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BULLE'I'IN 404 

1. DISCIPLIN/Ui.Y PHOCEEDINGS - FRONT ·- HUSBAND AND WIFE - DISNlU~SED 
FOE LACK OF PEOOF THAT WIFE n~; FHONT FOH IIUSBArJD. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceed1ngs agaJ.nst · 

l~j1 P0L"Thl~ (01' c~~u-lil1.~) I 1.!.. l..\.) ..l_.l,\l l~.J . . ._..._,_ - '-•.i.. 

SZODOWSKI (or Szadowski), 
Corner of Monmouth Road and 

West Park 1\venue:; . 
Oakhur;:Jt:; Ocean 'I'ownsh:l.p, 
Mo~n·<)ll~-.t1 0(JU~~y· new Jpn°0v. _.;.,. l_ .d . lJ ... ..._, . J. .... lJ :J l\J Vv ._ .L .._:) "-J.j j 

) 

) 

) 

\ 
) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
t].Qn TinoDcp l'J'() 0_~ J0 SSlJ.of h-y• ~t..._.__ .LJ---vv .... J.1-J,_, • • v ......,, - t-- v~l. •'-'r,; 

the Towx1shi.p Committee o:f Ocean ) 
Tovmship_. IJ1onrn0uth County. 

- ) 

CONCJ.JUSIONf) 
AND OHDER 

I. George; Habln.;i Es c~. 3 Attornt:=::y for De:t\·:ndant-Lice:L1see. 
Richard E. Silberman~ Esq. 2 Attorney for State Department of 

Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Tho; clofendarit =L.s charged with (1) violat:Lng the Alco-
n' .oli"' c B0 uE::.r;1p· p T ') '.:'{ •nr rr•,,,l.·- Se'ly·,-· a4 ovl'I -1-1·1a i .,.., 11-'C""'" c:11c c ,:.::. "'' C' -i -v·· ,:-:, n P"1-1 -- VII" -·,,.;.)-'_,..LC.··•· k.\1 •.:A. V.L_, ··- Q ~-..i..J.. ) • .L 1.J, ._,µ0-1- .._, C1. _tJ-. 

cations for licensu that l:i<?r husband is :i.nt\.~r,~sted i.n her tavnrn, 
0 -..-, d ( C.J) V; nl- ~ ·1- _, n P' t 'n•:, ·t 0 "'I'l•" -L,., '"' bv ':1 llo1·:r1' i··1 n· i·1 e:,·r 1··111<' '->,. I"r~' i- n c:::x· 0·1· -( . ..1,.L.i......... ,....., ..!...V ct l.J-1. lo . 4 1->Gl. 1 . ......... ~ L-LVV ~: {_.~ - J~.- ... .!..t_) ...... - .... 0 ~ c..L J..U u..... \._.. "-' 

ni~0 tl-0 ~i"hh+o 0v1c~ l·J~~~r~l· ono0 01" ~~~ S"iul li"csr,.,0~0 .SPP \_..,_L.w--.,,. J.o....,.. l. t;;,.i. U;....1 <:.:.t..J. ,,_ ·-.L-Lv.J.. ,.....,151... .... 0 ........ c . .L ,_c..1.._,_ L·.J.0\ .... 00 " ____ 

R. S. 33:1-25, 26, 52. 

Both charg(::s are 1x~.sed on the theory that tlw defendant 
is acting as a· 11 front 11 for her husband. 

The prum:L~3es where the tavern i~~ locc:~.ted belong to hie 
cL;f::;ndant, havi.ng bom1 purchased by her 5.n 1930. In Ap:t'J_l 1934, 
hi:=.;r husband applied for :~t plcn<:U'Y retail cori;:mrnption lic~~nse for 
those premises. On failure to obtain such licenso, he appli0d 
TO'" ,-,r.1 ··'' 0'1.,_+- CJ l' Y' .:.:,cl ~" ·0·1 ,:YI" '·1·,..,,,. r ,_:,-;- ,, i' J c""1' l0 C' t 0..,]0 1-)11+ l0 or1 -, 1 ("' ,__,,.. c: c ( 1rrl··.--1' c'' l"-·1r::· ..,_ J. '-·'" ... ll .1vc. __ 1,.~, .... - ·~L .t.-1."-'.t.11-.J....,j -~V(.L - - 0 J. -"- v . .! . ..L ....................... l ...... v ,,\,.L ___ J ..... .__, 

"''''YlP 1i\Tnu-< -fOI'_] G:C4-'.-''.,.t:~) f·Ol' t"··i·,·;> ".1''"'""1'·1·ll0 c•:::.•c ·c11·1cl ·J-h1:::iy•,,. ''o·nr;;,,,-.-,'·n/i '-' J... .......... ...-~,._ _,_ -V•_.) "-'V J.L .•. .; ~-~.,_.._, 1 .• )-._..µ:J c ..... ,. J_ . ...__,,,...,..,_, \..·.l.•'-t.L"-VJ'-..-'V/..C..t.. 

11 r111C)I' Thy·; Cl\'J.('' c· 1l c• ~_-or·'-:::, ]"n Ti\·, -i.,.L~" ··-, -,,V l 9'') r:. ·11"1··1·1 -i ~, S' t· i lJ.'.' 0·1Jc·,-1·· ·:~ i- -' J'"' P' -.1..1 .l:\..·!.o .... 1 (:)·~· 0 lJ to -~J . .J.. ...!. ....... ~--'. uci . ..._v -· L···'J. 11 .... -!-.J...C· ...... _,_ , c"'"'.J.._J.0 

this storc.;i he; once: more applied~ c:.md again unsuccessfully :i for a 
C On C~l 1"{1 'J +· J' ()r i· -'; C' ('l- ,, c' r"c,-,-, ·:- l-.p 1""\1' ''1"" l' "' "'' '" 1T\--, ·'"I"'n -~ I,.,t._ ' 1r t-b,, ,:) ""·f· !--'r11 ' ·-:lv: +-.L-~_ 1...- l .. -l. \J •.• .... J -·~ .-.L~.)\ . ...- ..,JJ.. u.L . .1. • .,. J:-.1 v.t ..... J"'-'.:.:J<t ...... \:..~ ·~~c.""'·- t....;.) u . .1..,,,., Uv .. ,_,.i..-.J.c . .i_v 

appl:L'Jd for and obtained suc11 a l:Lcunsu for 1935-36 clnd each year 
tJ:wrea:ft,.:;r. 'The tavurn has b.::;un operated ... under ::mch licc~nscs. 

