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') 

'l. , ·APPELLATE DECISIONS - SEIDEL v •. UP-PER FREEHOLD TOWNSHIP 
(CASES NOSo 'l A-ND 2} .-

Case. #1 
ABE.SEIDEL, ~r~ding as OASJ;S~ 

Ap:pe llant, · 

-vs"".' 

TOWNSHIP. COMMITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP. OF UPPER FREEHOLD,, 

... - •I 

' ' ) , . 

) : 

) 

) 

) 
. " Respondent. . , 

., 

, . ON /APPEAL . 

) .• \.i 

--------~---------.--·---------------) ' 

Case #2 _ ) . . . ~ ·' .. ' 

. CONCLUSIONS . AND ORDER . ABE SEIDEL,, trading as OASIS,, ) 

Appellant, ) 

·-

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE 
TOWN.SHIP OF UPPER FREEHOLD,, 

.Respondent. 

) 

) 

) 
~--~~~--~--~-~--~----~-~----------~ 
Samuel Bard, Esq.,, Attorney for Appellant. ~ .. 
Barkalow·, .McGowan & .. Krusen, Esqs., by: Clif<.ton T. Ba:r.;akalow, Esq • .; 

'\ 
Attorneys fo:rf [Respondent. , 

.1 BY THE DIRECTOR:· 

fJ · The He-arer has filed the following1 Report herein: 

'· "In Case #1 appellant appeals fr!dm :the action o:f 
responden~, whereby -it denied an application·if'or a transfer· of 
his 1957-58 plenary retail consumption license f:raom his· prem..;. 
is es on· the Hightstown-Clarksburg Road ·to pr.emi'ses at the · 
intersection of Monmouth County Route ':526 and Davis Station 
Road.,- Upper Freehold Township. In case #2 appe.llant appeals· 

,-from the action of respondent whereby it denied an application 
tq· renew for· t4e 1958-59 licensing year the· .license he held . -
for his premise's on Hightstown-C~arksburg · Road. Both appeals 
were·- consolidated at the hearing, and ·both may be decided at 
the aam~ time. · 

. ."After the appeals were heard; the Director entered 

I 

',) 

an order dated June· 26, 1958, extending the' term of appellant 'a 
1957.-58 license 'issued -for the p;remises on Hightstown-Clarksburg 1 

Road pending the determination'· 'or the "'appea.'ls • · R • .S. 33 :1-22·0 . , 

"For the purpose 'of clarifying the issues herein'I it 
may .. be' advisable to- set forth"brieflythe evidence given.herein· 
:Concerning the licensing h·istory of the premises on H1ghts'town­
Clarksb~g Road (which will be hereinafter referred to as· the : · 
Oasis property).. These prem.ises have been owned for many years 
by Valent-ine Pienkowski who, prior to 1940, conduct~d a 11cer;i. sed · 
business therein. Between 1940 and 1954 the licensed business~ 
at said-Pr,emises was conducted by six or seven consecutiv~ · J' \ 

licensees,-~nd since 1954 it has been c6ndubted b~·appellant · .' 
who occupied the premises under a lease expiring· June. 30, 1_958 ." · 
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Appellant obtained r(-:mewals. of his license for the- 1955-56 · _/ 
licensing ysar~·1956-57_ licensing y~ar and. 1957~58 licen~ing~G 
year without- object~ion ~· When he applied to respondent for · 
~renewal.of his licens~ for t~e 1958~5~ licensing year,·a 
number. ·o.f opJec:tions· were filed anct;· a' 'he'aring on said obj ec-
t ions was held by respondent on May. 13, 1958. At that hearing 
numerous residents of the Township ~ppeared and gave testi­
mony concerning alleged unsatisfactory conditions at the Oasis 
property. On t~e following day appellant filed with respbn­
dght an application to· transfer his license.to premises 
located on Monmouth County Route 526 at· the intersection of 

·navis Station Road '(whiqh will be hereinafter designated as 
·the Brindley property); With r~spect to that a~plication 
respondent 'held a hearing on June 3, 1958, at which other· 
o·bjectors and·-,some of those who had _appeared on May 13 testi-
fied in opposition to tbe granting of said transfep~ At the 
meeting held on June -3 .there were presen'qed to respond.ent two 
petitions -- one of which contained the ~ignatures of seventy-.· 
two persons who objected to the transfer ''and the other o;r 
Which c9ntained the signatures of ninetyrseven pe-rsons who 
favored the transfer. :· .$hortly after this hearing respondent 

-~ adopted two separ·ate resolutions denying .,the application for 
t~ansfer to the~Brindley property and denying the application 
for renewal at the Oas.is_ prop~rty $ ; :i 

"At the hearing held herein, Ale~. Pienkowski- (son of 
the owner of the Oasis property) testified 1 ,that he and his " . 

. wife reside-within thirty feet of the ·licer:ised premises; that 
about two and one-half :years ago he and David Spehce com-. 
plained to the-· licensee about the manner· in1

, which the premises 
. _were- beir:ig -conducted·, and that abo-ut three rnonths later 'they 
·:had ·another .meeting with the licensee; 1. that'. the unsatisfacto;gy 
conditions were not corrected as a result of these meetings; 
that, subsequent to· thes·e meetings, the licensee permitted 
large amounts of waste, including bott1e·s and bags, to accu­
mulate on the property L that, particularly on Fri.day and _: 
Saturday nights, large numbers of patrons who fight and use 

·filthy language are permitted to congregate out-side the 
iicens~d .p1.:.emises; that · .. he has spoken to· the licensee) about 
fifty times. concerning these conditions,: and that-. he has· 
·'phoned. to .the Rtate Po-lice on an average of once a week. On 
cross-e_xamina.tion he aqmitted that conditions have improved 
since the hearing held .by respondent ·on May 13 o Mary Pienkowski 
{hi~ wife) te~tified that.the patron& outside the premises we~e .J 

noisy· and used obscene language:J and that she complained to the 
licensee~· David Spence :test.ified that he lives about one hun.-. 
dred. and 'fifty feet frorri .the Oasis property; that traffic 
conditions in that sec.tion ar.e bad; that conditions outside 
the licensed pre~ises h~ve b~en getting worse during the past 
two and one-half years;-- that drtmken patrons have ·trespassed 
on his -property and that he te.stified: at the hearing held by .. 
respondent on May 13 ~ He admitt.ed :that condi tion1,3 have improved 
since that hearing was .h~1d •. He· also testified that he had 
qeen ·.in the premises only a few times and that he saw no 
.improper conduct while he was the.re., George Rette and Kingsley 

