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1. NOTICE TO MUNICIPAL ISSUING AUTHORITIES -~ (1) REVISED SHORT FORM RENEWAL

APPLICATION~MUNICIPAL RETAIL LICENSES - (2) REVISED FORM OF RENEWAL
APPLICATION =~ CLUB LICENSES.

TO ALL MUNICIPAL ISSUING AUTHORITIES:

On December 19, 1973 you were advised thet subsequent to a study and analysis of the effects
resulting from the sdoption of the use of a short form application, it was determined that
each fourth year applicants for licenses would file long form applications. Samples of ap-
plication forms showing the several statutory and regulatory changes were sent to municipal
issuing authorities and in most instances municipalities complied by having applicants come
plete the revised long form application for license.

The study also indicated that the "short form" application has sufficient merit and has
been beneficianl to the Division, the municipal clerks and the licensees and should be con-
timied for three successive years subsequent %o which a long form egain will be submitted.

Accordingly, short form applications will be submitted by all applicants for RENEWAL 1i-
censesy for the years (1975-1976), (1976~1977) and (1977-1978).

The revised short form application is slightly different than previous short form appli-
cations and you are advised that the only short form application that may be used is the
revised form, sample of which is attached hereto., If you should have any of the A-13 or
A=1/ forms which were revised during the year 1974, you may use them in lieu of the new
short form application if you so wish,

In other words, only the new revised (1-75) short form or the (1-~74) long form are the
only forms that may be used by applicants for licenses for the year 1975-76. We suggest
that you destroy all other forms that may be in your possession,

I urge that all lLicense Issuing Authorities take immediate steps to obtain a aufficient
surply of the revised short form applications, A-13 and A-l4 (1975), at the earliest pos- -

sible moment, so that they may be available when the time comes for the renewal of licensef
for the next fiscal year (1975-1976). You should also be sure that you have a sufficient
supply of the long four (4) pege form revised in 1974, which'will be used in instances in-
volving new licenses or itransfers of licenses,

Your attention is also directed to the requirement that applicants submit applications in
triplicete to the municipel clerk, with the State's fee of $25.00 (in addition to the
municipal fee), for which the clerk will acknowledge receipt on the renewal application
form, The municipal clerk will then forward one copy of the application and the §25.00
fee accompanying such apnlication to this office, and the applicant will retain one copy
of the application form, which will be kept available for inspection at the licensed
premises, ATTACHED' TO THE_LAST LONG FORM APPLICATION.

LEONARD D, RONCO
DIRECTOR
Dated: January 7, 1975
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RETAIL LICENSES EXCErPT CLUB LICENSE

THIS SHORT FORM RENEWAL APFLICATION MUST BE PREPARED AT LEAST IN TRIPLICATE, ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TG BE FILED VWITH THE
éUNlCXFAL [<SUING AUTHORITY WITH FULL MUNICIPAL FEE AND ADDITIONAL FEE OF $25.00 MADE PAYABLE TG THE DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGE CONTRGL. THE_THIRD GOPY TO BE ATTACHED TO A COPY OF THE LAST PRIOR LONG FORM APPLICATION

FOR_LICENSE KEPT AT APPLICANT'S LICENSED PREMISES,) ‘

RECEIPT 15 ACKNOWLEDGED OF FILING FEE OF $25.00 ON
BEVERAGE CONTROL »

70 BE FORWARDED TO THE DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC

{MUNTCIPAL CLERK OR SECRETARY, MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGE CONTROL) '

Date epplication Filed Fee Deposited $ .
Date grented or denled License fee $
Date.of Refund Amount of refund §

Pursuent 1o ReSe Title 33, c. 1, the undersigned hereby mekes application for renewal of

1o
20
Be

'& @

56

b,

{DO NOT WRITE ABOVE THIS LINE)

(NAWE OF MUNTCIPALTTY)

{License pumber)

Application of

Tradé neme, If eny

lf,individual or partnership, state nomes and residences of eachs

NAME RESIDENCE

Address of 1licensed premises

(Nusber end Streot)
Municlipal ity Post office sddress Zip Code _

Deseription of premises to be licenseds

éa; How many bulldings in whole or in part to be licensed?
b) Bescrike in detsil the premises in such buildirg or buildings which opplicent wishes to be licensed {where alecholic
beverages will be sold, served or stored), stating whether the entire or only 2 porticn of such bullding or buildings
is to be licensed. If only a portion of any building is to be licensed, stute the floor or floors (including base-
ments) to be licensed, or if less thon an entire Floor is to be licensed, stete the partficuler room or rooms on such
floor which are to be licenseds If o diagram showing portions of a Floor o¢ floors to be licensed Is submitted with
’ this application, such fact should be stated hereine

