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1. APPELLATE DECISIONS - CLARK v. PATERSON,
BURDELL CLARK S y
t/a BIRDIE'S LOUNGE, |
T )
Appellant,. _ - ON APPEAL
‘ : : ) CONCLUSIONS
ve ) AND ORDER
BOARD - OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE
‘CONTROL FOR THE CITY OF PATERSON, )
Respondent )

Goodman and Rothenberg, Esgs., by Robert I. Goodman, Esq.,
Attorneys for Appellant. - '
Joseph L. Conn, Esq., by Samuel L. Yucht Esqey Attorney for
Respondent. . -
- BY THE DIRECTOR:
'The Hearer has filed the following report herein:

Hearer's Report

Appellant appeals from the action of respondent (herein-
after Board) which on June 25, 1969 by unanimous vote of .its
members denied the appellant's application for renewal of her
plenary retail consumption license for 1969-70 for premises
50-52 Spring Street, Paterson. The resolution adopted by the
Board reads as follows.

"WHEREAS application has been made to this Board
for the renewal of Plenary Retail Consumption License
C-189, heretofore issued to Burdell Clark, t/a Birdie's
Lounge, for premises situated at 50-52 Spring Street,
Paterson, New Jersey; and, :

"WHEREAS, this Board having heard the testimony of
witnesses ané having reviewed the history of these
premises based on the records of the Paterson Police
Department; and,

"WHEREAS, it appears that the premises sought to be
licensed constitute a public nulsance and a detriment to
the health and safety of the people of the City of
Paterson; NOW, THEREFORE,

"BE IT RESOLVED that the renewal of Plenary Retall
Consumption License C 189 be and the same 1s hereby
denied."

Appellant alleges in her petition of appeal that the
action of the Board was erroneous in that:

"Board opposed renewal of license because of
violations not previously reported to the Board which
violations constitute maintaining a nuisance.,"
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Respondent in its answer denied the aforesaid allegations
and contends that the denlal of the application of appellant was
based upon the following:

"(a) the failure to show evidence of financial .
responsibility in that it dellvered a bad check for
. the renewal feej and,

" "(b) that the operation of the tavern: constituted
a public safety nuisance as attested to by -
 representatives of the Police Department; and,f

"(c) that the premises constitutes a: public health
hazard as: attested to by the Board of Health:of:‘the:.
City of Paterson." ‘

At the time of filing the instant appeal the: birector
entered an.. order dated June 30, 1969, extending the term of:
appellant's 1968-69 license pending determination of the appeal.

' The appeal was heard de novo- pursuant to Rule 6 of State
Regulation No. 15, during which time the attorneys for the - )
respective parties were afforded full opportunity to present
testimony and cross-examine witnesses.' .

I shall first consider reason 3- (b) of reSpondent'
answer for the action in denying the renewal of appellant's
license, namely, that the operation of appellant's licensed

“premises constituted a public safety nuisance,

At the hearing herein the respondent produced a package
of police records of incidents alleged to relate to appellant's
‘licensed premises for the years 1966, 1967 and 1968. It appears
from examination of the said records that during 1966 police were
summoned to appellant's premises on eighteen occasions, in many
of the cases by the constable employed by appellant Thereafter,
durihg 1967 the police were called on four occasions, whereas in
1968 the police were summoned on three occasions to the licensed
premises. .

. According to the police records it appears that on
November 9, 1968 ‘assa,. result of a remark by an observer to a
person engaged in a pool game in appellant's licensed premises, a
seuffle ensuéed during which the player ¢laimed that he was attacked
with a pool cue, he pulled a gun from his person and shot his
alleged assailant and then ran from the licensed premises. During
the investigation the suspect was identified by Dabble Clark
(hereinafter Clark), manager and husband of the appellant.

