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APPLLLATE DECISIONS - PADALIIO v. CLIFTON.

fJo*J J. PADALINO | )
Appellant, ) ‘ v
_vs_ ' Do - ON APPEAL
' ) . CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER
MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY )
OF CLIFTON, :
| Respondent, )

—-—-—c'——q————-———-wn

Martin Klughaupt, Esq., Attornef for Abpellant.
John G. Dluhy, Esq., by Mervyn R. ilontgomery,. Esq., . Attorney for
Respondent.

bY THE DIRECTOR:

This -is an appeal from the action of respondent whereby it sus-
pended appellant?s plenary retail consumption license for a perlod of
fifteen days after it had adjudicated appellant guilty in disciplin-
ary proceedlngs of the charges ‘hereinafter set forth. The licensed

p;emlses are located at 621 River Road, Cllfton.

Upon the filing of the appeal an order, dated Narch lO 1953,
was entered by me staying respondent's order of suspension untll the
entry of a further order hereln. e Se 33:1-31.

The charees preferred berespondent against appellant are as
follows:

wl, On Mbnday, December l 1052 beeween 3:00 AsM, and 1:00
P.M., you kept open the lleensed premlses at ;621 River
Road, Clifton, New Jersey, which premises do not consti-
tute a bona fide restaurant or hotel, during the prohibited
hours, in violation of Section 3 of Ordlnance #2150, adop-
ted December 19, 1939, by the lunicipal Council of the
City of Cllfton.

2. On Tuesday, December 2 1/52 -between 3300 A.,M., and 1:00
- P.lM., you kept open the llcensed premises, above mentioned,
which-premises do not constitute a-bona fide restaurant or
hotel, during the prohibited hours, in violation of Section
3 of Ordinance #2150, adopted December 19, 1939, by the
VMnlclpal Council of the City of Cllfton.“

The " pertlnent sectlons of Ordinance: No. 2150 entitled %An
Ordinance, Concerning. Alcoholic Beveraees“,'approved by the Municipal
Cou§c1l of the City of Clifton on December 19, 1939, provide as
LOl owso» , _

"Section 1: No licensee shall sell deliver or allow, permit

or suffer the sale, service or aellvery of any alcoholic bever-
age, or allow the-consumptlon of any alcoholic beverage on
licensed premises,. on week-days between the hours -of 3 A. M.

“and 7 A. M. or on Sundays between the hours of 3 A. M. and 1 P,l.,
excepting New Year's day, each year as hereinafter provided.

“Section 3: During these hours, sales of alcoholic beverages
are prohibited. All licensed premises excepting bona fide
restaurants and hotels shall also be closed.®
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It should ‘be noted that in the aforesaid charges, where refer-
ence is made to Section 3 of Ordinance No. 2150, the prohibited hours
therein mentioned should read #hetween 3 A.ll. and 7 AMiw

The testimony discloses that four persons were in appellant’®s
premises at 5:28 a.m. on December 1, 1952, and twenty-five persons
at 3:35 a.m. on December 2, 1952, The appellant admits that the
licensed premises were- open on December 1 and December 2, 1952,
between the hours of 3:00 g.m. .and 7:00 a.m. He: contends, however,
that his establishment is a bona fide restaurant and by virtue '
thereof comes within the exceptloa prov1ded in Section 3 of the ,
aforesaid Ordinance, In support of his contention he cites Section
1(L) of Ordinance-No. 2749 of the City of Clifton, approved on
December 16, 1952, entitled: :

"An Ordinance Defining Restaurant, Itinerant Restaurant,
Employee, Utensils, Board of Health and Other Terms,. :
Requiring Licenses for the Operation of Such Establishments,
Prohibiting the Sale of Adulterated, Unwholesome or Misbranded
Food or Drink, Regulating the Inspectlon of Such. Establish-
ments, the Enforcement of This Ordinance, and Fixing of =
Penalties for Violation Thereof®

which Section reads as follows:

"Section 1., Definitions. The following definitions
shall apply in the interpretation and the enforcement of
this Ordinance: ' (A) The term *Restaurant? shall mean and
include any restaurant, coffee shop, cafeteria, short-order
cafe, luncheonette, drive—ins, tavern, sandw1ch stand, soda
fountain, drugstore and soda fountain serving food, in-plant
feeding establishments, private and semi-private clubs, food
‘vending vehicles, pushcart vendor, caterers, as well as
kitchens or other places in which food or drink is prepared
or stored for sale or public consumption.#