" (e} Are any grounds adjacent to any such building to be licensed? Yes ( ) No

If so, dlagram showing the locatlon of such grounds, with the dimensions in feet, wust be submitted with the
application. '

Stete anticipated dates when Notice of Application will be published on or after date of filing of this applications

First Insertion Second Insertion

Nane of Newspeper Whera published

5

)




[0

8. Names znd residences of all wmembers of the Board of Cirectors of the applicant corporation:
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QUESTICNS .79 INCLUSIVE MUST BE ANSWERED BY_ CORPORATIONS CNLY

Names and residences of all officers of applicant corporation and office held by each:

NAME RESIDENCE OFFICE

NAME RESIDENCE
9. Names and residences of all stockholders holding one (1) or more per cent of the issued and outstanding stock of the

10

11,

applicent corpuration (If eny stockholcer is ancther corporation, attach rider giving answers to Questions 7 through 9
with respect to that corporation)s

NO. OF PER CENT OF STOCK lssuce
NAME RESIDENCE SHARES AND QUTSTANDING

The applicant consents that the licensed premises and all portions of the building containing same, ircluding all rooms,
cellars, out-buildings, passegeways, closels, vaults, yards, attics, end every part of the structure of which the licensed
premises are a part and all builcings used in connection therewith which are in his possession or under his control, may be
inspected and searched without warrant at all hours by the Director of the Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control, the Direce
tor of the Division of Taxation, their duly authorized inspectors, investigators and agents, and all other officers.

The zpplicent has examined each and every answer to the questions eppearing In the applicantts last prior long form appli=
cation (Form A=)3) Filed for the above license and does represent that no change in the facts set forth therein has oceurred
which has not been reported in writing to the issuing authorily and the Director of the Divisien of Alcoholic Beverage Cone-

trol, especially description of licensed premise, except es follows (IF no exceptiors, so state. Attach ricer if addi tlonal
space required)s :

Dates 19
Hitnesss — -
(Signature of incdividual epplicant or partner)
(Signature of partner)
- {Signafure of pariner)
{Signature of partner)
Attest: . ' , —_—
{secretery) ‘ (Name of corporate applicant)
(If corporation affix corporate seal)

“{President or Vice-President)

INDIVIDUAL OR PARTNERSHIP AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF )

S$8e




- ..v‘.“'-‘.!-‘.fms{
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. R R of full age, being duly sworn
according to law, upon his (their) oath(s) depose(s) and say(s) that all of ihe foregoing enswers, statements and declarations
er¢ true inm all respects.

Sworn to and subscribed before me Signature cf affiant(s)

this day of » 19

P

{Signafure of Officer Administering 0ath)

(Title of officer)
AFEIDAVIT OF CORPORATE APPL1CANT
STATE OF C)
CUNTY OF )

SSe

. __of full age, being culy sworn
acrording to law, upon his oath deposes and says that he is the President of the corporation nomed as the applicent

atnmimton o,

herein; that he was duly avthorized by the Board of Directors of sald corporation to sign said application in its nane and in
its behalf, and that all of the foregoing answers, stetements and declarations are true in all respects.

Sworn to and subscribed before me

this day of s 19

{Signature of officer adninistering oath) {Signature of affiant presideni or vice-president]

(Title of officer)
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NJABC A-14R (1-75)

_APFLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF CLU3B LICENSE

LR

(THIS SHORT-FORM RENEWAL AFPLICATICN MUST BE PREP/RED AT LEAST IN TRIPLICATE. . ORIGINAL & ONE COPY TO BE FILED WITH THE
SUNICIPAL ISSUING AUTHORITY WITH FULL MONICIFAL FEE AND ADDITIONAL FEE OF $25400 1 £ PAYABLE T0_THE DIVISIUN OF ALCLHOLIC
REVERAGE CONTRCL. THE THIRD Q ACHED TO, A COPY O LAST PRIOR LONG,

FOR_LICENSE KEFT A1 THE APPLICANT'S TrCBNSED DITALSES.)