. Dawes·._ (who. r~.side. some distancelf.rom the Oa~ts prol?erty) testi­
. f ied. that _,traffic -0onditions· ar ·bad; that the grounds arotmd · 

the _premises are filthy .and that the.y have witnessed indecent 
actions by:pat~ons outside the premisesQ At the -hearing held 
by. respondent o.n June 3 ,, Melvin Dempster testified that he · 

·lives within· .one fl:undred fe_et of the Oasis property and. tha~, 
at the ·hearing he1d on May 13.9 he: had testified as .to unsatis­
factory_ condi tion·s-· on 'the outs 1.dc~ of' the premises •. · None of. 
the last-three witnesses mentioned.had eve~ observed any 
improper conduct on the inside. of the llc~ensed premises e 
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"As to the application for the transfer, nine -witnesses 

testified at the hearing held on June 3 that they opposed the 
application because of the p·roximity of_ the_ premises to a -picnic 
pa~~, because of a traffic hazard at the intersection of th~ 
two roads on Which the premises are located and because of the 

· bad reputation of- the premises presently beini conducted by 
appellant. Their testimony shows that a large percentage of 
the ·patrons of the present premises are migrant farm workers.· 
One of these witnesses testified that 'since they cracked down 
on th1em in Hightstow!l,, al~ the trash comes there.' 

"At the hearing herein,, Frederick di) Kniesler (who has 
··been a member of the Township Committee s1n·c·e January 1958) and 
Walter Polhemus (who has been a-member of the Township Committee 
for-two .and one-half years) testified that the vote 6n-both · 
resolutions was unanimous and that the vote was based ori the 
testimony presented_ at the two hearings held by the Township 
Committee$ -

. ,, 

"on-behalf of appellant, Abe Seidel testified that he 
l;las operated the licensed b1:sir:crs since October -1954; that in 
December 1954 the local i~,- tAi.ng e.uthori ty suspended his license 
for five days for selling : or c_.'f-premises consumption before. 
J :00 a .m.; that --n October 1956 the Director found him: guilty i 
of selling a car ·on of bee., to a nineteen-year-old minor and­
suspended his 11.-er ..; for twenty-five days; that -Alex Pienkowski 
complained to hiL J.our or five times about conditions outside 
the-- premises,, and that David Spence spoke to him \·about a year 
ago conc~rning noise on the outside of the premises, but that 
none.of the other objectors had ever complained to him and 
that the _first time he heard of their complaints was at the 
meeting held on May 13. The licensee's wife, and Joseph Miller 
who had a kitchen concession on the premises until ten months 
ago; testified that th$y had never seen 'anything out of order.• 
There is little, lf any, testimony concerning improper condi­
tions within the licensed premises except that appellant admits 
he telephoned to the State Police three or four times when 
patrons became unruly, and that about a y~ar ago he discharged 
~ tear-gas bomb on_ the premises wheii ar disturbance occurred. 

"-As_ to the transfer, appellant testified that he would 
have m'uch better parking facilities at the Brindley property_ 

· and .that the nearest residen6e to said property is over six· 
h,undrep. ,feet therefrom. 

./ 

~ "At the hearing held on June 3, the attorney for 
respondent examined appellant as to his negative answer- to _ 
Question 34 in -his application o Appellant admitted that· in· 
each application f 11ed by him he had answered the question in 
the negative and it appears that his answer to that question 
was proper because he had never been convicted of a violation 
in a criminal proceeding• Apparently Question 4_1 in each appli­

-\ · cation was also answered in the-negative whereas appellant should 
·have disclosed therein the sus'pensions imposed upon· his license. 
However, both members of the Township Committee who testif+ed 
stated that they~knew of appellant's prior record. While _appli­
cants must answer all questions properly; it does not appear-in 
t~is case that the members of the issuing aut~ority were misled. __ -

"A licensee must keep his place and.his patronage.under 
control and is responsible for conditions outside and inside 
his premises. Conte v. Princeton, Bulletin 139, Item 8. How­
ever, appellant has held a license for nearly four years and 
respondent renewed his license for 1957-58 after the prior 
violations were committed. All of the objectors to renewal, 

.--
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exoept twd,, admitted that.they had never complained to appel­
lant. ·conditions h&\v-e improved since the hearing on· May 13 .• 
~he situation in this case iS quite simil~r to the situat16h 
found to exi~t in Freeland V@ Roselle, Bulletin.352 1 .Item §1 
Vasto v. Highlands, Bulletin 622, Item 4,;!Monessen v •. La.ke'7·. 
wood, Bulletin 557 1 Item 1, and Salmanowitz v. Hightstown,;~< 
Bulletin 807, Item 2, in all of which a denial of renewal ~-c. 
was reversed with .a suggestion that diso·iplinary proceedings 
be instituted if there is evidence of misconduct in the ' u~' 
future. · · · ~. ·: ···· 

"After reviewing all the evidenc~ 9 I cone lude that · 
there is sufficient evidence to sustain the.denial of the 
application for transfer but that, under all the circumstances,· 
there is insufficient evidence to sustain the denial of renewalo 
It is recommended, the.re fore, that_ orders be entered af.firming 
respondent's action in Case #1 and reversing respond~nt's 
action in Case #2." · · , · ,-_ . 

Written exceptions to the Hearer's R.eport were filed 
by the attorneys for· each party, pursuant :to Rule 14 of,. State 
Regulation No. 15; and I permitted oral argument thereon. 
Subsequent to the oral argument the attorner who appeare.d for 
respondent advised me in writing that on September 17,, 1958, 
respondent granted an application filed by ~ppellan~ to trans­
fer the license to other premises not mentioned in these. 
appeals. The attorney stated that, therefo~e, he de~ired_td 
withdraw his ·exceptions and oral argument 1r;l the· cases ·now . 
pending., The attorney for appellant has notified: me to the 
same effect. Of course, the transfer grant~d on September 17; · · 
1958 cannot become effective unless and until an order is filed.· 
herein reversing. respondent 1 s action in Case. No~ 2 and the 
license is renewed by respondent pursuant tde:reto., Under the 
circumstances I see no objection to permittih!g the withdrawal 
of the exceptions to the Hearer's Report. t shall adopt the 

·conclusions and recommendations in said Reporte 

Accordingly, it i~, on this 23rd day1 ~f Septembe~~ 19581 

ORD.ERED that the action of respondent< in Case No. 1 be 
and the same is hereby affirmed; and it is further 

ORDERED that the action of respondent in Case No. 2 be 
and the same is h~reby reversed and respondent is directed to 
issue a renewal of appellant's license for the premises on 

·Hightstown-Clarksburg Roado Appellant may continue to operate. 
at said premises (if he is still in possession thereof) under 
my order dated June 26, 1958, until the transfer to other · .. 