It is apparent, however, that Ordinance No. 2749 is merely a
health measure to compel any establishment, whether restaurant or
otherwise, which prepares or serves food and drink for human con-
sumption and any person-employed therein to meet proper. standards of
cleanliness. Therefore, neither the said ordinance nor any provi-
51on contained therein 1s applicable in the case sub judice. :

The ordinance pertaining to the sale of alcoholic beverages
does not define the word "restaurant®, However, since this is-a
broceedlng under %An Ordinance Concerning Alcoholic- Beverages®, it
is necessary. to refer to the Alcoholic Beverage Law, pursuant to
which Section 3 of the ordinance was adopted. Cf. Manno ve. Clifton
(1951), 14 N. J. Super. 100,

R. Se 333:1-1(t) defines ®restaurant® as follows:

“An establishment regularly and pr1n01pallv used for the -
-purpose of providing meals to the publlc, nav1ng an adequate
kitchen and dining room equipped for the preparing, cooking
and serving of foods for its customers and in which no other
bu31ness, except such as. is incidental to such establlsnment
is conducted.” (underscoring ours)

Tlls definition of the word Wrestaurant® igs controlling, .

. Appellant testified that he holds a current municipal license
to operate a restaurant for the licensed premises .pursuant to the
, Provisions of Ordinance Ho. 27LS: furthermore, that-he has a con-
pletely equipped kitchen, consisting of a gas range, cubtting and
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slicing machlne, freezer, refrig erator dishes, etc. He further
testified that during the daytlme his gloter -in-law takes charge of
the cooking and the serving of food, and in the evening he acts as
bartender, as well as preparing and serving such food as may be
~ordered by customers. Appellant admitted that his income from the

sale of alcoholic beverages is larger than that received from the
sale of food and asserted that he. was not able to state- "how mucn
more.% .

L Pollce Offlcer Wllllam Ramoth testlfled that appellant?ﬂ bar

is approx1mately 15 feet in length, and that the barroom contains

.;approx1mately seven tables. There is further testimony, ‘however,
“that there are as many as twelve tables with a seating capacity for
L8 persons, It is not to be doubted that meals have been and are
rgdpparently being -served on the llcensed premises, and that to some
‘extent appellant has been carrying on a restaurant business. That,
~however, is not the test to be applied. .The questions to be deter-
-mined are-(l) is appellantts establishment “principally used for the
purpose of providing meals to: the public#, and (2) is appellantfs
establishment used for any other business Pexcept such as is inci-
dental® to the service of meals to the public. If appellantis prin-
cipal business is that of serving meals, and if no other business..
éexcept that incidental to thée service of meals is.conducted .on the .
premises, then the licensee is conducting a Prestaurant® within-the
meaning of R. Se 3331- l(t), if not, the. Ticensee is conductlng a
taproom or barroom. This is so, 1frespect1ve of the number of meals
-he may be serving.  See Asbury Park Licensed Beverage Assoc1atlon Ve
Asbury Park et-al., Bulletin 0628, Item.3. . \ :

‘ -After taking into consideration the character of'appellantvs
egtablishment, including-the size and preminence of the bar, and
also the admission by the appellant ‘and by one of his part-time bar-
‘tenders that the receipts are greater from-the sale of alcoholic
beverages than those from the sale of food, I have reached the con-
clusion that appellant's establishment is ot 'a bona fide restaurant
as defined in the Alcoholic Beverage Law. - The appellant?s establish-
nent does not meet the requirement “of the definition 'in the Alcoholic
Beverage Law that “no other buswness, except such as is incidental
to such [restaurant] establishment® is conducted on the: licensed
premises.. It appears from the teStlmony that the appellant‘s llquor
bu51ness is tne domlnant bu51ness.