~~here is J:wthing to indi.c~:.tu that the; defcmdant' s hus­
band is in any way disqua1if10c'. from himself holding a 1:1.quor 1i­
censc. So far as appears, the reason for his failuru to obtain a 
consumption license was that rF:ighbors in the vicinity protested 
!).Cl ,,.l-; n s J,. +· 1" 0 (> "·i-- !:·i '"' l i' S' i'·w·r1 ,:.>n + u~ .p '"i ->- 'l"<"T• ,-I'Y- t 11· '""'"' ,_, L!omc:>·•;r·:c,I' r n '~11c· l• '-t:>L-!.. . ..i. l.; ull,..,,.. 1~...-~ • .>..J ...... IJ ...... \..... ;,,__.,,,_ .... v ..L 1., licv<._ ..... .l. ~,.,_...,t.·.._.,, •. l. .•.. VVi._..vt ..... :J .... .L ... J ~. ,.J. 

protest3 wer\; fj_l,2d wt.,;n tl1c) deL:mda.nt :-.tpplL:d. 

Although the defm1dant ts husb:1nd works with her at the 
tav,,;rn, she claim::.1 that she i.s ,sole owxwr and her husb:::u:1d i,1ercly 
a r::Emager. 
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She testified (somewhat at variance wj_th a statement pre­
viously given to an attorney of this Department) t:nat a. relative 
of hots, a disab1.ed war veteran.? who stayed vvith her from 1932 
until his death in 1934,.;i gave her $2,000.00 while he was alive c:~.nd 
left her almost ~.700.00 more on his death; thatJ with this monc~y J 

she purchased the premises &nd financed h12r husba:nd 1 s venture of the 
liquor store there;i furnishing him in total with $1_,100.00; that 7 

whr.:?n h2r husband failed to get n consumption licm1se in 1935, she 
took over the business for the purpose of seeking such a license and 
operating a tavern there in her own name. 

As to the fact that the tavfir:n' s bank account since 19257 
has been in her husband ts name J the defendant expla.ined that J in 
that year,') she went abroad for several months; thatJ during that 
tr::i.· YJ '"h"" le.ft he'r h11c::bo•nd ·) t1 r• y,,~rur0 of th::; tavc,rn anc'l to exp'. edi te l J 1'v • .._,. -._, • • "'-" (._,{, -•""• ,_,,. ..1,CJ_ t;1 ·-; • .J '• -• -·..,. .t. :J 

b ·i S l'i~ "'Y1 '.Cl 0' p'·ilen· t -1"1'' r~ ':'.> C1i (o C]z--1 nci' ,-, CC (J'! 11"1+· c + ,., T' t•::'I(\ --1 -Yj 11' _:; c D a·11n ° +hat J....i.. .1.Cl.-1- ..... r.:.."b ._..L. J Ct\.;!. (..A. .t ..... v ·--'-1- b Ll ._,. l; ...:> Llt:..t..~ ..__.-.A. __ _.__ ..1..1:::> - • J. \:,..; 3 V~- J 

finding on her return that things had gone we11J she permitted the 
account to continu2 in his name; that all b1ll:3 of the bus]_ness 
( 0 nrl ~1so +11n c~r~vi~g· c·osts 0]0 +h0 p~ 0 rni" 0 n°) n·l·~ n0i'cl f~()rQ tl1i'c C.-1,.J.. ~ I_..!. . u .._,._,, Ll J..J --•~..t-- - l.J.ll~ .J. V-~.l. i-..J<..._.,. ... ) Ct._ I_, ..t -.:J... .... - l.1. .... .::> 

account; that.? of the surplus_9 she, when she sees fit} has her 
husband draw va:rious srnns of i.lloney which sh(; thcT1 divides between 
t 1--1P1T[ S bo nu+·+·i· 'J.g· he,-,., c-·:~1··:1cnp l0 1"1 1['.l''J'-, C' ·:>•ri' np• C' acr-nur·1+ all(.! he putt-1 ng-lJ ..._,._.._ ' .. \_.. l'- l.J V 1. ,L.L.._., .1... 0- C .... .L _, .• • \....- ~ ~ L.I, 'J ..i.. Qt~) ._, ._ V ( ~· i.. • .._ • 

his in a similar account of his ovmo 

In view of the evidence, there is strong possibility that 
the def2ndantrs husband;1 failing on two occasions to obtain a con­
sumption 11cens<:~ f OI' himself, engineered the scheme of having the 
def2ndant seek such a license and 7 if she were successful, to oper­
ate under her license. 

HowBver, it appears equally plausible, in view of the 
defenctant 's ownership of the premises and her havil1g financed her 
husband's !!package!! store bus~lness tlwre, that 7 whe:~n he was u:n.able 
in 1935 to obtain a license for a tavern at the premises, he turned 
eve17thing over to her so that she wight ~-5eek such a licenB:fJ, and, 
as actual proprietor, conduct a tavern there. 

Hence, in the present state of the record 7 the Department 
has not sustained the burden of proving th2t the defendant was in 
any v.;j_se a Hfront 11 for her husband. 8c:3e Sobocienski et al. Vo 

N~wark et al. 2 Bulletin 309, Item 2; Re Silva. Bulletin 390, Item 6. 

However:; the de.fcmclant, to remove: suspicion arid corrobor­
ate her claim that she is sole proprietorJ should change the 
tavern.ts bank acco1,mt into heI' name. 

Hence, these proceedings are dismissed on condition that 
the defendant.I' within a week from the date hereof;; certify that 
tha tavern's bank account is in her name and will remain in h8r 
name so long as she is the licc;;nsee. 

Dated: I\:'[ay 14.? 1940. 

E. W. GAHRE'I''.l~ 2 

Acting Commissioner. 
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2. SEIZUHES - STILI, - PADLOCK VACATED BECAUSE OF UNDUE HAHDSI-IIP. 

) 

) 

:rn th(,:) Matter of the Seizure on 
February 6, 1940 of a still in a 
dweJ.l:i.ng occupied by William E. 
Kinslow, in the· Towr1ship of 
PE'mbe:cton, · county of Burlington ) 
and State of New Jersey. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - ) 

Case 5677 

ORDER 

On April 16, 1940, conclusions and Order were E:mte1·ed 
hert-iin whereby .9 araong other things !I it was ordered that premises 
occupied by William E. Kinslov.r,. located in Pemberton Townsh].p, 
should not be used or occupied for any purpose whatsoever for a 
·pr.'•1·.'l° C.· .,fj . 01'' S l0 -v IDQYl·'-}o c · (' Q·ITJ'T\ ·~·1J.('°1 lli7 ·~JI•.:i\r. l'.'"'.; 19LlQ v ,, ... ,,,. _ .. l\.. .d .L V+..L1.) J •.J J .... t:;: .~•. O . .L t,,.,_J V' ...,. w' 

William Eo Kinslow has l'equested a lifting of th~: padlock. 
·At the time of h:L.s request he was confined in the Mount Holly Jail, 
becaus.e of hj_s conviction in the criminal court of his bootl1::~gging 
a ,.-.t·lyi"·l-l,'."S l'YI QlJ 0 S't·io-··.-, anri l,"' t.0 b•G> 1'>1:,lo'-lc'::>rl 8-'oout· thP rn·t"d. '1 .llC·, Of c.. -~ .J,.. .. Lt t.:... .L.... :i. . . 1::J1 __ .l_l.,_ .... _, _t-> . _ -_ ............ \,<C\.i:Je .. ..1.. _c. . ___ __.. •. ~.. u ,_, 