O

RECEIPT 1S ACKNOWLEDGED OF FILING FEE OF $25.C0 ON — 70 BE FCRWARDED TO THE DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGE 'CONTROL.« :

o

T {MUNTCIPAL CLERK OR CECRETARY, MUNICIPAL BOARD OF
ALCOHCL IC BEVERAGE CONTROL)

P T

pate application filed Fee Deposited §

pate-grented or denied License Fee $§ .
pate of refund Amount of Refund §

e : T80 NOT WRITE ABOVE THIS LINE)

(NAME OF MUNXCIPALITY)

Pursueni fé R.S. Titie‘55. c. 1, the undersigned hereby makes application for reneval of .
: . o : ' {License Number )

1. Application of -
e —TBrirt Name of Club'in full)

2. Locaticn of prerises to be 1 icenseds

Street and numher

Mpnjc)ppliiy
Post Office address 71P CODE,

- ot i B 4 i

%, Describte in detail buildirg or buildings containing ihe premises to be licenseds
%bg Type of construction .

b) For what purpose use
¢) If 1icensed premises are To irciude more han one buliding, steie the rnumber of such Bui1dings and also state whether

any unlicensed areas will intervene between the buildings

e Will the entire building or buildings constitute the licensed premises?,
{a) If not, specify ir detail the floors and rooms or grea which VILL constifute the Ticensed premices (vhere alcoholic
beverages will be sold, served or stored

e e

{b) Will any grounds adjacent 1o The above oremices constifufe part =T {Fe Ticensed premises (where aicohol ic beverages
ul11 be sold, served or sfored)? — ‘
If so, attach disgram showing boundartes, in Feet, of such grounds.

-

£, State anticlpated dates when Notice of Application will be publiched on or after date of filing this application.

First Insertion second Insertion

Name of Newspaper, where published
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6o Names and addresses of 211 officers:

NAME A ADDRESS JITLE
P S ]
- - “weo g
ke —
7. Names and addresses of all members of the governing 5ody of club such as directors, trustees, efc. . :
. . ‘ & m
i |

8. Are the names of all members as of date of this application submitted herewith?

'{
9. The person signing this application is authorized to, and does, represent that the club will abide by shd comply eith
the provisions of R.S. Title 33, ¢. 1, and any rules and regulaticns promulgated heretofore and hereafter by the /-
Director of the Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control pursuant thereto, and with the provisions of allduly enstted
municipal crdirances and resolutions. S

10+ The perscn signing this application is authorized to, and does, consent cn behalf of the club, that the jicensed
prerises and all portions of the building contairing same, including all rooms, cellars, out-buildings, pastages
vays, closets, vaults, yards, attics, and every part cf the structure of which the licensed premises sre a part
and all builoirgs used ir connection therewith which are ir its possession or under its control, may be inspected
and searched without warrant at all hours by the Director of 1he Division of Alccholic Beverage Control, the <
0;;?ctor of the Division of Taxation, their duly authorized irspectors, investigators and sgents end all other <
officers.

1. The spplicant has examired each and every answer $o the questions appearirg ir the spplicaentts lest prior long v
fora application (Form A-14) filed for the above Jicense and does represent that no change ir the facts set forth
thereir, has occurred which has not been reported in writirg to the issuing authority and the Director of the &

Division of Alcoholic Beverage Confrol, except as Followss (If no exceptions, so stete. Attach rider if eddis - o
' tional space recuired)s S

S s

" Dateds >" )19, -
' {name of Club) - aE:
Vitness, v o Bys . ‘n;;“
S50 — e et
STATE OF ' )
5So

COUNTY OF )
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» being duly sworn accordirg to law, upon his oath deposes end says

— ~—of The spplicant, is duly authorized by the -
of the applicant Yo sign said application in its name and ir Its beholf; that he read and Tully understends all auestions

that he is
pertairirg to such applicant, and that all the foregoirg answers, statements and declerstions made thereto are absolutely

true ir all respects.

(Signature of Affient)

(Signature of officer admiristerirg oath)

{Tifle of such officer)
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2, APPELLATE DECISIONS - PIASECKI v. JERSEY CITY.

Beverage Control of the City
of Jersey City, '

Walter F, Piasecki t/a )
Walter's Cafe, y
Appellant, ) On Appeal
Ve | CONCLUSIONS
L ) AND .
Municipal Board of Alcoholic ) ORDER
)

Respondent,

i T I e I I - R

- Lepis, Lepis & Kline, Esqs., by Norman L. Kline, Esq., Attorneys
for Appellant.