The action oI’ respondent will be afilrmed ‘the present appeql
will be dismissed; and the flfteen aay suspen51on orlglnally 1mposed
will be relnstated..ﬁ ) :

, Accordlngly, it is, on this ?6th day of June 1953,

ORDERED. that. the action of ‘the. respondent be and the same is
hereby affirmed and that the appeal be and the same is hereby dlS"
.mlssed° and it is further : : :

ORDERED that the flfteen-dﬂy suspen51on by respondent of .
appellant?s plenary retail consumptlon license C-82 for the premises
621 River Road, Clifton, which- suspen51on was held in abeyance pend-
ing dlsp051tlon of thls appeal, be and the same is hereby restored
to become effective against any renewal of said license at 3 a.n.
July 6, 19530 and it is further

ORDERED that any license 1ssued to John J. Padallno in renewal
of the license now héld by-him for said premises shall-be undef sus-
pension from 3 a.m. July 6, 1953, until 3 a.m. July 21, 1953

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director.
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‘ 2. . ’ R : ACTIVITY REPORT FOR JUNE 1953
ARRESTS: A 7 . S )
Total number of persons arresfeo R et e T )
" Licensees &nd- employees R TE PSS : . A . . S
Bootlegsers. =« = « = = - - - T )
SEI1ZURES: ‘ ;
Motor vehicles - cars = - - = - - - - @ e e e e e e e e e e e et e e L 5
Cfills -~ over 50 gallons = = = =« = « = - T I e T T P 1
- 50 gallons or under = ~ = = = = = = - = 4 e LE L e s e e e oo e - i
Alcohol = gallons = =« = = = = = = - & - & R I T i T 17,25
Mesh = gallons = = = = = w = w0 L 0w o b o et m s e e Ll g el e e e e e e o oo - © 25300.00
Distilled elcoholic, beverages =galloNs . & = = = = = & v e S e e e e o e e d e oo e e e - - = 0156400
\“ne‘gdllons-' ------------- ;——*,-4’--_-_-.---"--'-‘--—-‘--r---ﬁ--‘—-f- B 55-69
Brewed malt alcoholic beverages - gallons B T R e I - - - 28.24
RETAIL LICENSEES: o = : Lo : : - : )
Premises inspected - ='= = = = = = = = ~ - .- a - T R I = e = 1,136
Premises where alcoholic: beverages were gauged - e e - - U - e - - - " 906
Bottles gauged ~ = = = = '« = 2 = J'w o = B i T e m i a e s T -1
Premises where v1olafxons vere Found = = = = = = ~ = e - P - - 2o i BT
Viclations found « -~ - == = BT et T T R s B T TN O Y |
Type of violations founo- o Proh:olfed SIENS = = = v mim e = - - = = 5 .
Ungualified EMPlOyees = ='= = =4 =t= =« 236 Improper beer taps - - - - - e e e -2
Reg. #38 sign not posted -~ = 2 = 2 -« = = ~ =13 Gambling devices = « = = = ~ = == & = = 1
Disposal permit necessery: - = - - = « = - =10 Other violations. - = ¢ = « = - - = = - =50,
STATE LICENSEES: - ' L
© Premises mSpec’red---‘-'----~-‘----~(-.~~--s---—'—----'--.~ --------- P z
License epplications.investigated = = « = m = e m' e ¢ o e 2= = m 80 e m .= - T R
COMPLAINTS: Ca o 4 : . P
Complaints assrgned For |nvesf|gafnon R R i R - 375
- Investigetions. completed - ~ = == - 2 - e I T A ST 365
Investigations pending = <. < =« = = = = = « = = = R i T I AL DU N ST ¥
LABORATORY: o . N . ‘
- Anelyses mede - = 2 - - - —le = v mme 2 e ke m e ke mEm e e e e e = e e mee = ‘120
Bottles from unlicensed premlses ----- R R I e I N el Tt o o v
IDLNTIFICATION BUREAU: : ’ ’ o _
¢ Criminel fingerprint identifications made - = - = = = = = = = =& = = w20 o -~ - - - - - 23
- Persons fingerprinted for non=criminal -purposes = = = 'w = =« = = = = = = N SR 4z
. 1dentif ication contacts made with other enforcement agencies = = = == = w = = = = = = = —w & — - = 301
. Motor vehicle identifications via N. J. sfafe Police teletype = = - = -~ = o = - =& o - T
DISCIJLINARY PRUCEEDINGS: ' o “
Cases trensmitted to munccapdllfces B T T T I T B |
Viglations involveds . Pt . . :
Sale to minors = % = = = = ~ = = = - 4

Sale during prohibited hours = = = = =& « = 3
Permitting slot machines on premises + ~ = '~ 1