Iviay. He declares that upon his release:; he will. have DO money to 
pay for either the expense of moving o:r for any new quarters; that 

. he seldom earns sufficient to pay for food for his w].fe and six 
C1·1·i'Ji:!-·"e1"l V"-hc·) ··r.,-:,c:.<·1·cL::i on .+ 1·1e prr'1ui"Qoc··· ·t-i1·1+ his lar1u·"Jcra0 c0to 0 s r1ot .L _ .. v~..L . ~ vl. \:.:...- .•. ) .. ~ . .._. .. v.l._ .. - . .,.,,..,. µ\,,. .. 1-")) ..L. c,...l,J - ... - 1 ·-· _..; .. ..._, ~ 

charge hj_m any rent; that he is helpless 9 and tmable to find any 
l1'J·::1:1· 0 1' +- of' n' i L~1··)y>;:o.d' i C8J'lltY'1l+ . . • V ........ 1.A .... U . _,_µ .C ..i,.. ....- ...... • •. J.J......._,J..J VO 

Independent inqui.ry made by investigators fully substanti-
a tos Kinslow•s statements 1 and if they had becm presented at the 
hearing Lmdoubtedly would have served to rcli.cve h:Lm from padlock-­
ing. His failure to do SQ:; perhaps because he did not understand 
the nature of the proceedings.:i will not bar him frmn .reLl.ef. I be­
liE;ve he has learned his lesson;1 and that padlocking will infl:i.ct 
an undur2 hardship upon him and his f'amily. 

Accordingly.? it is, on this 14th day of May, 1940; 

OHDEHED) that. the padlock heretofore: imposed be lifted.:1 
•2ff.ective irmnediately. 

E. W. GARRETT 1 

Acting Comrrdssioner .. 
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3. SEIZURES - CONFISCATION PROCEEDINGS - PADLOCK ORDER MODIFIED -
HEREIN OF THOSE WHO SUFFER INFIRMITIES. 

In the Matter of the Seiz11re on ) 
July 18, 1939, of a still at. 
167 West Kinney Street, in the ) 
City of Newark, Cou11ty of Essex 
and State of New Jersey. ) 

Case 5.t198 

ON PETITION 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Chester L. Robak;.; Esq., Attorney for Adam Gedrowicz. 

When this matter was last before the Department, on 
November 9th, the late Cormni•S;sioner D. Frederick Burnett said that 
ordinarily he woulci be :Lnclined to lift the padlock as to the 
first floor because it appears that Gedrowicz is an elderly man, 
totally blind>' and that his family is in destitute cir cum.stances. 
It appeared.? hoW(?Ver.? that th.i.s was· not his first offense. The 
padlock, therefore.? wa;~ continued in full force and effect so far 
as the first floor was concerned, but in respect to the physical 
and financial situation of Gedrowicz, _time was allovved to him to 
make other arrangements.? mid hence the effective date of the pad­
lock order was postponed indefinitely. 

Undt_~r date of November 18, 1939, a letter was received 
from his attorney as follows: 

"I have been requested by Adam. Gedrowicz of 16? 
West Kinney St., Newark, to a.pply on his behalf .for .re-­
consideration of your order dated November 9.? 1939, with 
reference to the padlocking of the apartment in which 
Mr. Gedrowicz lives with his family. I believe you aro 
fully aware of the physical handicap of Mr. Gedrowicz -
that of total blindnes::> with which he is afflicted. It 
has taken .several years to get himself adjusted to tlw 
surroundings so he could move around without assistance, 
and. forcing him now to another stiTrm1nding would expose 
him to a hazard of bodily injury when he is home.; all alone 
during the daytime. This is a very pitiful case and I 
believe that the law had fully exacted from Mr. Gedrowicz 
the penalty for his transgression. You will agree that he 
had already been suff~Lciently punished by our criminal 
courts; going through the:; ordeal and indignities of ar­
rest and trial:i and the sentence imposed upon him by 
Judge Brennan will surely serve as deterrent that he vllill 
stay away from illicit production of liquor. It is not 
necessary to rely· only on the promise of Mr. Gedrowicz -
that he will offend no more_,, but the probation of three 
years imposed upon h:im will give full assurance that he 
will go straight. Under the pres(~nt arrangement, the 
probation officer is visiting Gedrowicz at his home and 
the probation officer can fully observe whether there is 
any violation of our laws on the premises. 

"It will be very difficult for Mrs. G1~drovilicz to 
find suitable quarters during the winter months. The 
penalty imposed by you upon Gedrowicz is in fact a pen­
alty on his wif1:;, who has to carry the burden of support­
ing herself and her husband. 
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ttFor these reasons I fully hope that you will 
give our request your favorable consideration ai."'1d will 
rescind the above order, or at least modify it to 
such an extent that will permit Gedrowiczs 1 to r~emain 
on the premises until spring time. 11 

The following letter, dated November 27, 1939, was re­
ceived by this Department from the Chief Probation Officer of 
Essex County: 

"After receiving your letter of Nover.aber 21st.'. 
regarding Adam Gedrowicz,;1 our blind probationer in . 
whose bohalf his attorney applied to you for modifica­
tion of the order padlockj_ng ·his place of residence, 
I discussed the situation thoroughly with the probation 
officer in charge of' this man and vve agreed to ac.cept. 
the responsibility~ of supervising, this man• s activi­
ties to the point where he will ndt re-engage in .tho· 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating beverages. The 
probation officer .. has.boon instructed upon his visits 
to the home of Mr. Gedrowic.z · (which. will be. made not 
less tht:tn "twice· monthly at unanrib'unced, ir:i;·egular ·in"."'.,. 
tervals), to thoroughly inspect the premises in which 
the prbbationer is living. If any .. indications of vio­
lation of the Beverage Law appear· during· these :vj_..s.it.s, 
you will be promptly notified." · 

. . ~ 

Supervision of the unfortux1ate probationer has now been 
arrang·ed to.offect the (~nds.of justice~· ..... , 

• ' • ~ ' • • • • : ' ~ : 1 • ' • - • 

·. :.. · .Ac.cordihgly., the· order entered'· herein oh November 9, · 1939 
is' arnehaed by' ·striking' t}l.e.refrom pa•rc'.1graphs if:f211 and n311' of said 
order and in· lieu thereof inserting a. iiew ·paragraph as follows: 

"2. It 1s·a1se vaeated so far as concerns the padlock­
ing of any· ·other part~ of the ,premises in question, subject, how­
ever, to immediate reinstatement if Gedrowicz again violates." 

·' E .. W •.. GARRETT, . 

Dated: May 15, 1940. 
. ·.Ac.ting. Commissioner. 

. . . : . ' 
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4. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - NEWARK LICENSEE - SALES TO MINOR. -
5 DAYS ON GUILTY PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary ) 
Proceedings against 

HERMAl\J KARPF 3 

105 So. Orange Ave., 
Newark, N. J • , 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-'798, issued by the 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic ) 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Newark. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Richard E. Silberman, Esq., Attorney for the Department of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Sidney Simandl, Esq., Attorney for Licensee. 