. pre~1ses is endorsed on the face of the renewed lic~nse, whioh· 
should .be done without undue delay§ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director Cl> 
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·~L, APPELL.ATE DECISIONS - 'WARSHAW vf{) LONG' BRANCH (AMEl\IDED ORDER.)0· 

CHARLES WARSHAW, t/a LIBERTY BAR~ 

Appellant, 

BOARD OF' COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY 
OF LONG ·BRANCH,. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Respondento ) 

ON PETITION 
ORDER 

Solomon Tepper, Esq~, Attorney for Appellanto 
Julius Jo Golden.., Esqe, Attorney"·for Respondent e 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Appellant licensee ,has made application for relief 
from an order I entered in the instant ·appeal action on 
July 2,8,,, 1958 reversing the action of respondent Board of 
Commissioners in denying the renewal of appellant's plenary 
retail consumption license for the 1957-58 licensing year and 
further pr~viding that in the event the r~spondent Board of 
Commissioners should grant the renewal o.f! appellant's license 
for the 1958-59 licensing year for the same licensed premises, 
said renewal shall contain the express cqndition that appel­
lant make application for a place-to-place transfer of his 
license within four months from_the date of the renewal 
thereof. It appears from Division records that the respondent 
Board of Commissioners has taken no action yet with respect to 
renewal of the license and that, accordingly~ appellant has 
obtained an ad interim permit from me on July 19 1958 permit­
ting him t'oexercise the privileges of his :11cense until the 
respondent Board of Commissioners shall adjudicate upon his 
renewal app~1cation or until my further order,, whichever may 
first occur o 

Both parties have appeared before me on oral argument 
of the application and have submitted letters of memoranda 
thereto0 Appellant seeks relief from the above mentioned four­
month condit

1
ion upon two grounds : One, that his license is . 

placed in jeopardy.if he is unable to secure a place-to-place 
transfer within the limited period of time;' and two~ that his 
licensed premises, which he occupies under lease, are about to 
be acquired by either purchase or condemnation award by the 
LOng Branch Housing Authority as part of its urban renewal 
program for the development of parking area in Long Branch, 
and that such con.dition may result in not only the unneces­
s·arily harsh deprivation of appellant 8s right to sha1'»e in any 
award thereto _concerning his leasehold interest, but may ala9 
cause the loss of his license if the acquisition of his prem~ 
ises precedes action by the respondent Board· of Commissioners 
on his.renewal applicationo · 

It appears from the record herein that the respondent 
Board of· Commissioners has no objection to renewal of appel­
lant IS license to him, but· Only to the exerc:i.se Of the 
privileges of his license by renewal thereof at its present 
location0 No one has questioned the personal qualifications , 
of appellant licensee~ Consequently, the condition in my ~~-) 
original order was entered to effect a place-to-place transfer 
of the license within a limited period of time, not to deprive 
appellant of his license for failure to meet such deadline e I · 
am therefore inclined to grant appellant relief from the 
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possible loss of his license if he shduld be unable to 
secure a place··-to-place transfer 'with"in the p;raescribed period ., .. 
of' time~ or in the event there is a praior acquisition·or his 
lioensed prem:tse~ by the Long Branch/ Hou~ing Authority., but 
I oannot grant h~s reque~t to exclu~e en~irely the condition 
in question in view of my finding t)iat the licensed premises 
are presently located in an area if which troublesome condi-
tions exist~ . · J 

·, 

1958, 
Accordingly, it is,g on this ~5th day of September, 

ORDERED that my Order of.July 28, 1958 in the 
instant action be amended so aa to read~ 

. "ORDERED that the action of respondent in denying 
the renewal of appellant 1 s plenary retail consumpt·ion lice.ns·e . 
for the ·1957-58 ·11ce·nsing year is hereby ·reversed; -and it is 
further · 

"ORDERED. that appellant shall :cease all operation 
under the license at the premises at 14 I,iberty Street, Long· 
Branch, New Jersey, within four months fro' the date of 
renewal of the license, but if apperlant lpses possession of 
said premises or fails to obtain a place-t~-place transfer _of 
the license by or after the expiration Of SUCh four-month . 
period, the license shall remain valid for\ the purpose of 
place-to-place transfer and further renewa.+ thereof 0·

11 
· 

\' 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director. 1 

. I I - . 

DISQUALIFICATION ·REMOVAL PROCEEDING - EFF1.E!CT OF ORDER-· 
REMOVING DISQUALIFICATION - CRIMINAL RECORD OF APPLICANT . . 
FOR. LICENSE MAY AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED l3Y ISSUING AUTHORITY 
NOTWITHSTANDING DISQUALIFICATION REMOVAL qRDER OF DIRECTOR. 

Board of Commissioners 
Be~leville) No Jo 

Gentlemen: 

Sept~mber 17, 1958 

My atte,ntion has been drawn to a story appearing 
in the Newark Evening News of September 10th ·reading.r·.in part 
as follows: 

"Golden also opposed .the transfer: of a plenary 
. retail liquor license since Police Chief, George .. Ro 
Spatz recommended the transfer be denied 'in view of 
the record 8 of Dominick Rega of West Orange, who is -
taking· over the Belmont Tavern at 12 Bloomfield Ave0 

'~Through his lawye·r, Rega admitted to oonvic -
tions for various criminal offenses-since 1933 but 
pointed -out tha.t since he has been .law-abid:Lng for 

/··the last five years, State ABC -Director: William Howe 
Davis removed statutory disqualification barring Rega 
from holding a liquor license o · · 

"The corruniss ioners granted the transfer$ agre·e­
_1ng tpat if they denied it Rega could probably win an 
·appea ~ to Davis e II 

I 
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If the opinion of the Board is correctly reported, 
it is in grievous error in believing that merely because an 
individual i.s statutory disqualification resulting from con­
viction of crime involving moral turpitude· has been removed 
by the Director of this Division pursuant to R. s. 33:1-31021 
a municipal issuing authority mus~t grant an application foi" 
license to that indi viQ.ua1. .J·:;;.;..,,-- ----"'""''''°'c~--& .... ;;.c~~_;.~ .. - _ -

The mere fact that an order has been entered removing 
a disqualification resulting from conviction of crime involving 
moral turpitude, does not preclude a municipal issuing,author'.'9 

·. ity from considering the criminal record of the applicant and, 
in its sound discretion, denying· the appli6ation for license 
because of the nature or extent of that .:criminal recorcL The_ 
only result of the disqualification removal order is to remove 
.the. mandatory disqualification. theretofore existing a In n.o. way 
does it confer. upon the individual a right to be licensed not­
withstanding his criminal recordo 