Permitting brawl on premises = = = = = = = = 1 L . -
“Sele to non-members by elub = == = <= = < 1 ’ . o '
. Cases instituted at DIVISION = = = c e = o 0 o o m oo e e e e m e o e - - - .- - R V4
Violations involved: i e © . Permitting foul lanou@e€ on uremlses -1 . -
Sale 1o MNOFS = = 2.+ = = = =« = - =28 Sale to intoxicated persons - - -~ = - = 1
Sale durirg prohibited hours = = = = = = = = § Permitting lottery \fight pool) = = ==l ~
Permitting immorel activity on premises - - % . Possessing confraceptives on premises - 1-
Mislebeling beer 1aps. = = = = ~ = = = = = = b Sale below minimum resale price = - - -1
Cases brought by munlCtpallfles on own |n1+|a+|ve and reported +o ivision_- i A T T 9
: Viclations involved: - h
Sale 1o minors = - = 51« = & o - - we = =5 . Permitting brawl ON PremiSes. = = - — - - 1
_Conducting business as @ nuisence =~ - ~ - = 2 Permlfflnr foul languege on premnses - -1
Szle during prohibited hours = = ~ = = = = = 1 Unauthor ized transportation = — + = - - 1
: Perm&tting gambling on premises = = - - - ~ 1
HEARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: o . ) - o e B
Total number of hearings held = - - = - - e e e e e m .- I %0
APPEBLS = = = e e e e e e e e e e e e e e - z Seizures - = = ~ = = = = - - - - - - - -k
Disciplinary proceedings - - - - - - =< s =< =15 Tax revocation = - - - - - - “ e lay
Eligibility = « < = - = - oo w3 ppplications for license - - = - - = = -2 .
PERMITS 1SSUED: S T R L - s
Total number of permifs iSSUEH = = = = = = = & = = & = = e e === e m o m = e - Si 1,326
Employment - = « - = o 2 o0 -2 m o a - = =434  Social affairs = - - - - - .= - L33 '
Solicitors' < < w oo oo s -w === 38  Miscellaneous -~ - - - - - == - -~ 236
DISDOSal of slcoholic bevercges~ .- e .. 185 N

"DOMINIC A, .CAVICCHIA -
Dlrector.

Dated: July 1;A1953;
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3+ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -~ LIWDNESS AND TMMORAL ﬁCTIVITIES
(FURNISHING ROOMS FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES) - PERMITTING OBSCENE ~
LANGUAGE - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES TO INTOXICATED PERSONS. -
SALE ‘TO MINORS - PURCHASE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BY RETAILER FROM
OTHER THAN LICENSED MANUFACTURER OR WHOLESALER - UNLAWFUL Tuﬁﬂo-
PORTATION OF TAX-PAID LIJUQR ~ MISLABELED BEER TAP - LICENSE
REVOKED.

In the Matter of Disbiplinary ‘
Proceedings against :

)
ANNA A, PISANO ) -
125 Pingoos kvenue - ) CONCLUSIONS
Pompton Lakes, N. Joo }d L r,,f%ijORDER
)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tlon License C-L, issued by the
Borough Council of the Eorouga of
Pompton Lakes.

el R R T R R e L SR S o

CLleenhaUS and Glickenhaus, usqs., by Jacob S. Gllckenhaus, Esce,
-Attorneys for Defendant-licensee.

Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcohollc
Beverage Control. o

BY THE DIRECTORD '
Deiendant pleaded not rfull’w to the Lollow1ng chargesui

“l,  On October:l1i, 1952, you. a710wed, permitted and suffered
lewdness and immoral activity in and upon your licensed prem-
ises, viz., the making of arrangements for the purpose of

- 1llicit sexual- 1ntercourse and- tﬂe prOV1d1ng and furnishing.
of rooms therein for that purposeo in v1olat10n of Rule 5.0f
State Regulatlons No. 20. :

#2s " On October. lh, 1952, you aTlowed permltted and suffered
foul, fllthy and obscene language in- and | upon -your-licensed .
premlsesn 1n v1olat10n of Rule 5 of- State Regulatlons No. 20."