The licensee has pleaded guilty to charges that on or 
about March 21, 1940 he sold alcoholic beverages to a minor, in 
violation of R. S. 33~1-77 and Rule 1 of State Regulations 20. 

The license will therefore be suspended for a period of 
ten days, less five days for the guilty plea. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 15th day of May, 1940, 

ORDERED, that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-?98, 
heretofore issued to Herman Karpf by the Municipal Board of Alco­
holic Beverage Control of the City of Newark, be and the same is 
hereby suspended for a period of five (5) days, effective May 20, 
1940, at 3:00 A.M. (D.S.T.) 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FHONT FOR PERSON APPARENTLY QUALIFIED -
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR BALANCE OF TERJ'JI - LEAVE TO APPLY, AFTER 10 
DAYS, FOR LIFTING SUSPENSION IF LICENSE TRANSFERRED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary ) 
Proceedings aga:Lnst 

CHARLES KING, 
301 York Street, 
Burlington City, N. J., 

) 

) 

) Holder of Plenary Retail Distri­
bution License D-3, issued by the 
Common Council of the City of ) 
Burlington. 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDEH 

Budd IVI. Rigg, Esq.:1 Attorney for Defendant-Licensee. 
Charles Basile;; Esq., Attorney for the State Department of 

Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

The licensee has pleaded guilty to charges of making 
false statement in his application for license and having knowingly 
aided and abetted a non-licensee to exercise the rights and privi­
leges of his license. 
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It appears that the undisclosed pr:hiC.ipal is IVIr,:s. Eva 
Frode1~ich:, who, because of a judgment obtained against her by 
creo_:itor s, did not apply fol' the license in her ovm n:.rn10:.. She 
a,ppear.s fully qualified to hold a license. 

It appears further that steps are being taken to correct 
the violation. However:; for the false statcitlent made in the ap­
plication thu license will be suspend0d for the; balance of the 
term. 

Accordingly, it is, on tlLi.s 15th day of J'Jiay, 1940J 

OHDEEED, that Plenary Retail Dis_tribution Licunso D-3, 
her,::;tofore :Lssued to Charles King by the C01:1111on Council of the 
City of Burl:Lngton, be and the same: is hereby suspended for the 
balance of th2 term,. effoctJ.ve May 20;1· 1940, at ~~:00 A.M. Daylight 
Saving Time, or Eastern Standard '.l'ime.? whichever time is t.dfect:L ve 
in said munlcipality. 

It :~~ furt1'· 1 e'-'l' OR<D'1l'PET) -r-1·1·<>t J'+' "' 1'10.·J "''11"·'n +1-.a·"•Cf'(1 l" of c•ai'd _ .J... i...; .l. • l. , :.i_ L • .1 J v t:.i.. .. ...J. Q....L .. V'i'. '--" v J ....... \.') __, ~... . - tJ ---

license is granted by the local issuing authority to a duly qua1J.­
fied applicant, upon proper proof shown 3 the su;::;pension herein 
ord2red will b.=~ vacated::i provJ.d(;d.9 however, that in no event shall 
said suspension be vacated prior to the expiration of ten (10) 
d.:ws from the:: effecti.ve date h(~reof. 

E. W. GAHHETT:i 
Acting CorrnniSL-3ioner. 

6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FHONT - PROOF INADEQUATE - CHAHGE 
DISiHSSED. 

In the Matter of Distiplinary 
Proceedings against 

FRANK VASAPOLI, 
501 ·· Hichmond Street, 
Plainfield, New Jersey, 

) 

) 

) 

) 
:· -Ho:lder of Plenary Retail Con- . 

su:mption License No. C-2, issued) 
by the Mayor and Common Council . 
of the City of Plainfield. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OEDER 

Joseph Mutnick 3 Esq. :i Attorney for De:fendant-Licen~>ee. 
Eclward Sacli,,J.r, Esq., Attorney for Hicllmond Realty Company, 

Landlord. 
Qr ·1u »l B I' lf j .,;i "'sr" A·t-tc)rYl'"'T f~O~' ·'-'•c> 'TDr.pa· 1~+,~. E" 1" t o.·f' 1-1Cli1 \::-. • -:Le. · C..J.~\..~.? J:', .. ..J.•, . . '· ~.'; J. 01~'-" . c -- v•-1 .• u -· 

Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

·rhe defendant i.s charged with having knowingly aided and 
• abetted one Gu .. sta.v Niill.er to exercise the: rights and privileges of 

the dei\mdal'1t's 1938-9 license, contcnry to R. f:). 375:1-26, 6~;. 

The case, as presented by tho evidencc1 is not clear. It 
center;:; about the question whether the d(.:;fendant pc~rrn:L th~cl J.Hller 
to act as ten ta ti ve propriE~tor of tho tavern from Dccc;mbi.?l' 3, 19Z58 
until some time after J-a.nuary 1, 1939. 
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The story begins with ncgotia tions by vasapoJ.i, thcri 
being hard pressed by debts, to sell his tavern to Augustus Bivona. 
On November 21, 1938 a formal agrc::emcnt of such sale was ex(?cutcd 
and. Bivona thereupon, with the defendant's written consent, applied 
to the: Plainfield .Mayor and Council for a transfer of the defcmd­
ant' s license to himself. However, on December 1, 1938 the de­
fendant attompted to withdraw his consent, stating that ho had 
obtained financial aid to enable him to carry on. Shortly there­
after, on December 3, Miller, ordinarily a leather goods worker, 
began what he and the defendant claim vvas employment as a bar­
tender i.n the defendant's tavern. However, when the attorney for 
th2 landlord of the premises threatc.?nt::d the defendant with dis-­
tra:i.n t for eight monthsl back rent totaling ~p320.00, the attorney.? 
after some dickering, was assured that Miller vvould stand good for 
the rent. 

Theruaftcr,· on December 19, 193-S, the Plainfield Mayor and 
Council, clespite the_def\mdant's attempted withdrawal of his con­
sent and the landlord's objection that Bivona vvould not be perrni t­
ted in the pre:rn.ises, ·nevertheless granted Bivona' s ap_plication for 
transf0r of the defendant ts license to himst::lf. Thereupon. on the 
next day (December 20), the lancl.lord ts attorney again thr·eatened 
tho defendant with distra:Lnt 7 whereupon Gustav Miller paid tho . 
back rent of ~i320. 00 cind obtained an assigmncmt of tlL:; landlord rs 
claim. At the same time th2 landlord and Miller (?xecuted. a three­
yet1r leo.se for the premises, the defendant consenting. 

