same is hereby suspended·: r6rr t'fftF .('10) ·; da:ys'··,,:; .o.oin.riie"ncf1hg. at 9 :OO 
a "m., Jtme 11, 1956, and· 1;iermlliat~ing·' at,· 9 :oo·: a\nf~·;;y Jtine .. 21, 
1956. . 

w·rLLIAM: :H0w0E: nAvtt:1 · 
n,ir·e:ctor. · 

..... ···-· ... -··-· _.....,. ..... ~-~-·----.._~:.:...;.-~. ·,::.:..-~·· ... :__---,,c ·--~ 
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10. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ORDER FIXING EFFECTIVE DATES 
OF SUSPENSION AFTER LICENSEE RESUMED BUSINESS. 

In the .Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

HA)IB.Y GERSON & ANNA V., GERSON 
T/a.LY:t-IDHURST HOTEL & BAR 

· 239~241 East Schellenger'Avenue 
Wildwood, N. J _., 

· Holders of Plenary Retail Consum.p­
tion License C-11,j issued by thE! 
Board of Commissioners of the CJLty 
of Wildwood. 
------------------------------------

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

0 RD ER 

George B. Francis, Esq 9, Attorne~y for Defendant-licensees. 
Dora PG Rothschild, appearing for Diviuion of .Alcoholic 

BeYeragH Control. 
BY THE DIRECTOR: 

It appearing that, by a.n order dated September 29, 
1955, the.license held. by the above named defendants was 
suspended for twenty days and that the effective dates of 
said suspension were to be fixed by subsequent order (Bulletin 
lo85, .It.em 2); and · . 

It further appearing to my satisfaction that de-fendants 1 

premises have now been reopened for the 1956 season, 

It is, on this 4th day of Junie, 1956.11 

ORDERED that the twenty-day suspension heretofore imposed 
shall commence at 3:00 a.m. June 11, 1956, and terminate at 
the.expiration of the license at midnight"' June 30., 1956. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Direct.orf/I 

11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ORDER :FIXING EFFECTIVE DATES OF 
SUSPENSION AFTER LICENSEE RESUMED BUSINESSo 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

JOSEPH DEAVER 
T/a DEAVER'S HOTEL 
I.akeshore Drive 
Upper Greenwood Lake 
West Milford, P.O. Hewitt, 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License c-11, issued by the 
Township Conunittee of the Township ) 
of West Milford. . 
-----------------------------------~>· 

ORDER 

Sidney Simandl, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee. 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control~ 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

It appearing that by an order dated January 5, 1956, the 
license held by the.above named defendant was suspended· for 
.forty days and that the effective dates of said suspension werf".· 
to be fixed by subsequent order {Bulletin 1096, Item 5); and 
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12. 

It further appearing to my· satisfac.tion tha.t <le fend.· ... · 
ant •s premises are now being .operated on a substantial. bas:ts; . . . . . , 

. It is, <Jn thfs 4th ·d~y .of June,, 1956', 

.. ORDERED ·that the .. for'ty~day suspension heretofore\ 
imposed shall commenc·e at. 3 :00· a.mi>· June 8, 1956 and continue· 
in effect until the .explrat:Lon of the l~cense at midnight · 
JW1e 3 o; and 1 t is · fur1;h~·f '· .··.. · · · · · 

. 1 

. . .· ORDERED that J" :i.'f ', s·a1a' li'cen.s·l:f be. renewed for .. the . 
1956-57 licensing. yeat1, .. such· J,ice.ns·e ·~hall be· under sU8pen; .. 
sion until 3 :oo a.m. Ju1y·.·1a; ".1956. ·. · : . . . ·, · 

1' I. ' I 

.... "·.wr.LLIAM. HOWE
1 

DAVIS'. 
. :. · ..... ": · · · Dire.ctor. 

' ' •/, • J ' .··' ·., 

,1. r •' 'r, ,', !' . ' , .. ' 

1. ,' ' • 

STATE LICENSES .·~·::.NEW 'APPLICATION ···FILED.· 
. . . ' ' ' ' 

Harry ·A •. Bode, Aaron o~·~·;ge ·:B~d~ <and" Juliu~ AQ.am· Bode.,,. 
t/a · Raritan Be·verage · Cc»~. " :· ·:· .... · . · · . · . . . - . . ·. .. . 
Southeasterly side of Linc.oln ·Highway, Lot .15, Blk 1°130 .orr 

Assessrnent Map,. Edison· Tow~s,hip ~ P •. O. Nixon·, N. · J 4f .... ;: : 

Application fi~ed July.13~ 195~ for person-to-person ·: 
transfer of State B~~yerage: Dis.t;raibutor •e. License SBD-1"'(3 ':,.- ' ... · 
from Harry· A" B~de .. · t/a Ra~i tan :ae verage Co ", Southea.s te:r.:i:V;:" 
side of Lincoln Highway·~. I.Dt .15.,' Blk 1130 on 'Assessmen,t/''.: ' . ·i.· 
Map,9 Edison Township,·'.:~.· O· .... Nuwn, N.J. · · · · 

.. , .. -
'' /·· . 

I 

,.· .. : :'. 
1,·i •• ' 

'I, / 

.... '· 

'I, r 

. : . . .. ".'-' .,~ : •' . . . . '\ .· .. · .. ::" ... ·,"1··~,...,, .·· ... :.· : '.· . .. ··.·. /'- .. · :k, ..•... 6- ' .. ·.·~ .. v.:~~-
. wf1'i1am Howe Davis. 
· Director. 