“3, On October ll and lh, 1952 you sold, served and delivered
and ‘allowed, permitted and suf;ered the sale; service and - =
delivery. of alcoholic beverafes, directly or indirectly, to
persons actually or apparently intoxicated and allowed, permit~
ted and suffered the consumption of alcoholic beverages by sugh
persons in .and upon your 1icensed. premises; in v1olat10n of .
Rule 1 of State Regulations o, 20. : '

g On Frldav nlght Octooer lO and early Saturdav mornlng,
October 11 and- again on Saturday-night, October 11°and early
Sunday morning, October 12, 1952, you sold, served and-
delivered and allowed, pernltted and -suffered the sale,
~seryice. and delivery of alcoholic beverages, directly
or indirectly to Suzianna --- and Shirley ---, persons under’
the age of twenty-one (21) years, and allowed, permitted and
suffered the. consumption of alecoholic - beverages by such per--
. sons. in and upon your licensed etemlses, in violation of Rule
1 of State Regulations Nov R0, |

Defendant pleaded non vult to the follow1ng charges°
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5. On October 13, 1952, without authority of a special per-
mit so to do, you obtalned alcoholic beverages from a person
‘who was not the holder of ‘any ‘New Jersey manufacturer?ts or
wholesaleris license in- that on such date you obtained a half
barrel of beer from -=-, a retail liquor llcensee° in v1ola—
tion of Rule 15 of State Reg ulatlons No. 20.

6, On October 13, 1952, vou transported the above mentloned
alcoholic- bevera@es from the licensed premises of =--, as -~ -
aforesaid, to- your licensed premises at 422 Ringwood Avenue, .
Pompton Lakes, Ne J., in a vehicle which did not have a transit
insignia affixed thereto; in violation of Ru1e 2 of State
Regulations No. 17.

w7, On October- 74, 1952 vou allowed, permitted and suffered'
a tap on your licensed pLQMlSeS to be connected with a barrel
of malt alcoholic beverage which tap did not. bear a marker .
which truly indicated the name or brand of the manufacturer
of such malt alcoholic beverage, in that a tap first bearing
a marker labeled *Piel?st and later bearlng no marker was con-
nected to a barrel of Krueger beer; in violation of Rule 26 of
' State Repulatlons No. 20.'i

Prom the ‘evidence: taken at a nearing . concerning charges 1 to L,
it appears that three ABC agents (hereinafter respectively designated
as first agent second agent and third agent) visited-defendantt?s-
llcensed premises on the evenings of Octooer lO 1952 Octobel 11,

1952 and October 14, 1952, . ‘ _

The testlmony glven as to: Cnarge l may be summarlzed as- follows.

The flrot agent testlfled that on October 10 he had a conversatlon
with Anthony Pisane, who is the husband of defendant and who was one
of the bartenders then on duty, during the course of which he asked
Anthony if two young girls then present were "all right® and Anthony
replied "Yes, they are O.K."; that Anthony told the first agent he
had some room upstairs and, when ‘the agent asked him if he could
take a woman up *for - -a lay, " nntnony replled that the agent could use
his room #free of ‘charge® and ‘that. another couple could use "free of
charge% another room occupled by Edward McLean, who was also employed
as a, bartender on .defendant’s premises., .The testlmony indicates that
the first agent .asked the young girls for a dance but- ‘they refused.
The first agent :further- testlfled that, later 'in the evening, .two
women , Julla and Gloria, were int roduced to them by a third womanj
tnat, when Julia and Glorlq were legving, Anthony said to them, "Take
care’ of these boys.: They .are rood Lrlends of mine®™ and pushed Julla
and Gloria into the arms of two -of the agents; that the first agent
then told Gloria, in the presence of Anthony, that he was "coming up
tomorrow night® and told- her'ﬂI'll buv you a. few drlnks and go
upstalrs and have Pun.“; ; ; . : :

- The first agent testlfled'tl at, when- he and the other agents
returned on the evening of October 11, he asked Anthony if wJulia and
Gloria was-around®s that.Anthony roplled #No, they haven't been
around yet, but stlck around -they will be here later%w; that the wit-
ness then. asked Anthony, #Is it ‘all right to use the. rooms?“ to which
Anthony replied, “Yes, you know I only do it for my. friends; I-wonftt
- charge you anythlng for it.%" The first agent further testified that
~ Gloria and Julia came in later but left after a short time; that he
Jhen told Anthony that "if we didn't. make any headway with the girls
nere we would be back ea rly in the week and bring our own girls up
and take them upstairs and lay themf; and that Antnony said "All