TherE;after, on December 27, 1938, Vasapoli f ilcd an ap­
pe[,~l from the transfer of his liccmse, which was heard on January 
11 3 19Z~9. In that case Bivona contended that the appeal was not 
in good faith since Miller, and not vasapoli, was the real party 
in interest. Bivona and his father testified that on November 28, 
1938, Vasapoli, the defendant, told th:;n that Miller was willing 
~o pay $1,000.00 more thari their price for the tavern; that he. 
(the defendr.mt) off rc!red them $;300. 00 to vvi thdraw; that they, how-

. ever, refused. Bivona ts father furth2r claims that, when in the 
office of Vasapoli's then attorney on December 20, 1938, he saw a 
written agreement of sale of the business from the defendant to 
Miller vdth the provL-oo that, if Bivona got the license.9 l\']j.ller 
would render an accounting to the defendant and g:L ve him $200. 00 
in addition. 

On March 5, 1939, the transfer was reversed because Bivona 
never had right to possession of the licensed premises, and. i.t was 
also directed, in view of the eviJence abaut Miller, that the 
present proceedings be institut against vasapoli, charging that 
he acted as a 11 front" for ]';Liller. See Vasapoli v. Plainfield and 
Bivon~, Bulletin 301, Item 7. 

The attorney J at whose offic.::; the defenc.lLmt' s agrcom(:;nt 
of sale to Miller was claincd to be, specifically stated, on in­
quiry by an investigator of this Department, that he knows of no 
such agreement. · 

Th(:: def end ant and Miller similarly deny the existence of 
any such agreement. They state:; that Miller was .originally a patron 
at the tavern; that he approached the; defendant for a job and was 
hired, on December 3, 1938, as an ordinary bartender for $30.00 a 
week; that Miller ;1 seeing the dc;f'cnd.ant ts acute distress; agreed to 
help him out by paying the back rentals and going on the lease; 
that, after said lease.? he orally sublet the premises to the de­
fendant with the landlordts cons•2nt; that he pays the rentals and 

.. 
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in turn is reimbursed in cash by the defendant. Vasapoli further 
testified that, despite Miller ts inexperience as a bartender, he 
paid him $30. 00 a week because he believes -chat a fair wage pre­
vents a bartender from steal1.ng; that around January 1 he; let 
Miller go because business became slow. 

Another bartender who has been with the defendant since 
1935 testified that he was instructed by the ch=::fendant to break 
Miller in as a bartenc'.U.:;r; that he (the witw::;ss) was in the tavern 
during the daytime and :Miller c:md the defendant at night. 

There is much to support the plaus:LblE; possibility that 
Miller was interested in acquiring the defendant's tavern if he, 
instead of Bivona., could g1::~t a transfer of thr:; license and that 
he was, from December 3, 1938, w1til at lei1st January 1, 1939, a 
provisional or tentativ;:; propr:Lc:;tor of the tavern using the priv­
ileges of the~ defendant's license. While the' story of trw 
Bi.vonas about the agreement of sale to Miller must be viewed cau­
tiously, since it i;3 testimony by embi tterc~cl · vd tnesses J neverthe­
l2ss the lease in Miller1s name lends color to their claim. That 
Miller signed the lease merely as a favor to his employer when th£ 
landlord insisted on a responsible person is not a satisfying ex­
planation. It is evidc:~nt that, if Vasapoli were. to continue as 
owner of the tavern, he normally would also sign the lease. 

Furth;__;rmore, the fact thQ.t the; defenda,nt on December l, 
1938 suddenly claimed that h:.:; had financ:Lcil backing and. on Decem­
ber 3 hired Miller as a bartendor, despite his inexperienc2:1 lend: 
additional color to the Bivonas' story. 

On the: othc:r hand,· the attorney in whose office the 
agresrnent was allc.:ged to hav\C: been seen, denies its· existence. 
Furthermore.11 it would seem strange that Miller should, on Decembe1 
20, 1938, the day after granting of the transfer to Bivona, enter 
a lease for tlhl premises as a step in the purchase of the tavern. 
Bi vona~\s father states that the agreement between the defc::ndant 
and Miller was that., if Bivona got the transfer:> Miller would thc1 
step out of the picture by rc:mdering an accounting to the defend­
ant and a st.un of mon<c:y to boot. 

The evidence being at odds, I do not believe th:it the De­
partment has carried the burden of proof.· While I may conj ecturo 
as to vvhat occurredjl conjecture is not proof. Howevcrj i.t is sat­
isfying to not.::: tha.t Miller ceased connection vii th the tavern som . 
D.fter January 1, 19~2>9. 

The charg12 is dismiss 

Dated: May 16, 1940 • 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 
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7. DISCIPLINAHY PHOCEEDINGS - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BY 
HOLDEH OF A.R.C. PERMIT - LICENSE SUSPENDED 1 DAY - PERMIT 
SUSPENDED 15 DAYS. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings ag~inst 

) 

) 
ISADORE KATZ_. 
T/a Colony Liquor Store, ) 
107 Main Street, 
Sayreville.:i New Jers(w, ) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Distribu- ) 
tion License D-1, issued by thG 
Mayor and Borough Co'Lmcil of the: . ) 
Borough of Sayreville:;; and holder 
of Special Permit No. ARC 4117, ) 
issued by the State:: Commissioner 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDEH 

Samuel B 0 Helfanci., Esq., Attor:ne'y for the State Denartnen t of 
Alcoholic Beverage Contr(>l. ·· 

Herman C. Silverstc~in.9 Esq., Attorney for the Defcmdant-Lic(:;nsee. 

Licensee has pleaded guilty to a chargG of permitting 
Isadore Kessler:; a citizen of Hussio..9 empluy .. ::d by him pursuant to 
Special Permit l\fo. ARC 4117, to sell alcoholic bffiTeragGs ·on March 
20, 1940, contrar:;r to Rule 3 of State Regulations 11. Ali.ens may 
not sell, solicit th2 sali2, or part:i.cipate in the manufacture, of 
alcoholic beverages unles.3 their mother cowvitry has entered into 
a treaty with the United States affording reciprocal privileges to 
the citizens of those countries. Hule 1 of St.'1tu Regulat:ions 11. 
No such treaty exists between Russia and the United States. 

It appears that, on the day in question, tho saleslady at 
the licensc::d premises received d:Lstress:Lng nows concerning tho ill-
11ess of her sister, and while she was resting in the rear of the 
store"' a sal<.? of three cans of bi:::: er was mad.e by Kessler to inves­
tigators of this Department. 

In view that there is no evidenco that Kessler sold alco­
holic beverages on any other occasion, and that the licensoc•s 
record is otherwise clf;ar, the license will be suspended for one 
day;; and th:.; permi.t :for fifteen days. 