- Dennis L, McGill, Esq., by Bernard Abrams, Esq., Attorney for
Respondené.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

The Hearer hés filed the following report herein:

Hearer'!s Report

' This is an appeal from a thirty-day suspension of
appellant's plenary retail consumption license imgosed by
respondent Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control (here-
inafter Board) on July 2, 197%, effective August 28, 1974
following a determination that appellant had, on March Qé, 1974,
sold alcoholic beverages to two minors. The suspension imposed
was stayed by the Director of this Division on July 26, 1974,
pending the determination of this appeal.

A de pnove appeal was heard in this Division
pursuant to Rule 6 of State Régulation No, 15, based upon a
petition of appeal which contended that the Board's action was |
erroneous and against the weight of the evidence. This contention
was denied by the Board., Full opportunity was afforded the
parties to introduce evidence and cross-examine witnesses,

The Board offered the testimony of two police officers,
and of two minors who were twins, and whose date of birth was
established to be November 5, 19956. The officers, Detective
John Harnett and Lieutenant Dennis McCormack, both of the Jersey
City Police Department, testified that they were in appellant's
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premises on the evening of March 28, 1974, Both saw the minors,
twin girls, at the bar drinking beer. They observed glasses
and money in front of them. The minors, Nancy and Donna, both
‘testified and admitted consuming beer, although the extent of
: thgir consumption was markedly less than that indicated by the
of icers.

Nancy admitted that on a prior occasion, she exhibited
a fraudulent drivers permit which she allegedly found. She
- affirmed that she was askéd to produce nothing further nor did
she sign any statement relative to her identification and age
of birth. Donna denied being served directly alleging that she
drank from a friend's glass.

The bartender, Charles L, Stiles, testified that
on the date alleged herein, he was the lone bartender in the
premises, and this was his second working night., He stated he -
had on a previous occasion asked Nancy for proof of age and was

- then shown a birth certificate. He admitted that the instrument

he had been shown was a driver's permit for one Kathleen Dolan,

age nineteen, He denied any service to Donna, He admitted hef[,fVi_"

.. served Nancy three glasses of beer,

K The statute applicable to a sale to minors charge,
NedeSeAe 33:1-77, requires that the sale be made in reliance
- upon a written representation at the time of said service; that
- the appearance of the minor was such that an ordinary pruée
- person would believe her to be: of age; and that the sale was
made in good faith, relying upon the written representation,
appearance and belief that the minor was of age.

- Having observed both Nancy and Donna, it was readily
- apparent that a mere glance would suffice to cast serious doubts
- that either of them were of sufficient age, Additionally, the

. exhibition of a driver's permit alone is no substitute for such
~ proofs, See special note with regard thereto, on page 9 of

Division Rules and Regulations,

As the Director has emphasized:

o "Licensees should be further admonished that
! failure to support their action with such supplementary
data derived from the documentation relied upon, such
as driver's registration number and the physicai
characteristics indicated thereon, lead to the
inescapable conclusion that such reliance was not
made in good faith, "

Blazer's Del catesq n, Inc Teaneck, Bulletin 2110 Item I..

4

I find that the licensee sold alcoholic beverages */ 
to the minors on March 28, 197h as alleged in the said charge. o
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I, therefore, conclude that dppe,llanﬁ has failed
to establish that the action of the Board was erroneous and
§hou1§ be reverbed? as reqUir@d by Rule 6 of State Ragulation

0. 1 :

Aeccordingly, it is recommended that an order be

- entered affirming the action of the Board, dismissing the appeal
~and fixing the effective dates for the suspensian imposed by

the Board and stayed by the Direcfor pending the determinatjon
of this appeal, :

Conclusions and’Ofdef

’ ~ No exceptioms to the Hearer s Report were filed |
pureuant to Rule 14 of State Regulation No, 15,

. Having carefully con51dered the. entire record ,
”herein, including the transeript of tie testimony, the exhibits:
and the Hearer's Report, I concur in the findnngs and recommenda=
tions of the Hearer and adopt ‘them as my conc?usions hereina

.; Accordmngly? it i, on ﬁhls 7th day of January 19759

e ORDERED that the action of respgnd@nt9 Municipal
Board ‘of ‘Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Jersey Citvy
be and the same is hereby affirmed, and the appeal. herein be
and’ the same is h@reby dismis ﬂsed9 and 3t is further ’ ,

ORDFRED that my Order of July 26, 1974 sfaying
_ respondent's Order of suspension herein, pending the determination
Qof‘%is appeal be and the same 1s hereby vacated; amd it is
‘further ,