· That a denial -Of an applicatio~ for license because·· 
of an applicant as crimina,.l record will n6t necessarily be 
reversed on appeal but, .~nstead, may well be affirmed, see . · 
Graham v,,, Newark, Bulleti'rt 531, Item 10, ;wherein ·the then Com­
missioner stated. in pertinent part: 

"In addition, it appears that, in 1935, appellant 
was convicted of possessing and·operating an unregis~ , 
tered still. It is:true that, on M~y ~7, 1942, I lifted 
his statutory disqualification because~ of ·Said conviction. 
Case No. 211, Bulletin 513, Item 60. Despite this, respon­
dent had the power to -decide, in its sound discretion, 
whether applicant was a fit person; to hold a·11cense~ As 
was said.in Re Chiaravalli, Bulletin 300, Item 15: 

111 An order entered pursuant to this· statute does not 
qualify the person thereio named to hold.a licenseo 
Rather it removes the disqualification which otherwise 
would exist Q. It means that ins-tead of being mandatorily 
disqualified, the· application of such person may be con­
sidered on its merits. The order does not have the 
effect of a pardon. 'It does not wipe out the crime~ 
Rather, it merely extinguishes the statutory: effect which 
a. crime involv~ng·moral turpitude would normally have. 
It, therefore, is still necessary that the issuing author­
ity pass on the question as to whether or not under. all 
the facts· the applicant. should be given a license~' 

. "Respondent's action herein was fully justified 
because of appellant's record and because· of the 
attempted fraud in the prior caseo Hence, I affirm 
its action in denying the transfer..," 

11To ,restate the proposition, there is no "must" about 
any order removing the criminal disqualification of a person 
who subsequently applies for a liquor licensee It is still the· 
right and duty of the rmmicipal issuing authority to whom. the 
application is made to determine ind~pendently whether, in its 
opinion, any applicant/ with a criminal record is worthy to hold · 
a liquor license in its munic.tpality. 

Very truly yours, 
WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 

Director., 



BULLETIN 1246 

4e DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - VIOLATION OF RULE l OF STATE 
REGULAr_i'ION N01' 38 .... LICENSE SUSPENDED.FOR 15 DAYS, LESS. 5·. 
FOR PLEAo 

In"the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

SOPHIE TEVIS and MICHAEL'TEVIS 
t/a MIKE 1 S TAVERN 
513 Central Avenue 
J.ersey City, ·N., J,,, 

) 

) 

) 

) 
CONCLUSIONS 

AND ORDER 

·Holders of Plenary Retail Cons ump- ) 
.· tion License C-417, issued by the 
Municipal Board of· Alcoholic ): 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Jersey City~ ) 
--~--~-~---~~~~----------~~-------~-. . 

Defe~dant-licensees J by Michael Tevis', Par'tner a 

Dora Po Rothschild"" appearing for .the Div~:sion of Alcoholic 
Beverage 'contr6H1! 

BY.THE' DIRECTOR: 

Defendants have pleaded non vult,to a charge alleging. 
that on August 17, 1958 they allowed, perm.1tted and suffered· 

~ the sale of an alcoholic beverage in its·~~igin~l container· 
\ for off-premises consumption, in. violatio~ :.of Rule l 9f ,; 
~-- Sta_te Regulation No o 38., . " 
~-

The file herein discloses that. at· about 2:15 P~mo on · 
Sunday, August 17,, 1958, an ABC agent purchased a pint pottle 
of "P. M. ·National Distillers Blended Whiskey" from the bar­
tender on duty at the time.. The agent left.· 'the premises. but, 
returned immediately thereafter with _another agent and they 
identified themselves to the bartender who admitted the viola­
tion in question. 

Defendants have no prior adjudicated recordo I shall 
suspend defendants• license for the minimum.period of fifteen 
days~ Re D 1Amico & Manzo,· Bulletin 1239, Item 7. Five days 
will be remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net 
suspension of ten days.. · 

Accordingly 3 it is,, on tl':lis 15th da.y of September,,, 1958,, 

J ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-417,, 
issued by the Mtu1icipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of 
the City of Jersey City to Sophie Tevis and Michael Tevis, t/a 
Mike's Tavern, for premises 513 Central Avenue, Jersey City, 
be and the same is hereby suspended. for ten (10) days, com­
mencing at 2:00 a.i.me September 22, 1958, and terminating at 
2:00 aomG October 2J 1958~ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Directoro 
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING~ - ILLICIT LIQUOR ~ LICENSE SUSPENDED 
FOR 15 DAYSa LESS 5 FOR PLEAo 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

BROAD. STREET BAR.INC. 
1140 1/2 Broad Street 
Newark 5, N" J"', 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-

. tion License· C-234J issued by .the· ) 
Municipal Board· of Alcoholic ... 
Beverage Control of the City of ) 
Newark0 
---------------------------------~-) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Maurice HI; Pressler, -Esq Q, Attorney for Defendant-licensee. 
William F $ Wood~ Esq e, appearing for Di vis lion of Alcoholic 

Beverage Controla. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that 
it posse·ssed on its licensed premises alcohqlic beverages in 
_bottles bear.1ng labels which did not truly· tj.escribe their 
contents, in violation of Rule 27 of !State Regulation Nao 20. 

The file discloses that on August 26JI:. 1958, an ABC 
agent, while testing and gauging the licensee's open bottles,, 
seized_ a.number of bottles which appeared to: be ·off in proof. 
The bottles were submitted to the Division's. chemist for 
analysis~ The chemist's report discloses that the contents 
of two of· these bottles (labeled "Gallagher kmd Burton. Black 
Labe 1 B~ended Whiskey 86 Proof") var.ied subs~~nt_ial1y in proof 
and solids from the contents of genuine bottles of the same · 

· producto · 

By way of mitigatio.n it is alleged on. behalf of the 
officers of defendan't .corporation that the only explanation 
they can offer i.s that the violation may have been caused by 
the act of a disgruntled employee. · 

. Defendant has no prior adjudicated recordo I shall 
suspend defendant's license for fifteen days (which is the 
minimum suspension imposed in ca·ses involving two bottles). 
Re Kiken,, Bulletin 1187,, Item llo . Five days will be remitted. 
for the plea, leaving a net suspension of ten dayso 

Accordingly, it is, on this 15th day of September~ 1958, 

J ORDERED that Plenar·y; Retail Consumption License C-234,, 
,issued by ,the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of 
the City of Newark to Broad Street Bar Inc o, for premises 
1140 1/2 Broad Street Newark 3 be and the same is hereby 
suspended for ten (10) days, commencing at 2:00 a@m. September 
22, 1958, and terminating at 2:00 aemo October 2, 1958 •. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Directoro 
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6 o DISCIPLINl\RY PROCEEDINGS ·- ILLICI11 LIQUOR - LICENSE 
SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary. 
Proceedings against · 

RICHARD V. JORGENSEN 
t/a JORGENSEN'S INN 
Rte •. #23 . 
Hardyston Tmmship 
PO Stockholm, N. J., 

) 

) 

. ) 
) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License C-4, issued by the ) 
Township Committee of Hardyst·on 
Township" ) 

CONCLUSIONS · 
AND ORDER 

Richard V. Jorgensen, Defendant-licensee, Pro se •» 
-William F. Wood,Esq., appearing for the Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Contra 1. '\ 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that 
he possessed on his licensed p~emises an alcoholic beverage 
in a bottle bearing a label which did not truly describe its 
contents, in violatio'n of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 2d. 