right. You can use the rooms, but remember I am not charging you for
them,w ' ‘ '
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. The flrst agent testlfled that -when he and the other agents
returrned on the evening of October 14, he told Antheny that Wwe had
two waitresses employed-in-a nearby diner and we are going to get
the waitresses and bring them back to the place and take them up-
stairs for a lay" and-that "the waltresses were married women and
were out on the cheat, and we didn't want to bring them in the bar-
room®; that Anthony replled that it wasn't necessary to take them in
the barroom; that they could bhe taken right upstairs through the
front door leading to the upstairs part of the building. Admittedly,
the second agent, after pretending to telephone to the waitresses,
left the barroom and was later admitted alone by Anthony through
another entrance which led to the dining-room from which access
could be had to the rooms upstalrs chnout going through the barroom.
Apparently the second agent. again left theé building shortly there-
after to summon the local police who, by pre=-arrangement, were walt-
ing outside. 'The first -agent testified that, after the $econd agent
left the barroom, he requested Anthony to make up four drinks and
said wthat we would have the drinks upstairs in the room® when the
second agent returned with the girls; that Anthony then took him to
a little room near the kitchen on the first floor and suggested that

+ they have the drinks downstairs “because you may make a little too
much noise; a couple sleeping upstairs.” Anthony then took the first
azent and. the third agent to a bedroom:-on the second.floor and the
third agent remained in that room  after Anthony: and: the first. agent

“returned to the barroom. When the second agent returned with the -
local police, the third agent was found alone in the bedroom. *An
adjoining bedroom was found to be:occupied by an old man and two
other rooms were occupied by a married couple and thelr child.

The second agent and the thlrd agent substantlally and speci-
fically corroborated this testlmony glven by the flrst agent.-"

4 On behalf of defendant Antbony denled any conversatlon Wlth
the agents concerning 1lllclt sexual intercourse on either October 10
or October 1l. He testified that, when-they. returned on October 1k,
the first agent spoke. to: him about ia private drinking. partyn but -

admitted that the agent spoke to him about “wtwo ladles coming up =--
didn®t want to be seen coming in the bar.% He furthér testified that
he tried to arrange %a place in-back® but that the agents said it
gintt too private" and wanted a room upstairs; that he showed tihenm
the room and planhed to set up tables and chairs therein before tﬂe
pollce arrived and found tne tﬂlid avent in the roofm. ‘

My thorough examlnatlon of all the testlmony hereln leaves mne
completely unimpressed by the attempted explanation of Anthony in-
conflict with the testimony of the three agents.” I am convinced that
the testimony of the Divisiodnt's agents gives a true: picture of-the
events which. took place at the times in question, Furthermore, wwlle
no rent was.asked for or received; there is: nothlng in Rule 5 of -
State Regulations No. 20 or in Cnarse 1 concerning rent., Under the
lule. and under Charge 1l the charging of a reéntal” for a room or rooms
is not. a necessary concomitant to the violation. It is immaterial

that a charge for the-rooms. is:generally made in cases of this kind.
(%ee Re Sam Schneider, Bulletin 892, Item 3.) In affirming the
Directorts order of - suspen31on in the Schnelder case the’ Superlol
uourt's Opinion-contained the following -significant statements:: 750 -
far as the appellant : .o.,could act, he made the accommodations avall—
able and conferred his permission to utilize them in an immoral pur-
rgrsult seo. The- obJect ‘manifestly inherent in the. rule with which we
are here- concerned is- prlmaﬂllv to discourage and prevent not only
lewdness, fornication, prostitution, but all forms of llcentlous ’
practices and immoral indecency on-the licensed premises., The pri-
mary intent of the regulation is.to suppress-the inception of any
1mmora1 act1v1ty, not to w1thnoWd d1501p11nary actlon untll the )
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actual consummation of the apprehended evil,” (In re Schneider, 12
N. J. Super. 449, L458)., The offense and the apprehended evil .are
not removed or avoided through the device of not charglnr for the
rooms. I flnd defendant gulltv as to Charge 1.

As to Charee 23 The language used was vulgar and coarse but
under all the circumstances, I do not feel justified in deciding.
that it was: sufficiently so to support a clear finding of gullto The
Charﬂe is dlsmlssed. _ o - -

, As to Charge 3:- Tho three ABC agents testlfled that on the
evening of October 11 Anthony Pisano served two glasses of beer to
Edward McLean, which he consumed. They testified that McLean was
then actually or -apparently intoxicated., The agents also testified
that on the evening of October 14 Anthony Pisano sérved. three-or
four glasses of beer to Edward lMcLean and a patron named Bert, and
that both McLean and Bert were then actually or apparently intoxica-
teds . This testimony was not denieds Neither McLean nor Bert -
appeared at the hearlnr hereln. I find defendant guilty as to
Charve 3. e : ’