Police Lieutenant Urban Giardino testified that during
June 1969 he was assigned on several Friday and Saturday nights
to investigate conditions in the immediate area of appellant's
tavern and on each occasion found no less than thirty persons
standing outside the premises, some of whom were in the street
and others sitting on Bendérs of parked cars,

On one occasion Lieutenant Giardino said there was g ‘
crap game on the sidewalk right alongside, right in front along-
side the tavern. At this time my two other men were checking
somevhere else., So I contacted them. We met and we got over to

. try to do something about the game. It broke up and they ran in
all different directions. There were no arrests made,"
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Qlark;testified that there had never been any charges
that the” place’ of business was operated in a disorderly fashionj
that since June 1966 until Jume 1969 he had never appeared on
behalf of appellant before the local issuing authority to
answer .any charges whatsoever; that the only time in June 1969
a police officer came into the licensed premises was to request that
a person remove a car that had been improperly parked near the
corner, ' |

Moreover Clark testified that in the building where
appellant's tavern is located there are two apartments with.
families living therein, consisting of "twelve, fifteen people
upstairs"; that in the summertime the adults and children do not
go to bed too early but remain outside the building; that many
persons living on the street use the telephone in this tavern.

Clark further stated that pursuant to conditions imposed
by the Board on the license, "I would have to have constables on
nights, Friday and Saturday nights, which costs me $100 a week,
and I have been paying $100 a week for the last five years for the
constables on the premises." '

Clark admitted that there could be forty or fifty people
in front of the premises on Friday or Saturday night but ‘
attributed the condition to the fact that others rather than his
patrons congregated outside the licensed premises. ' ’

~ VWhen asked how often appellant is on the_‘.premisesz Clark
- said "Any time that one of the men that works the bar don't
" show up, she comes in and works right along with me." o

: With reference to the argument presented by the attorney
that appellant did not receive notice of, or attend, the hearing
‘ before respondent at the time respondert -denied renewal of her
license, the denial of appellant's license was unreasonable.,
There 1is no provision inthe Alcoholic Beverage Law or the rules:
and regulations of this Division which requires a local issuing
~authority to conduct a hearing under the circumstances appearing
in this case, In disciplinary proceedings, of course, charges
must be prepared and served upon the licensee and the licensee
must be given an opportunity to be heard. However, the action taken
by respondent herein constituted no error since a hearing was not
“required, Lipman v, Newark, Bulletin 355, Item 6, and cases cited
thereln, ,

Rule 8 of State Regulation No, 2 provides:

"No hearing need be held if no such objections
shall be lodged (but this in no wise relieves the
issuing authority fromthe duty of making a thopough
investigation on its own initiative), or if the
issuing authority, on its own motion, after the requisite
statutory investlgation, shall have determined not to
issue a license to such applicant. In every action adverse
to any applicant or objectorly the issuing authority shall
state the reasons therefor," :

It is quite apparent from the testimony presented by
respondent that appellant's licensed premises was a trouble-spot
and thus constituted a public nuisance in the area of the said

premises.

The testimony indicated that crowds of persons congregated
outside the premises. Although on week-ends, pursuant to a
special condition in appellant's license tha% constables be



PAGE ¥ o - BULLETIN 1908

omployed in order to maintain order in and about'the establish-
ment, disorder,still prevailed. The licensece came to the premises
only when an employee did not.appear for work and thus has 1little
knowledge of the occurrences and conditions with respect to the
licensed business. However, she cannot escape res ponsibility in
;his regardB Ru%e 3% gf Szate6Regulatlon No, 20. Cf. Re

ilippone, Bulle in Item Re Schumacher, B

Itempg y 75, um r, ulletin 901,

’ It is the duty of appellant to see that the 1iquor
establishment is conducted in a manner conducive to the best
interests of both the liquor industry and the public, '

Judge Jayne, speakln% for the court in In Tre 17 Club,
Ine., 26 N.J. Super. 43, 52 (App. Div. 1953), said.v '

"The governmental power extensively to supervise
the conduct of the liquor business and. to confine -
the conduct of that business to reputable licensees

<who will manage it in a reputable manner. has uniformly
| been accorded broad and liberal judicial -support."