Accordingly, it is, . on this 16th clay of JVIay:; 19.::1:0, 

OHDEHED, that Plenary Heta11 Distribution License D-1, ti.ere­
tofor.:-; is:3ucd ·to Isadore Katz 5 T/a Colony Liquor Store, by the Mayor 
and Borough Council of the Borough of Sayreville, be and th(:! same is 
h. e-·rnbv· cuC'pr'lli 1 <"(.1 ·"'or <) DcJI'l0 oa1 ()' '+' O"' ·:_, (1\) Q1 ''\T "'J..C•P,::_,c.J..i' ve \;T,:iv 0 1 19t'.L!J .._.. ~./ .J tJ ~ ..... L......- J. l. CJ. J. t.:;: ~L .J.J.t:• Ct.J' v J . ...,. lJ · l1.L1...-Ltl (v~ ;J '- .....,., J 

at 3~00 A.M. (DoSoT.); and it is furtllor 

ORDEHED 7 that Special Permit No. ARC 411'7;1 heretofore is­
sued to Isadore Katz, T/a Colony Li.quor Store~, by the State Commis­
sioner of Alcoholic Beverage Control, be and the same is hereby sus­
nnndPC}c fO-l" '' pc.:.· .... ~ Od7 Of fl' .f.'tnt->-·1 (} 5-) .o ~,,,~ .:-:,-f'f· '°'Ctl' \T."' '\1l'·1y1 <J<) 1940 a+ l.- v '-' '-; . V-1. J..., . _ _ J.. v vl \ . U_c,~J ~J J IV_;_ \....· \::.: J., c..,_ ~N 3 ' Lr 

3:00 A. M. lD.S.T.) 

E. W. GARRET1';1 
Acting Con~issioner. 

• 



BULLETIN 404 PAGE 11. 

8. Dif!CIPLINAi.L\Y- PROCEEDINGS - FRONT - PEOOF NO~C SUFFICIENT TO SHOW 
PAHTNERSHIP EXISTED - CHARGES DISMISSED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

STEPHEi'J JAL1ES ANDREWS, 
Bakers Basin Road and 

Brm1swick Pike, 
Lawrence Township, Mercer 

CowJ.ty, 
P.O. R. D. 3, Trenton, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-2, issued by the 
Township Committee of Lawrence ) 

) 
Township, lVlercer County. 

Stephen James Andrews, Pro Se. 

CONCLUGIONS 
AND OHDEH 

C. he-r'"'lnc: B·i 0 1' lro· l=i'sq A+to·r•r1n17 fo·.1..·---. Dc'P'-lI'i--,.,,,,,nt of Alcoholic :t. '-' - C. ..::,.) - .._.' ..1...J • ;J l.J ~ .L .._,, v · · ,..,. 1.. v1H .,_,,. 

Beverage Control. 

Licensee pleaded not guilty to charges alleging, in sub­
stance_!) (1) that in his application he falsely stated that no 
other individual had any interest dJ.rectly or indirectly j_n the 
license appliod for or in the busirk:ss to be conducted under saj_d 
ll .. c·'"""'s·c0 wr'1;0'I---.·"'PS' i·.,,., f. a-· ct o·r1P 0 "1rnu·:·0 1 l-'c:>J'"'_t.'l'1 J··1 i'1:-:ia'1 s1 1 c 11 a:-·-, -:·,1tP-r-~J . ..l.1 "J ~_, "-';,:), J l..J.. ' ..__. }~lLl \._.. l...., .. ,,Ct. .. .i. •.. -:.. LA.•l 1..i. _Ll., ...,_ 

est; and (2) that since July 1 9 19ZSD he lmow:Lngly aided and abt;:~t-
·t·"a-' Sa1·11u 0 l Pp1>•-n·:·1n ·:~ 1-1on--·1 ., c 00··1r•::oc. to r:)V(Cl"l.''>C··!s···:, tl--·o -,,-i n·-n1 +c• a·1·1(j_ 'I..... l-.. t... \.... .l..1..._ ..... .1..~.1.c, . .L:; u i .J..-J... ~ ...... 1 ,:>\: ........... J . ......._~c... _,..L.. .. c. · llv ..t -"-0 .... v._.1 _ 

privileges of his license. 

'I'hc evidenC(} introduced on bt'.half of the Dcpartmen,c con­
sists of a statement signed ~y the licensee on Sept6mber 20, 1939. 
I ·1·1 '""'l·_,;i ctr.:•+•::•''1(.-vi·c'· +h. "'' ll° C•"nc·p.·-, c;:ivs tl"·.,-t- i'·-·1 19''"1° }·1·:-, e·1 nt 0 I'C--'<" 0c.J. l..i.. U uvi.:::;.:H -. .....-.1._ / v_ v "'" .•. µ.....,,..._,. 01-.... f J.o-vJ ..L it..C>' . \;_, ..1. v. v~l 

into a wrl tt--.:m agreement with Samuel Horman to take him into a 
50-1'-\Q p•1·~-f_-D,-_-,y> S 1'l'l n ~ ·'-']"'-" ·t tl1n w·:'>l ++-c:••1_ a· P'r-" -y:1·c·n·I-- lRT'-'l C' (;! ·o c tro'uv-' "Vtr)'.:°l•"'Yl ~ _cJ.v.J.. ......... )..1.::::...t:::...ll,, . ..L1...A. v ..i.. ....... t..11.J.l.. 0 v8l.1.t;.::; Lo"'11u..i:>J..t..;.,J J· ..... ,\..i 11.i.......,...._ 

it was di;3covcrcd that Samuc:l Hcrma.n could not qualify for a li­
cense solely bc~causc he had not bccm a resident of the Tovmship 
for five years.? as required by a muni.ci.pal regulation; that 11wi:; 
hav·:..: a V<n:'bal undcrsta.nding nmv, that j_:f and when any profits are 
made we vvill divide them betwe·:::::n u;-3 on equal shares. n 

Licensc;e testified at the hearing herein that, in December 
19258, lk: gave Samw2l Herman a concessJ.on to run the kitchen and 
dining room on his licensed premises; that he desired to take 
Herman into the liquor· business as o_ partner and ~3igncd the 11v-ri t­
t,::;n agreernont ri;_;-,ferred to abov-::; that the~ agrcern.ent never became 
effective because Herman could not qualify as a licensee j_n the 
Township. Th,0; licensee furthc::r testi.fied that the l8ase for the 
prc:rnises has always been in h:Ls nam0; that all bills are in his 
name and that he has received all profits from the liquor business. 
He also testif:i.ed that Samuel Horman invested no monc:y, aside from 
purchasing s orne kitchen equipment, received no profits from the 
sale? of alcoholic beverages on the licensed premisos and surren­
dered the dining room concession in January l94:0. 

Since the written agreement has been dQstroyed, it is 
impossible to det0rmine its exact provisions. However, the state­
mcmt given by the licensee on September 20, 19~)9 is con.sistc~nt 
with his sworn testimony that the written agr12em10nt vvas to ta.ke 
effect in tlw future and tlKn only if the license should be trans­
ferred into the name of both parties to the agreement. Licensee 
now swears that thert; was n~;ver any verbal agreement to create a 
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partnership. Tl1e Department has not establj_s.hed that Samuel Her­
man received any of the profits or exercised any control over the 
1 . d b 0 1 b ., ., ,.., .J- 1 ,_ 0 ., icense . usiness. 'I',:ie . ·uru.en oi proor has no(., ,Jeen sus Liainea. 
'I'he case is distingu:L:3hed from He B_el'}}Stein.2.. Bulletin 388_, Item Z>:; 
wherein it. was found that the vvri tt(-3Il agrec:nl(:mt 3 by its ter·ms, 
established a partnership which was later dJ.ssolved. Here, it has 
not been shown that <::l partn2rship ever existed. 