The file herein dis.closes that on June 23, 1958· ·an 
ABC agent,, making a routine inspection of defendant's open 
stock of liquors, seized orie bottle·, the contents of which 
appeared.to be off in'proof and color. Subsequent an.alysis 
by the Division's chemist showed that the contents of the 
seized bottle were low in proof and contained artificial 
colo~ing when compared with a sample of the genuine productv 
The licensee denied that he tampered with the seized liquor 
stating that he had it on the premises for over a year and 
that it was a slow mover. 

: Defe.ndant has no prior adjudicated record. I shall . 
suspend defendant's license for ten days (the minimum ~uspen­
sion for a violation involving one bottle of .illicit liquor 
when there· is no evidence of deliberate int.ent to defraud the 

- public and no previous suspension or warning to the licensee 
. with respect to a similar offense). Five days will be remit:­

ted for the plea entered herein, leaving. a net suspension of. 
five days. · 

Accordingly, it i?, on this 16th day of September, 1958, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Cons.umption License C-4,, 
issued by the Township Committee of Hardyston Township. to 
Richard V. Jorgensen.? t/a Jorgensen's Inn, for premises 
located on Route i/23, Harydston Tovmship { be and the same is 
hereby suspended for a period of five (5J days, commencing at 
2 :00 a omo September 29, 1958 and termin~t ing at 2: 00 a .m.· 

-October 4, 1958~ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Dir1ector. 
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7• DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - LICENSE 
SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS-5 FOR PLEA~ 

In the Matter of Disciplinary ) 
Proceedings against 

SIRL BOGGETTI 

PAGE 11. 

t/a SIRL'S TAVERN 
162 ~ark Av~nue . 
Lyndhurst, N~ J~, 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND .ORDER 

Holder of Plenary· Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-15, issued by the 
Board of Commissioners of the ) 
Township of Lyndhurst. · 
-----------------------~----------) 
Sirl Boggetti',- Defendan.t-licensee,, Pro se .. 
Ed'ti·ira:rd F. Ambrose.9 Esqa, appearing for the Division of 

· Alcoholic Beverage Contrcla 
BY THE DffiECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded non vult to the fojll?wing charge: 
00n July.17, 1958, you sold, served r:nd delivered 

and allowed, permitted and suffered the sale,, se!"vice 
and delivery of alcoholic· beverages, dir~ctly or indi­
rectly~ to a person under the age of twebty-one (21) 
years, vizeJ Arthur ---, age 20; in violation of Ru1e 
1 of State Regulation No o 20 .. " ·. 

The file herein discloses that ABC agents, acting on 
information received from the North Arlington Police Depart­
ment, obt~ined sworn, written statements dated July 18, 1958 
from Arthur --- (age 20) and three other minors. From these 
statements it appears that on Thursday~ Ji.tly · 17, 1958, at 
about 10:00 P~m~, the aforesaid minors drove to the vicinity 
of ·the defendant's licensed premises; that Arthur alone entered 
the licensed premises and, without being required to make any 
written representation of his age, purchased four containers 
of be~r.frcim Sirl Boggetti, the licensee, and that he paid 
him for said beer with money contributed by said minors. 
Late.r the four minors directed the ABC agents to the licensed 
premis~s and pointed it out as the place where aforesaid beer 
was purchased and Arthur identified Sirl Boggetti as the per-
son who sold him said beer & · 

In a sworn, written statement dat.ed July 18., 1958,, 
Sirl Boggetti .admitted aforesaid sale of alcoholic beverages 
to Artrlur. 

Defendant has no prior adjudicated recordo I shall 
suspend. the defendant vs license for the .minimum period of ten 
days~ Re Top Hat Bar, Inc., Bulletin 1230, 'Item 8. Five. days 
will be remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net 
suspension of five days. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 16th day of September, 1958, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail ConsLm1ption License C-15, 
;. ~ssued by the Board of Commissioners of the Township of 

Lyndhurst to Sirl Boggetti, t/a Sirl 1s Tavern.? for prem~ses 
162 Park Avenue; Lyndhurst, be and the same is hepeby suspended 
for five (5) days, commencing at 7:00 acmG September 29~ 1958 
and terminating at 7:00 aeme Qetober 4, 1958e 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
Director. 
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8 e MORAL TURPITUDE. - CONVICTION OF BREAKING 1 ENTERING Ai'J) 
LARCENY AND COffvICTION OF ATROCIOUS ASSAULT AND BATTERY 
INVOLVE MOHAJ.J TURP:cruDE r,i 

s~ptember 15; 1958 

Re:. Eligibil~ty ·No o 679 

Applicant seeks a determination as to whether or not he 
;is eligible to be employed by the holder :Of a liquor license 
in this State by reason of his conviction of crirrie~ 

. ' 

- .· - Applicant ·q s fingerprint returns d.isclose that in 
August i939'·n.e was convicted on a charge-· of breal<ing·, enterinc; 
and larceny anp was placed on· proba.tion for threiq years; that · 
in December· 1939-J1:e was convicted on a charge of ; attempted 
larceny and committeu--t-0- Annandale ReformSitory; that :t.n August 
1943 he was convicted on ·a charge of. assai.Ht and; battery and 
was fi~ed $10.00; that in November 1~43 he was fined $10.00 
upon conviction on a charge of being·adisorderly person; tnat 
in April 1946 he was sentenced to .aniindeter·m.1.nate term in 
Rahway 'Reformatory upon conviction on a 9harge of atrocious 
assault and battery and was paroled from the inst1tuth1n on 
August 20 9 194{; that on Novembe,r 8, 19!~ 7, :b.e wa$ sentenced · 
to one hundred twenty days in jail upon conviction on a dis- . 
orderly conduct charge; that on September 11 1950, he was 
convicted on a charge of breaking.9 entering· and larce.ny and 
was sentenced to a· term of from four to six·years in State 
Prison, from which he was discharged on December:3, 1954; that 