It is apparent that the Board is endeavoring to limit the
issuance and renewal of liquor licenses to those persons vwho :
are clearly worthy of the privilege. Butler Oak Tavern v.
Divisjon of Alcoholic Beverapge Control, 36 N.J. Super. 512 aff'd
20 N.J. 373 (1956). In issuing or renewing licenses the
responsibility of a local issuing authority is "high"™, its . ‘
discretion "wide" and its guide "the public interest.” ILubliner.
v, Paterson, 33 N.J. 428, W46 (1960). It has been consistently
held that the Director's function on appeal is not to substitute
his personal opinion for that of the issuing authority, but

- merely to determine whether reasonable cause exists for its

- opinion and if so, to affirm irrespective of his personal view,

‘ Broadley Clinton and Klingler, Bulletin: 1245, TItem 1.

8 After careful and thorough consideration of all the‘
evidence presented in this matter,; in particular the careless
manner of operation of the business, I am satisfied that :
-respondent exercised proper discretion and "in the best interests S
“of the community in refusing to renew appellant's license for
the current licensing year. . Appellant has failed to sustain the
burden of proof as required by Rule 6 of State Regulation No. 15
. Under the circumstances appearing herein it is recommended that
respondent's action in denying appellant's application for renewal
of her 1lcense ‘be affirmed and that the appeal herein be dismissed.

Conclusions and Order o .
. , .

- No exceptions to the Hearer's report were filed pursuant
to Rule 1% of State Regulation No, 15. : _ ,

Having carefully considered- the entire record including
the transcripts of the testimony, the exhibits and . the Hearer!s
report, I concur in the findings of the Hearer and adopt his.
recommendations. ' .

Accordingly, it is, on this 7th day of April 1970, }
ORDERED that the action of respondent be and the same

is hereby affirmed and the appeal herein be and the same is ,5
~ hereby dismissed and - it is further , , o
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ORDERED that the order dated June 30, 1969, extending
the term of appellant's 1968-69 Iicense pending determination
of the appeal be and the same is hereby vacated, effective

immediately.
RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
, _ . DIRECTOR :
2. APPELLATE DECIbIONS - DE LA CRUZ v. PASSAIC,
HERMINIA DE IA CRUZ )
t/a VELEZ BROTHERS BAR,
: ON APPEAL -
Appellant, CONCLUSIONS
: AND ORDER

Ve

MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC .
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY
OF PASSAIC,

| Respondent.

Breslow & Breslow, ‘Esqs., by Charles Breslow, Esq., Attorneys
for Appellant
August C. Michaelis, Bsq., by Mllton J. Pashman, Esq.,
, Attorney for Respondent
< BY THE DIRECTOR
The Hearer has filed the follow1ng report herein:

Hearer's Report

. This appeal is addressed to the action of the respondentx_,

' MUnicipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of - .
Passaic (Board) which by resolution dated June 23, 1969 denied -

_appellant's application for renewal of her plenary retail con-
sumption license for the current licensing period for premises
located at 234 Monroe Street, Passaic,

' The resolution set forth as its reason for-denial that
the Board determined that "the public necessity and convenience
require" that this license not be renewed for the licen51ng year
July 1, 1969 to June 30, 1970,

In her petition of 'appeal, appellant alleges that the
"action of the Board was erroneous for reasons which may be . -
briefly stated as follows:

(a) It acted arbitrarily,'capriciouslye

(b) No charges in disciplinary proceedings
have been filed against the appellant.

- (¢) The appellant, since she entered into. these
premises has had no violations nor have any
charges been preferred against her,

(d) She has been denied due process,

The answer of the Board admits the Jurisdictional
allegations of the petition and contends that its action was
Mreasonable and proper and in the best interest of the publie
welfare,"
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. Upon the filing of the appeal, an Order dated June 26,
- 1969 was entered by the Director exten&ing the term of appellant's
- 1968-69 license until further order herein, . :

. This is an appeal de noveo with full opportunity for the :
parties to present evidence “and cross-examine witnesses. Rule 6
of State Regulation No. 15. This application for renewal was
considered at a regular meeting at which time no objections were
made by anyone to the sald renewal; in fact, no complaints were
received by the Board at any time With respect to the appellant's ;
conduct of the premises, or W1th respect to the 1nstant application.»