The charges are, therefore, dismissed. 

E. W. GAHRETT, 
Acting CommissJ.oner. 

Do.ted: May 16, 1940. 

9. APPELLATE DEC I Ea mm - ALEKSIAK v. PEET fl fil\~BC'[. 

THEODORE ALEKSIAK and LAUB.A 
ALEKC3IAK, 

Appellants:; 

-VS·-

BOARD OF' COivilvlIS~3IONEHU OF 'TFO~ CITY 

) 

) 

) 

) 

OF' PE;::1TH AJ.:IBOY., ) 

Hespondent ) 

ON APPEAL 
COE CL US IONS 

David I. Stepacoff, Esq., Attorney for Appellants. 
Francis M. Scaman, Esq., Attorney for Respondent . 

. Appellants 13.ppr3a.led frorn. th(? action of respondent in 
suspending Plenary He·ccdl Consumption Llcens2 C--107 :i covering pr0rn­
ises at 7-9 Smith Str<..':ct, Perth i\mboy, for a period of thirty clay~;. 
The suspension was imposed after appellants had been found guilty of 
purmi tting the salE.' of lottery ti eke ts J p:anai tt:Lng the playing of 
skee ball for drinks, and pe:nui ttj_ng a brawl on t.r1c: licensed prem­
ises Q 

Appellants f aiL?d to app,::ar at the tL.112 and place 
dt.;signa ted for hearing he1«2in ancJ. attornev s for both no.rt.ies ad­
vised that app.:;llantE:i did not intend to p~osecut 1:' the~ appeaJ.o 

Sinee the: d.c.te fixed for hearing J respondent J on May 
15, 19<'.W J adopted a resolut:Lon whl.ch recit·2s th~; thirty-day suspcm­
sion and. appeal and furth2r providc~s ~ 

HWTillREAS ;i m1 application has b8c:n rnadr2 to the Board of 
Conmissioners for the t:rar~sfer of said licunse frorn 
'11hc:odore and. Laura Alc:ksiak to l.'Hcha:;)l and Mary Zernb;;t; 

11 NOWJ THEHEF011E, BE IT AND IT IS HEHEBY HE~::oLVED~ Tl1at 
the suspension of this body, on January 17, 1940, of 
Pl ::OY-'"'I'V n~+"'l01 Co·r'1···wr-·)tio·1·) L-lc-ynS"' ''JO I' .. in7 i'cc'U""C:l t;.clo. J tE:::ucc _L. .S :Ll -- .~ ,.J_~CJ.J. i.::. l'· • •,;-.L,, ' "'"' L 

to Thc:odore and Laura Alcksiak, be i11odifi<c;d sq as to 
suspend ~elk saicl license for a period of ten (10) days j 
three (3) days of which has already be(~n enforced. 

• 
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!!BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That this modifica-
tion of the suspr_jnsion of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License No. C-10'7 issued to 'rheodore and 
Laura Aleksiak and the transfer of said Plenary 
Hetaj_l Consmnption License. from Thc;odore and 
Laura Alcksj_ak to Michael and Mary zemba_, shall 
be of no effect whatsoever unless approved by the 
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control." 

For the reasons set forth above, the action of respon­
dent in finding the licensees guilty as charged is affirmed. Tho 
penalty i.s hereby modj_fied by rc~ducing the suspension from thirty 
days to ten days.9 less tllree days already served. 

So far as this Department is concerned;; the transfer of 
the license is :1pproved, provided such transfc')r shall not become 
effective until the expiration date of the suspension herein im­
posed. 

E. VV o G·PiI\l1J£T~r J 

Acting CoJ.11mi::;sioncr. 

Dated: Iviay 16 J 1940. 

10. DISCIPLINARY PHOCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOH - 15 DAYS ON 
CONFES~HON OF GUILT. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary ) 
Proceedings against 

FHANK W. WHITE 3 
rfl / .~ C)l-L ') ·i::.\ ·~I" 
J_ 1 c:t (....} - N J..Jc..... 9 

0 1 ' C) '' ..... 1- "-(1-'-- ·1 c· ~ ._,,-1u -0J..J-~-· 1-i.t_, a.~. t_,__;_ J-i\lcl \c).!I 

Atlantic City, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
tion License C-112, issued by 
tht; Board of Corn.missioners -of the ) 
City of Atlantic City. 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDEH -

Stanton J. Macintosh, Esq., Attorney for Department of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Frank w. White, Pro Se. 

Licensee has entered a plea of guilty to charge that on 
or about September 29 ;1 1939 lw possessed illicit alcoholic bever­
ages i.n _ tlm t . twenty..,..one (21) quart bottles found in h:L::; licensed 
premises contained beverages which varied from genuine samples 
used for comparative purposes in color, proof and acid and solid 
content, iu violation of R. S. 33~1-50. 

• The usual penalty for this violaU.on is thirty (30) days. 
However, lic6nsee entered his plea in ample time prior to hearing 
and thereby ~i;;w.;.~d tl:v:: Departmc;nt the time and expense incident to 
proving its case. -

The license wi.11 bQ suspended for fiftraen (15) days in_ 
accordance with Re Ol:!-ni2 Bulletin 389, Item 3. 
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Accordingly, it is, on this 16th day of May, 1940, 

ORDERED, that Plenary Retail ConsLm1ption License C-112, 
heretofore issued to Frank W. White by the Board of Comraissioners 
of. the City of Atlantic City, be and the same is hereby suspended 
for fifteen (15) days, effective May 20, 1940, at 9:00 A.M. (Day­
light Saving Time) • 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - WIFE ALLEGED FRONT FOR HUSBAND WHO 
IS QUALIFIED - LICENSE NOW TRANSFERRED TO :BOTH - CHARGES 
DISMISSED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

FANNIE WALDMAN, 
38 Court Street, 
Newark, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of plenary Retail. Consump­
tion License C-399, issued by the ) 
Munici-oal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control of the City of ) 
Newark. 

- - - - ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Nathaniel J. Klein, Esq. 5 Attorney for the Licensee. 
Stanton J. Macintosh, Esq., Attorney for Department of 

Alcoholic Beverage; Control. 

Licensee was charged with fronting for Louis Waldman. Li­
censee has frankly conceded that al though license: was issued in­
dividually to her, both she a11d her husband, Louis, have operated 
the licensed business for their joint benefit and the benefit of 
their family. It is trw::: that within the purview of thf; Alcoholic 
Beverage Law a technical violation existed in that the husband. 
Louis Waldman, had a limited undisclosed interest in the llcensed 
busi.ness. 

It appears that tlx: llcensee, through her own efforts, 
secured the money necessary for the inltial license .. Since that 
time th.e liccmsed business has been the family's source of in­
come. Husband and wife vvorked side by side for their common wel­
fare. 