. on March ·20, 1955, he was sentenced to ninet,y days in Jail 
upon· a conviction on a disorderly person charge;:that on 
October 7, 1955, he was convicted on a charg.e of, breaking and 
enterihg ~it~ intent to steal and was senten~ed t6 a term of · 
from two to. three years in Stat·e Prison, frotn:: which he was 
paroled on April -8, 1957, and that on June 3;;: 1957, he was 
arrested a-s a fugitive and charged with having committed­
assault ·and batter·y- e The disposition of the; last charge :ts 
not indicated Q ".· • 

I . ~ 

Considering bhe above record.? I recommend' that appli-
cant be a.dv.ised that, in the opinion of the Dire¢tor, he has 
been .convicted or· crimes involving moral turpitude .. (breaking,, 
entering and larceny and atr6cious assault and battery) and 
that ,any licensee who 1:;rriploys him or -permits' him! to be connec­
ted. in _an:y capacity with his licensed. business wou~d suhject 
his licen-se to suspension or revocation~ R.., ·So· 33 :-1-25, 26 o .. 
·r -:ftirther recommend that applicant be ad vised tha.t his con vi~ -
tion ·1n 1955 precludes relief by way of disqualifica.tion·remova1· 
pro.ceedings until after June 3P 1962, since the· sta~tute ·apper- · 
taining thereto (R* SG 33:1-3102) requires satisfactory proof 
that he has conducted hims~lf in a law-abiding manner for at 
least five years la.st· pasta; - : 

APPROVED.: 
WILLIAM HOWE DAV'IS 

Director e 

\ 

0 

Respectfully advised, 
Joseph AQ Burns 

Attorneyo 

/: 

/ 
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9·~ STATE BEVERAGE DISTRIBUTOR'S 'LICENSE - OBJECTIONS TO TRANSFER 
'HEID TO BE MERITORIOUS -· APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER DENIED. 

In the Matter of Objections to 
an Applic·ation for Transfer of 
State Beverage Distributor's 
~icense SBD-91 from 

TONY JIANNANTINO 
t/a T.·. J. BEVERAGE 
433 Central'Boulevard 

. Fort Lee, Na J. 

to. 

RUDOLPH PAUL MANGANELLI 
t/a OCEAN COUNTY BEVERAGE 
Fairfield Avenue ~ 
Cedarwood Park, Laurelton 
Brick Township, N. J. 

---------------------------------

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

y 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND 

ORDER 

Harold Feinberg, .Esq" 9 Attorney for the Applicant. 
Novins .$ Novins & 0 econnor ~ Esqs., by Robert J. Novins, Esq., 

Attorne~rs for the Objector, Ocean Coun~y Tavern Ass 'n. 
Samuel Moskowitz,, Esql>_, Attorney for the,Objectors; Monmouth 

County Re-tail Liquor Stores Association and the New 
Jers~y Liquor Stores Associationo 

~ 

' 
BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The Hearer has filed the following Report herein: 

"Applicant Rudolph Paul ManganelliJ' t/a Ocean . 
County Beverage:; seeks a transfer to him of State Beverage · ·,_~ 
Distributor Rs License SBD-91 for premises at Fairfield Avenue, "' 
Cedarwood Park.ll La.urelton, Briel{ Township, from Tony J:tannantino., 
t/a T. J«I. Beverage, from premises 433 Central Boulevard, Fort 
Lee(/ The premises are dj_stant approximately 70 miles apart. 

"The Ocean County Retail Liquor Stores Association, 
the ·ocean County Tavern Association and Lenape Liquors Inoo 
f 11ed written objections to the transfer and the Township 
Committee of the Township of Brick, by ·resolution dated June 
18, 1958, iopposed absolutely 1 the application for transfer. 

"At the hearing herein applicant testified that he has 
lived in Brick Township for four years where he has conducted· 
a 8soda business•; that he distributes carbonated beverages, to 
the homes of about 250 all-year plus 150 suriuner customers in 
saiq Township and the surrounding area and that many of his 
customers have inquired about purchasing malt alcohqlic bever· 
ages from him. He .. testified further that he has arraflged With 
a brewery to supply him with beer if and when he obtains a 
license o A s.choo.l teacher and a realtor appeared at the 
hearing on applican·t 's behalf. The teacher testified that it 

p . would be c~.·mvenient for him and his fe?-mily if they could -
obtain malt beverages from applicant, who presently serves 
his home with· carbonated sodao The realtor testified that 
the estimated-population of Brick Township is between 9.,000 
and 10,000 and that it is 'trebled' during the summer season. 

"Five licensees doing business in Brick Township · 
appa~red as objectors to the transfer and testified that in 
thei~ opinion the area in ~1ich applicant intends to deliver 
malt alcoholic beverages is, a.t present, amply serviced b~r the 
existing liquor licensee.so 
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"It was stipulated that in Bric'k Township the1--ie are 
nine retail oonsttrn.ption and -two retail .. distribution lice.nses 

. ·and· that in Ocean County 1 of" which Brick Township is a part, 
·there are 196 retail consumptio'n and 47 retail distribution 
licen~es. · 

"It has been consistently held that the objections 
of retail licen~ees carry little weight since, obviously,· 
they are registered for the sole purpose of· pres.erving their 

.own econ'omic status o · As was pointed out ·1n Re Walkiewicz, r 

Bulletin ~172, 'Item 5, 1State Beverage Distributor license~s 
offer little, if any, competition to retail distribution and 

·1 consumption licensees eve·n in the.-_ same -,area in .which distribu­
tion and consumption licensees are located" . State Beverage 
Distributor lic,ensees deliver· throughout .the State and, as a 
rule, do not conduct a retail business {ove'r the counter) of 
any substance·'-.. 

·"·As appear>s ·from the evidence herein applicant seeks 
~.o transfer a license from Fort Lee. to Brick Township, a dis - . 
ta.nee of appro'ximately 70 miles and, in effect, plans to 

· .establish a new outlet for the sale of beer in an area which 
the record discloses is adequately serviced. While the ques­
tion ·of ptiblic necessity and convenience with respect to state' 
beverage·dfstributor licenses w111·not be determined solely 

·upon the obje_ctions of the single municipality in which the 
prospective business will have ·its principal office, .neverthe- · 
less, ·considerable weight wLll be given to tn.e· attitude o·r the 
local governing body when, as in the instant case, it is · 
'opposed absolutely' to having an additional alcoholic beverage 
outlet :J,.n its'· municipality and, as ap:pears herein,. the' area is . 
adequately serviced by existing license-es. er. Re Roth, Bulle~ 
tin l~J6, Item 4; Re Mustardo, .Bulletin,~·1237 ~ Item 7. 