Santiago De La Cruz, the husband of appellant who is

the manager of these premises, testified that the appellant has.
operated these: premises at this location for the past two years .

and had previously operated other liquor licensed premises in
Passaic for three years. 'This facility caters to a family trade
and there has never been any violation of the rules and regulations
of this Division during the entire period of operation. He did
not recall any occasion on.vhich the police were summoned and: the.v
premises are conducted in an orderly and- law—abidlng manner, - -

- His duties consist of cooking and cleaning, and his brother-in-
law is employed as a bartender. He usually leaves. the premises
at about 9:30 or 10:00 p.m. -and his brother-in-law remains there ‘
until the closing hour.,. : ‘ .

. He was 1nterrogated, on cross examination concernlng an
incident that allegedly occurred on February 10, 1969. He stated
that he was in the tavern and did not recall tnat Specific
‘incident S : .

'~ Juan Velez, the brother-in-law of De La Cruz, testified

that he has been employed as a bartender at these premises since .
it was opened. These premises have been operated by liquor
licensees for over forty years, although the appellant has held

- the license there for the past two yéars. He emphatically denied N
that there were ever any fights, disturbances or trouble, or = .~
that the police were ever calle& for assistance. With reSpect to

~the incident of February 10, 1969 he stated that he was employed .
as a bartender there and. that there was an occasion where the
police were. involved in an episode that occurred in the street
near one of the .other taverns. ,

e Hermlnia De la Cruz, the appellant gave the following -
account: She assists in cooking and serving for about three hours ' -
during the morning. . Because she has three children she is unable’ R
-to assist in the operation of these premises during the afternoon-;}ﬁg
- or evening. She has never been a witness to any dlsturbance or- )
any disorderly conduct in the premises. .

' Sergeant Italio N. Ubaldini testifying on behalf of the', L
respondent, gave this account of what allegedly transpired on - = -
February 16 1969. He asserted that there was a very heavy snow- -
storm which créated a traffic problem throughout the entire city. R
‘He was driving by these premlses and it appears that there had - "1 .-

- Dbeen a police report, which resulted in pollce being summoned to
: that area. ' o , . _

o . He noticed a group of men in front of the’ subject premises 2
v throwing snowballs at pedestrians and moving motor vehicles, His
vehicle became "caught in a rutted area" and he left his vehicle,
at which time he was struck by a snowball., Although in civilian~ .

" clothes, he identified himself as a police officer and sought to .
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disperse this group. However two of the members of the group
"started to ridicule me and everything else" and "I placed these
personsunder arrest." Ar-group of persons came from the subject
premisgs and interfered, and as a result of it both prisoners
escaped. ‘ '

Jolned by two uniformed police officers he went to the
front door of the subject premises through which one of the _
prisoners had apparently escaped and he found the door locked, -
They pounded on the door, threatened to break it open, and,
finally, the door was opened and they entered the premilses.  The
escaped prisoner had apparently fled through the rear door. A
person who represented himself as the bartender was summoned to
police headquarters and questioned as to why the door was clased.
The bartender told the Captain that he locked the door because
"I did not want any trouble inside the premises.”" He pointed to
a person identified as Francisco Sanquich as the one who represented
himself to be the bartender.

He further testified that this area has six taverns and
two liquor stores within a very short block. It is a high
crime rate area and receives extra surveillance, particularly
during the evening hours. On cross examination, this witness
insisted that the block on which these premises are located is
the worst block in the City of Passaicj; that many of the former
- businesses are now boarded up and were forced out of business because
of the "conditions". He did admit however that there were still
% number of businesses that are in actuval operation at the present
tinme. :

The residents in this area are identified mostly to be
Spanish speaking people and that "this tavern is attracting a ,
certain element which I don't think to be helpful to any condition
-that exists down there now." He further admitted with respect
to the February incident that he could not say that all of the
persons in that group were patrons of these premises, but thought
that at least three of them emerged therefrom.