' OBDERLD that Plenary Retail ﬁ@n%umptlan Licemse
C~ 293 issued by the Municipal Board of Alecoholic Beverage
~Control of the City of Jersey City to Walter ¥, Piasecki,
t/a Walter's Cafe for premises 1717 Kennedy Boulevard Jersey
City, be and the same is hereby suspended for thirty (%O) days
commencing at 2:00 a.m. on Tuesday, January 21, 1975 and
terminating at 2:00 a.m. on Thursday, Fehruary 20, 1975,

" Leonard D. Rones
Director
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3. APPELIATE DECISIONS -~ NICHOLS PARK, INC. v. MONROE TOWNSHIP,

‘Nichols Park, Inc. Key )
Club,
)
Appellant
” ) On Appeal
Ve
| ) ~ CONCLUSIONS
Township Committee of the and
Township of Monroe, ) ORDER
Respondent., )

Samuel G, De Simone, Esq., by P, Jeffrey Wintner, Esq., “ttorney

; for Appellant

Herman, Pearson, Dubler & Crass, Esqs., by William R, Pearson, Esq.,
Attorneys for Respondent

BY THE DIRECTOR: _
The Hearer has filed the following report hereinj

Hearer's Report .

This is an appeal from the action of respondent Township
Committee of the Township of Monroe (hereinafter Committee) which
denied appellant's application for a club license, In its
petition of appeal, appellant alleges that the Committee's action
was erroneous because (1) appellant complied with all legal require~
ments; and (2) the grant of the license would have been in the best
interests of the community, ‘

The Committee, in its answer, denied the substantive
allegations contained in the petition of appeal,

The appeal was heard de novo pursuant to Rule 6 of State
Regulation No, 15, with full opportunity for counsel to present
testimony and cross-examine witnesses,

Certain stipulations and exhibits were offered in evidence
~which served to crystallize the factual aspect of this matter. The
- Committee, on April 3, 1974, adopted an ordinance which permitted
it to issue club licenses to not more than four organizations that
would qualify therefor, within the intendment of the applicable
law and Division rules and regulations,

- Applications were submitted by five organizations including
appellant. By resolution, adopted on July 17, 1974, the Committee
%ssued club licenses to four organizations, not including the appel-

ant club,
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I

In order to arrive at a determination herein it is neces-
ggny Eo cite the statute and the rules and regulation relevant
eretoe

| NoJoSeA. 33:1-12,5, in its pertinent part, reads as
follows:

"Club licenses may be issued only to such corpora-
tions, associatlions and organizations as are operated for
benevolent, charitable, fraternal, social, religious,
recreational, athletic, or similar purposes, and not for
private gain, and which comply with all conditions which
may be imposed by the CommissionerDirector] of Alcoholic
Beverage Control by rules and regulations,"

Rule 1 of State Regulation No, 7 defines a "club" as "An
organization, corporation or association consisting of sixty (60)
or more persons operating solely for benevolent, charitable, fra-
ternal, social, religious, recreational, athletic or similar
purposes, and not for private gain.," (Emphasis added)

Rule 6 of State Regulation No, 7 provides:

"No club license shall be issued to any corpora-
tion, association or organization unless all officers
and members of the governing body qualify as individual

~applicants in all respects except as to residence or age
or citizenship.,"

‘ Rule 7 of State Regulation No, 7, in its pertinent part
- provides:

"A 1ist containing the names and addresses of

all members of the club as of date of filing a club |
license application shall be submitted together with

the applications.eo"e '

II

Not only was it stipulated, but also, in his testimony,
Edward V, Nichols, the owner of the premlises wherein the appel=
lant club was located and the Chalrman of its Board of Trustees,
candldly admitted that he was convicted of a crime which involved
moral turpitude. On March 8, 1962, Nichols was convicted of an
ABC violation, was fined 1250.00 and placed on probation for one
year, On April 7, 1972, he was convicted on a charge of income tax
evasion, was fined $1,000,00 and placed on probation for one year.
It is also noted that the record of Nichols' convictions was
properly disclosed in the application for a club license submitted
by appellant, ‘ : p
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Appellant cannot validly argue that the Committee's
action was unreasonable or that it constituted an abuse of its
discretionary power, Rule 6 of State Regulation No, 7 clearly
prohibits the issuance of a club license to any organization
unless all officers and members of its governing body would cualify
as individual applicants,

C It is apparent that Edward V. Nichols, Chairmsn of the

club's Board of Trustees, the sole spokesman for the appellant

at the appeal hearing held herein, owner of and who maintained
his residence at the premises in which the club maintained its
headquarters, arid who appeared to be a dominant figure in the
club's existence and activities was disqualified from holding any
liquor license by reason of his record of convictions of crime.
Since he could not personally qualify as an applicant, his dis-
qualification mandates a denial of appellant's application. '