As to. Charge h;_,The first agent testified that on the evening
of October 10- Anthony Pisano, Edward lMclLean and William Gormley were
acting as bartenders; that the attention of the agents was attracted
to- three women and a man at:the bar because two of. the women appeareo
to be minors., Subsequent investigation-disclosed that the two who
appeared to-be minors were Sugzianna ~--, age 18, and her sister
Shirley ---, age 16. The first agent. testified that he saw each of
the three bartenders serve a glass of 1iquid drawn from a tap
Llabeled WwPiel®s"™ to each of the minors, and that the minors consumed
the drinks.. On cross—examination this witness said the liquid %was
the color of beer, it had a frothy head."® The second agent cor-.
roborated: this. testlmony as to service and- consumptlon, and described
the liquid as' an "amber colored Iiquid with foam on it.® The third
agent - testified that the bartenders served to the minors amber
colored fluid drawn from a'beer tap labeled #Pielts.®

4 - The first agent-testified that, on their second visit to the
premises (October 11), Anthony Pisano was acting as bartender; that
he saw Anthony serve two glasses of beer to Shirley at the bar; that
three or four rounds.of beer were consumed by Suzianna and Shlrley
and that the beer was served in glasses and drawn from a-tap
labeled "Pielts.,” The second agent-testified that he saw Anthony
serve beer to the minors at the bar, and that later he saw Eddie.
W-=-< bring glasses drawn from the‘same tap to a table where the
 minors. consumed the contents of the glass. The third agent testi-
fied that he saw both minors consuming'beer'at the bar; that later.
Eddie W--- twice ordered four beers. from Anthony; that, after Eddie
carried drlnks to.a table, the m1nors consumed some of the drlnks.

The sworn testlmony of Suz1anna and Shlrley strongly cor=-
_ roborated the testlmony of the agents as to the service and consump-
.tion on both evenings. - Despite.vigorous cross- examination;, eacn of
the minors insisted that they’ drank beer on.both evenings. . Their
credibility is brought. into quesrlon by the fact that on December-30;, -
1952, they, at the request of a person actingion behalf of defendant,
51wned and swore to statements wherein they said that they drank
only non~alcohollo beverages in defendant®s-premises. Despite the
evidence given by Eddie U——- and Bette. P=--, who were the other mem-
bers of the party of :four at the bar, the evidence given- by Anthony
Piseno and William Gormley, bartenders, and the evidence given by
three other patrons, I am firmly convinced, from the overwhelm:.nC
preponderance of believable evidence, that the drinks served to the
minors: and . conuumed by them weré: alconollo beverages (beer) and not
“soft drinks", - I am particularly 1mpressed by the last statement
mdde by the 16 -year-old minor on the stand., When asked by the
Hearer whether the information in her written statement obtained by
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--def'endant s representatlve ‘wasg" glven by her ‘or did somebody else
give that information?v, -she  replied; vy father told me teo stick
‘up for the truth. That is what T am" d01ng." I find defendant guilty
as to Charge 4.

As to Charges 5 and 6; The flle hereln dlscloses that on
October 13, 1952, Edward lMclLean, a bartender in defendantts premlsesg
~purchased a half-barrel of Kruegerfs beer from a retail licensee in
Ringwood Borough and brought the half-barrel to: defendant?s premlses
on an unlicensed truck. .

As to Charge 7: The flle discloses- that after the ABC agents
identified themselves on October 1L, 1952, they discovered that “the
aforesaid half-barrel of Kruegerts beer was connected to a tap in
defendant®s premlses bearing the name nPielis,.W

It is doubtful that dePendant llcensee had much, if anything,
to do with the operation of the establishment but she is the licen-
see of record and a licensee cannot be excused because of non-
participation in offenses or lack of personal knowledge thereof.
(Rule 31, State Regulations Noe. 20.) See Stein v. Passaic, Bulletin
L51, Item 5:-Essex Holding Corps v. lock, 136 N. J.- L. 282 Re Paton,
Bulletin 898, Item 3.

The multiple violations committed denote a general dlsrerard
of alcoholic beverage regulations which are essential to a proper
protection of the public. ' In the light of the.multiple violations
together with the very serious nature of the violations under
Cnurgeo 1 and 4, the only appropriate and Justlflaole penalty in
this caoe is revocatlon.