Examined further on his written report, he admitted that
there was nothing in that report to indicate that the snowballs
were thrown by any person in front of this tavern, nor does it
state that one of the prisoners who escaped ran back into the
tavern. :

With respect to this incident, Juan Velez, in rebuttal
insisted that he was employed on that éate as a bartender in this
tavern, and he-did not know that the door had been clcsed. When
the police officer pounded on the door he went over and opened
the door. He was questioned by the sergeant at that time, and a
half hour later he was summoned to Police Headquarters where he
denied any culpability. Finally he specifically dénied that
anyone else acted as a bartender on that occasion.

Milton I, Mostel, the chairman of the Board, testified
that the Board singled out a few licenses which it decided not to
renew, included among which was the subject license. In considering
the application for renewal, the Board felt that this was not the
kind of operation that was &esirableo He explained that he received
"some information from the police department, but actually, it
relied on its ovn investlgation; "“the police department was some=~
what negligent in the way they maintained thelr records in
regard to this particular bar,"
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operating record of the appellant, who does not have an
ad judicated record of wviolations. Her record must be deemed to
be a major influence in this cuase. ' -

Furthermore, there is no indication that there is any
public sentiment opposed to her continued operation. No complaints
were made by anyone against this operation nor were any objections
raised by local residents at the time the appellant filed her
application for renewal. Compare Fanwood v. Rocco, supra, where
there was. strong public sentiment expressed»agains%‘the transfer
of that license., : ' :

: The only alleged incident that occurred @&dring the past
> licensing period was the one testified to by Sergeant Ubaldini.
As to this incident, however, it will be recalled that no police
action was taken against the tavern nor were any diseiplinary
. proceedings instituted by the Board, . .

.~ As the then Director stated the applicable principle in
‘Monesson v. Lakewood Township, Bulletin 657, Item 1: '

"As I have heretofore pointed out on many
occasions, the grant of a renewal license, like
that of an original license is subject to the
exercise of a reasonable discretion on the part of
the local issuing authority. -Where, however, as in
this case, a license has been:renewed year after year,
a refusal to renew thereafter must be founded upon valid -
. and substantial grounds, supported by the weight of the ' .
. evidence... - —_— ‘ S .

"If, during the course of the licensing year,
evidence of misconduct is. brought to the attention of
the issuing authority, proper investigation should be
made and, 1f warranted, disciplinary proceedings for
the suspension or revocation of the license instituted."

.vSee Salmanowitz v. Hightstown, Bulletin 807, Item 23 Bd, of Com'rs
of Bayonne v, B & I Tavern, Inc. 42 N.J. 131'(1964).' S

. I am persuaded that the appellant_has operated her -
premises in a decent and law-abiding manner. ' .

.+ The Board's chairman appears to be understandably dis- -

- turbed by the fact that there are too many licenses in that area _
cand it is quite evident that this was the central reason for voting
-to deny the renewal, Obviously the Board renewed the licenses in
- this area year after year and the appellant was in no way responsible
. for the large number of licensees. It is elementary that the

- holder of a license or privilege acquires through his investment
“therein an interest which is entitled to some measure of protection.