In view of the above, I reject as totally unwarranted
Nichols! assertion that the governing body's action was dictated
by prejudice. . :

11
Although the reason expressed above is sufficient basis
for affirming the Committee's action, I also find that the appel=-
lant failed to furnish proof that it had a membership of at least
sixty persons as required by Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 7,
set forth hereinabove,

A

Finally, I observe that the records in this Division
disclose that in a seizure hearing (Division Case No., 13,108), the
Director, by Order dated November 20, 1974 found the appellant
club guilty of permitting the sale of an alcoholic beverage on
August 4, 1974 without a license or permit., Significantly, two
members of the club who testified in its behalf and who identified
themselves as trustees thereof? asserted that the club had a
~membership of "about fifty-six".

¥
Accordingly, for the reasons stated above, I find that
appellant has failed to sustain the burden of establishing that
the action of the respondent issuing authority was erroneous and
should be reversed. Rule 6 of State Regulation No, 15, Therefore,
it is recommended that an order be entered affirming the action of
the Committee and dismissing the appeal.
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" Conclusions and Order

Written exceptions to the Hearer's report, with suppore
tive argument, were filed on behalf of the appellant, pursuant to
Rule 1k of State Regulation No, 15,

_ In its exceptions, the appellant contends that, notwith-
standing the fact that Nichols, the Chairman of its Board of
Trustees was convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude, the
appellant should not be "absolutely barred from obtaining the
license," In support thereof he cites Paul et al v, Brass Rail

~Liquors, Inc., 31 NeJo Super. 211.

Apvellant apparently misreads Paul because Paul does
not involve the i1ssuance of a club license, and is inapplicable
to the issue herein, Paul was an action by purchasers against the
seller:.seeking the return of a deposit made under a contract for
the purchase of a retsil liquor business., The court held, inter ‘
alia, that since the applicant's record, under the facts therein,
"did not constitute an absolute disqualification of him as a
licensee under R,S. 33:1-25"? the denial of the license to him
and the other plaintiff was '"in the discretion of the Board'.

In the instant matter Nichols 1s presently statutorily
disqualified from holding a license under the aforementioned rule.
Therefore, since Rule 6 of State Regulation No, 7 specifically
prohibits the issuance of a club license to an organization unless
all officers and members would qualify as individual applicants,
the respondent could not validly approve appellant's application.

Furthermore, as Paul emphasizes, the issuance of the
license rests in the sound discretion of the issuing authority
- and its action will not be disturbed in the abuse of discretion,
N.J.S.A. 33:1-26, Zicherman ve Driscoll, 133 N.J.L. 5863
Biscamp v, Teaneck, 8 N.J. super, 172. Cf. Blanck v. Magnolia,
?3 g.g. L8 (1962), See also, Fanwood Vv, Rocco, 33 N.J. LOk
1960).

It 1is clear that, in ®lecting the four applicants for
four available licenses, from the five applicants who applied,
the respondent exercised its discretion circumspectly. The
Director should not, absent clear abuse of discretion, substitute

“his judgment for that of the issuing authority. Lyons Farms ’

Tavern, Inc., v. Newark, 55 N.J. 292 (1970),

I have considered all of the exceptions submitted by
appellant, and find them lacking in merit.

Having carefully considered the entife matter herein,
including the transcript of the testimony, the exhiblts, the
Hearer's report, and the written exceptions with respect thereto,
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I concur in the findings and recommendations of the Hearer and
adopt them as my concluszions herein,

Accordingly, it is, on this 8th day of January 1975,

. ORDERAD that the action of the respondent, Township
Committee of the Township of Monroe be and the same is hereby

affirmed, and the apneal herein be and the same is hereby
dismissed,

LEONARD D, RONCO
DIRECTOR

H

4, STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED.

Lober Fine Foods, Inc.

300 North Alley

Trenton, New Jersey
hpplication filed February 7, 1975
for place-to-place transfer of
Limited Wholesale License WL~10
from 3128 Bridge Avenue, Point
Pleasant, New Jersey,

Boller Wine and Liquor, Inc.

4 St. Marks Street

Linden, New Jersey
Application filed February 14, 1975
for place-to-place transfer of
Plenary Wholesale License W=7 from
438-441. Bast Jersey Street,
Elizabeth, New Jsrsey.

ecmeonsd Seliag™
Leonard D. Ronco
Director