·"It wa.s urged by the· Tavern Owners Association's that 
the application should be denied because applicant's notice of 
_intention was improperly published. Since no competent testi­
mony was adduced in substantiation thereof, their contention 
will not be considered herein. · 

"i find from all the facts in the instant case that 
Brick Township and its surrounding area are adequately se.rviced 
by· .the existing llcensees and that, under the circumstances,, 
there .. is no need or necessity for an additional outlet in that 
section of the State.. I recommend that the application for · 
transfer of the license in question to Brick Township be den~ed o" 

No exceptions to the Heareras Report 'were r'iled with.~e~ 

. . After carefully considering the· facts and. circumstances 
herein, I ·concur in the findings and conclusions of the Hearer 
and adopt his recommendation" 

Ac~ordingly, it is, on this 9th day of September~ 1958, 

ORDERED that the application for transfer of the license 
in q·uesti'on be and the ·same is hereby denied. 

WILLIA1i1 idOWE DAVIS . , • ~n . . . 

.. 
,1· 

~,Director. 
1 .T 
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'>10~· . nrsd::r1'·LINARY· .. PROCEEDINGS.~ 'BALES ·TO MINORS - PRIOR. RECORD._> .. 
. . Norr:coNSIDERED 'BECAUSE· OF COMPLETE CHANGE OF· STOCKHOLDERS.·· . 

. ) OF 'CORPORATION ;.. LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 2o DAYS, LESS 5 FOR· .. 
PLEA - EFFECTIVE DATES rro BE. FIXEI? BY S_UBSEQUENT ORDER(~ . . 

. l~. . ' . - .. . . . \ . . . . 

_·,In th~ .. ·Matt~r of Disciplinary · J .·. 
· Proce-edings ·against ·. · · 
. : : , . . . . 

. ·. · THE·_.ALOHA_, · INd.-:· · ... : 
· t/a ::THE-- ALOHA,· INC o 

_ .. -1Q4 ~>4th Avenue . ._ . 
.. -::.'Be}.ma_r'-_:N~:-J•~-~ . -·· . ) 1

'. 

j ,I, 

·.···· 

( / 

y '/ . . .. . , 
CONCLUSIONS· ·: · 
A~ ORDER··-~" .. : 

Ho_ lde'r. of·· Seaso_nai Retail.· Cons.ump-·).· . 
. ·tion License cs.~6 ,,-_·issued. by t_h.e · ·._ ~-
Board .·or_ Conunis~sioners ·or ·the :, - · '). :~- ., _,. 

.. ··Borough of ·Eelmar~. c . . . . !) . . . . . ''I_<,>;.· · 
• : . ·.-.. --.• · ...... -~_ .... _ . .-:.;. __ : ·~-~ . ..:. ... _--_-..... ·-.· ------~---- .. -- -.· --..- • · .•• ·... , ·., I. ·_: __ .!- .· . . . .. .. ·. ,· .~ :_ ._.· .. ·' _-.~ -·. : ._- ,,'~·~·t·,~:~'. .• :. 

' ·- ~·.:~~;,·:~-~;··:- ·.;; · .. The· Aloha, ··Inc ... _ .. Dere·ndant-lice.ns.ee-, ·.by ".V!inoen~ · :E;l. Mc.Car"thy~:- ,_,·;·:;.',; · .,\ 
· · · · · ·' ... · ·president .• ·· · ·. · · · · .• .. · <·- <· ........ ':.::,,.,~:~:,/:.:. · 

,w:(i.i1all1. F ~~W~od.f· _Esq •. J. appearing· for r~he,. )Divis.ion. of. Alcoh.o:l:t~<).{iJ>.~:<--.·-.· : 
.· .. ~ ·. . . · . Beve~age Cojj;trol ~ . : ·. . , .-.-.'. ~;.:> 

<BY THE.·DIREcTQR: ·.« . ,. - /' :>_:~:··,_·:y;·,~-·:\ 
'': ! . ; ... :· ·.: , '. ~ 

. _ 
7
' ~-·.·:_.;\.The defendant "pleaded -·non· wlt to: the. following .. _ ·diarge:::>· ··· 
.. ''< :·· ·., -~.-·:· ,.·: _, ""<.\.,· 

. "On Satur~ay night, Aug4st 9, 1958 and early Sunday: · · -.. 
.. morning,· August 10, 1958, you sold, ~~:rved and delivere.d;;· 
-and allowed, permitted and suf'fer.ed ~h~ sale, service and . 

·delivery of alcoholic beverages,, ·µ1reqitly or indirectly,; 
to persons· ilnder ~th,e ·age of twent:y-on~. ·: (21) ·years, viz-.,·. 
Patri·ck. ---,·age 19,, and Elino·r .-.•-, age ·20', and allowed,.:_· 
permit-ted and suffered the consumption; .. : of_ alc6holfc. _bev·~·· '\:·:·" 

: erag·es by such per.sons in and ,upo'p you~ licensed. premise,s~f 
:in·. vi.·ola-tion of Rule 1 or· State Regu1a.·~1on No. 20 .u. · ·.:: ·_ 

.. • .• '· ,'... . • c . ' . 1 ··,· • ., 

._:_· /_; ... :·:-._·.··The-·-. ti.le harem' .discloses that on '!3,~day,- August .. :1qf_ -. 
"1958.- ·at: aboµ·t l :2_·0 ·a. .m. ,_ two ABC agents entered the defend~·:;,~· 
:·ant:• s l:lcensed-:.:premisef? and., about· fifteen minutes :1ate·r. saw·. · .· 
·John· ,·v. · Sull_ivan., ·~Jr., .one or five bartende:rs on d·uty.,·. se_rye ·.-~> 

',·each .of- "two apparen~ minors .. (male and female) .w.it,h a-·g_lass.:of · · .. 
. . ~-·beer, _.'lri pa~efrt of Which he accepted 40 cents o. · . After observlng·. 

thi.S ·-_yOUIJg· ·couple consturfe pa~t- ,Of their heer _, the agents; :id·ent1~<·. 
fi.ed.-themselves·to them .. and·iearned tbeir names and,ages,to-.·be .• : 

"_<Pat.rick -~~ (age··.19) and Eli'nor ... -- -(age .20). · . · ·· .· .,__ ··:_, · ·:, ... :_· ·<· ._· · ,. 
' - • • ,. • ' .• • •,' • • • • • : ·~ • .~ . •• - • • •• \:. " • •• • . . c •, 

·~ · ,·:Each-'c)f the minors gave .a ·swopn:,. w~itten· sia.tement. : ... _ 
'. Patric·~ states that between i1·: 15 ·p·.rri-~ ·, Augµst · 9, i95a; .and· ... 
· .. 1:35 ~~m• ._.the_·· f.ollowing morning:, he "consumed ·between· ·tenrand ... ~ 
.f'.ifteen. ·glasses( ·or b.e~r .. served.,to him, by. Sulli~an ;' that El'ino:r~ ·". 