. -Cf. Tp. Committee of Lakewood Tp. v, Brandt, 38 N,J. Super. 462
(App.DiV. 19 )e i . ) . ) ' ’

_ ~ The denial of an application for renewal could not be.
predicated merely upon the desire of the local issuing authority
~to reduce the number of licenses regardless of the good faith of

the Board'!s action,

‘ There are other valid means, perhaps through législative
“actlion, whereby licenses may be reduced without prejudicing a
~licensee's financial interest. . :
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4 : From my examlnation of the totality of the record

feel that the Board's refusal to renew this license was not :

~ Jjustified by the evidence. See Bd, of Com'rs of Bayonne V. B & L ‘
- Zavern, Inc., Supra.. : :

, Accordingly, it is recommended that the action of theve‘
Board be reversed, and that the Board be directed to grant the-

license to appellant for the 1969-70 licensing period in accordance‘
with the application filed therefor. :

Conclu31ons and Order '

' No exceptlons to the Hearer's report were flled pursuant
to Rule 14 of State Regulatlon No, 15._ o _

‘ : Hav1ng ‘carefully considered the entire record herein
-including the transcript of the testimony, :the exhibits, and the
Hearer's report, I concur 4in the findings and recommendations of
the" Hearer and adopt them as my conclusions’ herein. T

Accordingly, 1t 1s,’on this 7th day Sf April 1970,

~ ORDERED that the action of respondent be and the same
is hereby reversed, and respondent is directed to renew
~appellant's plenary retail consumption license for the 1969-70 T
licensing. period in accordance with the application filed therefor.}f

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH ‘.
'DIRECTOR RS

3 TRANSPORTATION _ LIMITED TRANSPORTATION CERTIFICATES w i
EXTENSION OF EXPIRATION DATE OF 1969-70 CERTIFICATES.

- TO. APPLICANTS FOR LIMITED TRAN PORLATION CERTIFICATES'

Due . to- labor dlfficultles at the plant which prints 3
permits issued by this Division, there will be-a delay in
dellvery of - 1970-71 Limited Transportation Certificates.q_

Applicants who have filed applications and fee With
this Division for their 1970<71 limited transportation
certificates to become effective May 1, 1970, may continue the .
_transportation of -alcoholi¢ beverages under authority of their»
196970 limited transportation permit but not beyond the 30th
day of May, 1970o I

“A photostatic copy of this notice must be carried in ‘w:
' each vehicle listed on application filed with this Division.; SN

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR B

Dated: April 1970
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4. . DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - GAMBLING (NUMBERS BETS) - PRIOR
.glggéMgﬁéi RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 65 DAYS, IESS

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

NORMA CRECCO ,
t/a Valley Liquors' ..
19 Valley Street
South Orange, N, J.

CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

Holder -of Plenary Retail:'Consumption
License C-6, issued by the Board of
Trustees of the Village of

South Orange.

Skoloff & Wolfe, Esqs., Attorneys for licensee.
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for Division.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

N’ N N N N N

: Licensee Bleads non vult to charges (1) and (2) alleging
that, on October 1%, 16, 22 and 2%, 1969, she permitted the
acceptance of numbers bets on the licensed premises in violation
of Rules 6 and 7 of State Regulation No. 20. :

. Licensee has a previous record of suspension of license
- by the Director for fifteen days, effective February 5, 1962, for
possession of alcoholic beverages in bottles not truly labeled
(Re_Crecco, Bulletin 1437, Item 6), and by the municipal issuing
authority for forty days, effective March 15, 1965, for sale to
a minore. o )
= The previous record of suspension for dissimilar violation
- occurring more than five years ago disregarded but the record of
suspension for dissimilar violation within the past five years
considered, the license will be suspended for sixty-five days,
with rémission of five days for the plea entered, leaving a net
suspegsion of sixty days. Re Gropp's Tavern, Inc., Bulletin 1867,
Itenm . . :

Accordingly, it is, on this 7th day of April 1970,

: ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-0,
issued by the Board of Trustees of the Village of South Orange to .
Norma Crecco, t/a Valley Liquors, for premises 19 Valley Street,.
South Orange, be and the same is hereby suspended for sixty (603
days, commencing at 2:00 a.m. Thursday, April 23, 1970, and
terminating at 2:00 a.m. Monday, June §2, 1970, '

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - AMENDED ORDER.

In the Matter of D1301plinary .
Proceedings against -

)
) A :
IRVING GLAZER & MAY KING . AMEENDED
t/a Glazer's Bar and Restaurant ) ORDER
222 Park Avenue -
Paterson, N. J, )

)

)

Holders of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-147, issued by the Board of

Alcoholic Beverage Control for the

City of Paterson.