Under these circu1nstances, it is easy to understand how a 
wife might well feel tl1at what was hers was her husband's. Such 
sentiments are refreshing in these: days of feminine independence. 
Certainly, a family enterprise should not be punished for an in­
advertent misunderstanding of the technicalities of the law. 

Since the institution of these proceodings, the license 
hold by Fannie Waldman has been transferred to Fannie Waldman and 
Louis Waldman, as partners. 'I'his transfer has corrt.:~cted the situ­
ation. 

The ends of ju;3tice vvill bi.:; best served by imposing no 
punishment. I arn more interested in correct:Lve procedure than in 

• 
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puni t;j_ve measures. 

Accorclingly, :Lt is, on this 16th d2.y of M:ay, 1940, 

ORDEHED;i that these procN;clings be and the same are 
hereby dismissed. 

E. W. GARRET7;, 
Act].ng Cornmission8r. 

12. DISQUALIFICATION - APPLICATION TO LIFT - GRANTED. 

In the Matter of an Application ) 
to Remove Disqualification be­
cause of a conviction, pursuant ) 
tb R. S. 33:1-Sl.2 (as amended 
by Chapter 350, P.L. 1938). ) 

Case No. 83 ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

In 1Dl3 petitioner was convict1::x1 in the State of New 
York of murdur in the second degree and sentenced to a term of 
from twuntv VtJDrs to llfe. In 19:-:;f) he was pa:coL:;d and was ern­
ployc~d for" thrc:u years thereafter by a cont1~actor in New York 
City; in 1932 he removed to New Jersey, and for the next few 
years i:::;ngaged i.n business on his own account as the owner of 
cigarette vending machJ_nl)S. Slnc.J 1934 he has b,:;en c~mployed in 
various capacities on licensed premises. 

At thE~ hc:arj.ng herein his parole officer, who is con­
nected with the Department of Institutions and Agoncies of the 
C"t ··1 t ::::. r.> ·q ., . J· r.•,Y> ~ :'.:> t :.) t· • f' • · l th· ·f.. . :o+ .. ; t 0 

' ' 1 ., n· '). C.> '.:IT "'rl C)"(' f}l0 c• 0 ;e~ \;j OJ. hl:;\V ~ .. L :::;cy 7 c:S l leQ ~.lav pev.L, l0.!11.;I .3.S o-.,C~l ULJ...j{.::)_ - 0 

dJ.rect supervision sJ.nc 1:~ 1932; that he lias known pc ti t:i.onc:C' in·-­
t:Lrnately s.incc that time; trw.t he considers him :_1 very satisfac­
tory parolee; that h;;:; hu.s no m1sati.sfactory reports fron any 
source and b'::':.lleves that parolee: hc.s rnadE; an excellent adjustment. 

An attorney at law of tho State of New Jersey, who has 
known petitioner for about five years, testified that durinB that 
timt:: pcti tioner has ncnrcr bec.:n arrested or conv:Lctc!d of any 
crim:2. A report received f:com ttL) New York Stc::.tc: Div:ision of 
Parole indicatE;s that petitionc:r 's parole record has been satis­
factory. The Chiuf of Police of the rmmicipality where pc;ti­
t1on(:r resides has cert1f:Lcd that his Department has no rGcord or 
pe::ndin:; investigation against or concr::rr13.ng pet:Lt1oner herein. 

This case has caused m1C: some cdfficu1 ty bcco.use of the~ 
3,.;riou;3ncss of the crime;. The result of our investigation ~:;hows 
+->,,i+ +i1i:·, c'~" .. l~g'"' ot~ s·"cu--r1c'1 d···,""l'nr., r"1u·rc·1,.,.,., '·1ros·co f·rom. ~ ~11c)oti··11g V-1.lO~V V .. ._.. .-. .lC..l ...,,. . \...- ..t-A- 'C(;.':1 .._...._.. J. t.:...::..L. C ~\;_, -~ ct"-"- . 

•:/hich occurred during a ;'treet br:1wlo 'I'hi;> h2.pr.h::ncd twm1ty-seven 
\Ti-'"1rc· 0 g·o Bv !1·'1 s l"'''T1t'11 ·1c+ c"'11r·•i'11°· +hP pr:ts·t n'I e-·v·--'!'l '/·C1 •0 r~c· p··:-,+i· -J ........ u.. ;J 1..-1~ • J ... ..1..~ vi..,/ ... d L- v ,.1.._,._ ~:J v-.-'-' c -..~.J... I;.::._ J 1._ .. c-:t. ,,) J G V-

tj.QHOl° has ;::;hewn h:Lmse1f worthy of G. hu1ping hancl In his effort 
.. to l:Lve clown tho paf:;t. Si.nc1:; his rc)l•;;ase in 1929 he .i:ms married 

and is the father of two children. Before beginning his employ-
101'"·'1~1 +- on li" c· ·:> r <' ,;:,.,:i nr ,::'1ni" r< E_H' 1·1t" I, ('>H(> ·:·· l 0 l'; l1 "1l' c (, ;-,r~ '\''l'0 

(' + ]0 0'"' + ., t'!., ,· .. , ("1~1l' "'.(.' J..J.. \,._,. .V ..... \..: ... I..lfo..)"-,-_.(, J:"" \,,.J.. • 0 ,-µ' - _,, ./ \i .._,.<.:,.:.. <..,;... ,,..i. i,3 _,\,J, l I , •"I.,; .. .L.L ~.J\_) .lJ.•.._., ,1- \....•J.. 

of Police anc~ the local issuing au.thortties in the municipo.lj_t;/ 
wh8rein tho licensed premises are located and obtained their con­
sent to such employment. Tt1a.t ruli.ng, apparently} was based upon 
the ndstak1m construct1on of the tc;rms of the Alcoholic Beverage: 
L.::i.w but I arn satJ_sfi,2d tr~at petitioner acted in good faith. 
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Under all the circumstances 3 I am sa ti.sfied that peti­
tio.ner has conducted h:i.rnself in a law-abidtng manner for eleven 
years last past ar1d that h:Ls continued connection w:Lt:n trw alco­
holic beverage industry will not be contrary to public interest. 

Accordingly 3 it is, on this 17th day of May, 1940, 

OHDERED, that petitioner ts disqualification from obtai11ing 
o:r· holding a license or permi.t, or being employ ad by a licensee, be-
c""USP of' t'nn CCJvl.'Tl0 cti' 01·1 s =>i- f'o··-.·tll 'hc.>')""'"l"J"! -,)-C:. 0 r1•'' +1'1·-c-, <'':!li']C> l0 

(' 1''"''"''"1'Y\t .,.CL v lv .i. \: {:; .1 , .L .L ..l.L~.~'·(· \~~--·-·"-j fl_,. Gt~- -1. V·- ~ ;:JL.'l..i.,. .. t; p 0 l.CJ.. C.:L,; 

removed in accordance with the provisions of R. S. 33:1-31.2 (as 
amended by Chapter 350, P.L. 1938). 

Acting Commissioner. 

.. 