-: whom he ·met' on· the premis.es; consumed three :gl,asse·s. or" beer:.and . 
that a.t)10: :time w~re they questioned· or. :i;aequested,.:_to.·_s1gn. ariy · _-. · 

··.written ·repre·,sentation as t'o their. ages·. Elinor states· that·.on_: 
.·Sunday~ August 10~ 1'958,·atabout" l:OO· a.m.~ she._entere_d'.,the·,c-:--· 
~premises where ·she me·t .Patrick and that, without being -ques~-:_: . 

. . ' t·1oned or requested to. sign any written representation ·as· ·to·:. :·:. 
her _age,, she· :con·sumed three· s.~~sses·('Jp:f beer· served to· her ·at 
:the'- bar.. . .. "· · ·· . . ... · '.... · ·':,l;': : · ,: ·· . · .·· .. · ."". · ·._-·. . .. . , 

'. ·. -,_:· 
' . 

.. The .d~tendant 1s rec.ord .is ··clear except that 1t:s "license· 
.was s't~.spended for a period of twenty"'"f ive days, effe-ottve June-' 

···· -3 j 1954, for sale to _minors and. employing a : minor.· who had· hot:'. .· : · 
. obtained the· requisite employment permit. See -Bulletin: 998-,, .. ,,: ; .. 
· It.em 4·, and Bulletin ·.1021,, Item 3., It appe~rs· that.-.. the present_ 
':.stockholders were riot- involved:· in the:_previous yiolatton since.·., 

".· ·_they .·took .ove:r the _e.ntire· stp_c~ .. and o~eratiq~ of. the ... cprporation .... ,_ 
. ,,..~-

.. 
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about two years after ~he ·.above violation occurred.. Under 
r the' c.ircumstances !) the penalty to be irnposed herein will nqt ·' . 
. . be ·1nc·re·ased ·for this ·priox, .r-ecord g· ... ·er·.: Re· Sparrow Cigar ·c·o.; 

Im!·., .Bullet:'.Ln; 832~ Item' 3., 'add ·Re· B·elmar· Delicatessen· Co.,· 
Inc., Bulletin .932;; Item '6 Q ·• Howeve·r, it .. appears that~ when · .,,:· 
Vi'ncent Pe.McCarthy; subJect's pres,igent,, .. held a license as 
an individual for a different prenii"s-es, ·1t was. suspended . . . 
effecti'?'e June 20.9 . 1949- by the Director for ten days. +·or·. · · ,,. .. , 
po$session of illicit alcoholic beverageso See Bullet1n 832, 
Item io; and Bulletin 846, Item 8 o Since ·falls diss,irni:lar vio~ 
iat:ion' occ'urred more than r'ive years ago, .:1.t. will 'not. be. 

· corisidered. in fixing the penalty to be imposed herein. 
Re O'Donnell, Bulletin 1131, Item 9. The minimum-penalty for 
an unaggravated .sale of alcoholic.·', be·vera.ge.s to·. a 19-year-old 
minor is fifteen days.. Re Stewart, Bulletin 1227; Item. 4·. · 
I ·'.shall suspend def~ndant 's license .for fifteen days t,o ·which 
wi11 be added· five days for the number of drinks·consumed by 
t;he minors (Re .Cirigliano, Bulletin 1141~: -Item· 8).; making a 
total suspe·nsi'on of. twenty d_ays.,. ·Five. ·da·ys ·will be. remitted 
·fo~ the plea entered herein;~l~aving a net suspension of· 
fifteen· days~ · · · I " 

1 Defendant holds a Seasonal Retail' Consumption Lic.en.se 
·Which,, if renewed, normally will becom~ effective on May. l,' 

1959. .Thus,, l:).o ef.f:ective penalty can be .impos:ed. 9-'t the -_·;pres­
ent ·t:trit~ ~- , Cf~ Re The Aloha·,. Inc o, Bulletii1 998, Item 4 • 

. . Accordi:pgly, ·it is, .9n th~s 18tn dc,iy of s~ptem,ber, 1918, 

ORDERED that Seasonal .. Retail .Qonf3~um,~t:ion · Lic.en~e CS""".6 ,' 
issued ·,by t.he-·,Board of C·omr:nissioners .of· th.e Borough -of Belmar 
to The. 416h~,. Inc~, t/a ._.The Alo.tia,.:, I,nc,.,, ·:('or. premises 104 ~ 4th 
Aven.tie, · Be.lma"r,, .o;r any license .. issue:d. in. renewal. ther"eof, be 
and the. same is ·.hereby ·SUSp.en.ded· for a pe,riod Of, fifteen ·days. 
Further order fixing the perio~ of s.usp~psion will be _entered 
if and. when the.defendant, or any·other person, resumes busi­
ness. after obtaining a renewal.of said Seasonal Retail Consump­
tion· License for the. period commencing May 1, .1959c 

·WILLIAM. .HOWE DAVIS 
· Dire.ctor .' .. 

11. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIOWFILED·. 

Park,Be~erag~s, A Corporation . .. 
165 · Ceritra·1 :Avenue·:r Rochelle Park.:i "lL .. J,. . . . . . . : . 

Application f.iled October 23, 1958 .. .'for person-to-person; 
·:place-to-place transfer· of. Ste.te »Beverage ·Distributor's 
License .SBD-~173. from Harry· A. Boae,, Aaron G. Bode_·· arid 

··.Julius A~ Rode, t/a · Rari ta~ Beverage Co•, Southea'sterly · s.ide~~ 
of Lincoln Highway, ;Lot 15, Block 1130 on As~essmerit Map, , 
Edison Township, Ne J.. . . ·. 

• ,,~t 

'---~-:--1-:-1/~:_;· . C\ . 
. · . · . · .- ... ~:. · .. ·r"C.v ..... ,, "{'\· . 

+ i, ,I '.,H,.,,._,••·',, _. ,,,J • . . . . 

William.~6we.DaMis. 
D1re.ctor. 