Brennan Susser and Plper Esqs., Attorneys for Llcensees
Walter H. Cleaver, Esq., Appearlng for the Division

"BY THE DIRECTORS

On March 25, 1970 I entered an order herein suspending '
the license for .ten days commencing April 7 and terminating
April 17, 1970. Re Glazer & King, Bulletin 1906 Item 10.

Licensees have now requested that the suspension commence -
on Monday, April 6, instead of Tuesday, April 7, 1970, Good
reason appearlng, I shall grant the request.

o Accordingly, it is, on this 3rd day of April 1970,

. ORDERED that Plenary ‘Retail Consumptlon License C- 147,
issued by the Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control for the Clty
of Paterson to Irving Glazer & May King, t/a Gazer's Bar and
Restaurant, for premises 222 Park Avenue, Paterson, be and the
same is hereby suspended for ten (10) days, commencing at 3 a.m.
Monday, April 6, 1970, and terminating at § a.m. Thursday,

April 16 19709 - ' ‘ N

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR
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6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE IN VIOLATION (FF STATE
REGULATION NO. 38 AND SALE DURING PROHIBITED HOURS - PRIOR
gggIgﬁgARECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 40O DAYS, LESS 5

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)
) ) |
JACK STANCAMPINO, INC, CONCLUSIONS
t/a Orient Bar ) AND ORDER
7 Orient Ave.,
Jersey City, N. J. )

)

)

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-384, issued by the Municipal

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of

the City of Jersey City.

Licensee, by Jack Stancampino, President, Pro se.
Walter H. Cleaver, Esq.,; Appearing for Division.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non yult to charges alleging that, on
December 21, 1969, it sold a pint bottle of whiskey %1) for
off-premises consumption in violation of Rule 1 of State
Regulation No. 38, and (2) and (3) during hours prohibited by
municipal regulation.

Licensee has a prior record of suspension of license by
the Director for ten days, effective September 26, 1967, for
'sale of alcoholic beverages for off-premises consumption in
violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 38. Re Jack
Stancampino, Inc., Bulletin 1753, Item 7.

The prior record of suspension of license for similar
violation occurring within the past five years considered,
the license will be suspended for forty days, with remission
of five days for the plea entered, leaving a net suspension of
thirty-five days. Re Baron, Bulletin 1713, Item 6.

Accordingly, it is, on this 7th day of April 1970,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-38k,
issued by the Municipal Board of Alcocholic Beverage Control of
the City of Jersey City to Jack Stancampino, Inc., t/a Orient
Bar, for premises 7 Orient Ave., Jersey City, be and the same is
hereby suspended for thirty-five (35) days, commencing at 2:00
a.m, Thursday, April 23, 1970, and terminafing at 2:00 a.m.
Thursday, May 28, 1970.

RICHARD C., McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED
FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA,

In the Matter of Disciplinary

Proceedings against
DeSTHEFANO LIQUORS, INC. CONCLUSIONS
t/a Strollo's Bar AND ORDER

)

)

, )

188 VWestwood Avenue

Long Branch, N. J. )
)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-36, issued by the City

Council of the City of Long Branch.

Licensee, by Armand DeStefano, President, Pro se.
Walter H. Cleaver, Lsq., Appearing for Division.

BY THE DIRECTOR:
\ Licensee pleads guilty to charge alleging that, on
January 29, 1970, it sold a drink of beer to 'a minor, age
19, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 20,

Absent prior record, the license will be suspended for
fifteen days, with remission of five days for the plea entered,
leaving a ne% suspension of ten days. Re Frank Bowlby's Wines
& Liguors, Inc., Bulletin 1891, Item 8.

' Aécordingly, it is, on this 6th day of April 1970,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-36,
issued by the City Council of the City of Long Branch to
DeStefano Liquors, Inc., t/a Strollo's Bar, for premises 188
Westwood Avenue, Long Branch, be and the same is hereby suspended
for ten (10) days, commencing at 2:00 a.m. Tuesday, April 21,
1970, and terminating at 2:00 a.m. Friday, May 1, 1970.

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR
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8. DIbCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGFS NOT TRULY :
LABELED - PRIOR DISSIMILAR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15
- DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA o _

~ In the Matter of Disciplinary
‘ -Proceedincs against : .
- CONCLUSIONS
ROBERT KROEMELBEIN AND ORDER
t/a Eagle Hotel
360 Chamber St. .

Phillipsburg, N. J.

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption
- License C-26, issued by the Board of
Commissioners of the Town of
Phillipsburg.
. Licensee, Pro se. -
- Walter H. Cleaver, Esq., Appearing for Division

'f_BY THE DIRECTOR:

- N Ly Nt e’ ~s s

L ‘ : Licensee pleads guilty to charge alleging that, on
.j,,ﬁNovember 21, 1969, he possessed an alcoholic beverage in a
- bottle bearing a label which did not truly describe its- contents,‘-
*‘in violation of Rule 27 of State;Regulation No._20.: : - ,

;'record of two suspensions of

ing authority for dissimilar - -

wviolations o 5 0 1ic ' beverages’ to minors, (1) for

L ten days effective Dec ber 10, 1961, and (2) for twenty days
"‘Cfeffective June- 1, 1967.¢@y»ﬂf€ ' }

The prior record of suspension for the dissimilar
violation in 1961 occurring more than five years ago disregarded
but the other dissimilar violation in 1967 occurring within the
past five years considered, the license will be suspended for
fifteen days, with remission of five days for the plea entered _

~ leaving a net suspension of ten days. Re Hilltop, Inc.i Bulletin
186h Item 2. A .

Accordingly, it is, on this 7th day of April 1970,

ORDERED that Plenary Rétail ‘Consumption License C-26,

_ issued by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of Phillipsburg
to Robert Kroemelbein, t/a Bagle Hotel, for premises 360 Chamber
Street, Phillipsburg, be and the same. is hereby suspended for

~ ten (10) days, commencing at 2:00 a.m. Tuesday, April 21, 1970,

-'and terminating at 2:00 a.m. Friday, May 1, 1970,

RICHARD C. McDONOUGH
DIRECTOR
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- License C-5, issued by the Township
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DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT. TRULY :
LABELED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.,

In the Matter of Dlsciplinary

Proceedings against o _
CHARCOAL HEARTH INC. CONCLUSIONS
t/a Charcoal Hearth Restaurant AND ORDER o

- Northwest intersection of U.S. Rt. #22
& New Brunswick Turnpike,
Pohatcong. Townshlp

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption 3

Committee of the Township of Pohatcong.

Licensee, by Peter Kassis, President, Pro se

_walter H. Cleaver, Esq., Appearlng for the Diviéion R
; BY THE DIRECTOR:

Licensee pleads non wult to charge alleging that on’
January 12, 1970 you possessed an alcoholic beverage in a
bottle bearing a label which did not truly describe its contents,“

in violation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No, 20

‘Absent prior record, ‘the license will be ‘suspended.for o

“ten dajs, with remission of five days for the plea entered

leaving a net suspension of. flve days. Re Gosik & Gosi
Bulletin 189%, Item 7..

Accordingly, it 1s, on this 7th day of April 1970,
ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-5,

flssued by the Township Committee of the Tovmship of Pohatcong

to Charcoal Hearth, Inc., t/a Charcoal Hearth Restaurant, for -
premises at Northwest intersection of U.S. Rt., #22 & New
Brunswick Turnpike, Pohatcong Township, be and the same is
hereby suspended for five (5% days, commencing at 2 a.m, Monday

- April 13, 1970, and terminating at 2 a.m. Saturday, April 18,
1970, -

Richard C. MoDonough |
Director ,

~ New Jersey S_taie Library