Accordlngly, 1t is, on: thls 29th day of June, 1953,,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumptlon License C-L, issued by
Lae Borough Council of the Borough of Pompton Lakes to Anna A, Pisano
for premises at h22 Ringwood Avenue Pompton Lakes, be and tne same
-is hereby revoked, effeotlve 1mmed1ately.

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
~Directore.

e LICENSED PREMISES - MAINTENAWCB OF ANY SO-CALLED EMPLOYMENT AGENCv
AT TAVLRNS DISAPPROVLD. ‘

...... o : ~ June 29, 1953

Gentlemen:

Your trade association, consisting of owners of bakery estab-
llshments, wishes to know wheuaer a Newark tavernkeeper may permit
use of part.of his tavern premises as an employment office for secur-
ing enployment for workers at tne above bahery establlshmentso,

For self-evident reasons, a tavern or 31mllar drlnklng estaow‘
lishment is scarcely a proper. place for maintenance of &n’ employiment
office, whether. it is.being run rratultously or otherwise, Job-
seeklng is one thlﬂg9 bar-sitting is anobher. Let*s not encouraoe any
confu51on between the two, - .

I herew1th dlsapprove of any t avernkeeper permlttlng any part of
his premises to be used for maintenance of any type of employment
office, whether operated wholly gratuitously or- not.

Very truly yours,
. DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
’ Dlrector.
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" R. S. 33:1-31.2,

CANCELLATION PROCEEDINGS - ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE DISCHARGED WHERE IT
APPEARED THAT LICENSEE HAD DISCLOSED CONVICTION IN ALL APPLICATIONS
FILED WITH LOCAL ISSUING AUTPORIT ‘ . _

DISQUALIFICATION - APPLIFATION TO LIFT GRANTED,

In the Matter of Cancellatlcn o )‘_
Proceedings against ' .

SALVATORE INFANTOLINO - )
6 - 19th- Avenue- R
Newark 3, N. J.,

)
Holder of Plenary Retail- Consump- )
tion License C-895, issued by the. .
Municipal Board of Alcoholic . )
Beverage Control of the Clty of : CONCLUSIONS
Newark. , )y - AND
------------- - - e ORDER
In the Matter of a Petition to ) '
Remove Disqualification becausge )

of a Conviction, Pursuant to
Case No. lOéh.
Salvatore Infantollno, Pro Se.

W1lllam F. Wood; Esq., appe§rlng for D1v1s10n of AlCOhOllC
‘ . Beverage Control,

BY THE DIRECTOR:

A notice was served upon Salvatore Iafantollno requiring him

" to show cause why his license should -not be suspended, revoked or
cancelled and declared null. and void for phe‘folIOW1ng reason:

Said license was improvidently issued in violation of R, Se
33:1-25 in that you were disqualified from obtaining such
license by reason of the fact that you- ‘had been convicted of
a crime involving moral tubpitude, viz., the crime of maintain-
ing a building for the purposes of prostitution, lewdness and

- assignation, in the Esgex County Court of-Special Sessions (now
Essex County Court) on or about October 7, 1029, '

After sald notice had been served upon him, Salvatore Infantollno

filed an application to remove his dlsquallflcatlon pursuant to R.S.
33:1-31.2, Both matters were heard at the same time and will be

~decided together.

At the hearing held upon the order to show cause the licensee
admitted thHat in 1929 he had been convicted-on a charge of maintain-
ing a building for purposes of prostitution, lewdness and assigna-

tion: that, as a result thereof, he was confined to the Essex County

Penitentiary for a period o;seventy-seven days and released from the
Penitentiary on November 1, 1929, Investigation indicates that he
was originally sentenced to serve six months in the Penitentiary as
a result of said conviction but that the sentence was later reduced
to three months. Ordinarily the crime of which he was convicted.

- would involve moral turpitude. The evidence further indicates that

in 1943 Salvatore Infantolino filed with the Municipal Board of Alco-

‘holic Beverage Control of the City of Newark an application for a

plenary retail consumption license in which he revealed said convic-
tion. Referrlng to said application he testified as follows.. ‘

Wihen I first applied I went to them and they looked it up. They
said, *'Well, -you have been clear for about fifteen years; no
reason why you shouldn'®t be allowed to have a license.? They
said, 'Go ahead.? I went ahead, That was the last I heard of
it until now. # ' '
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The -attorney. for the Division of ﬁlcohollc Beverage Control
stated. that: 1nvest1gatlon disclosed that: the licensee had set forth
the said conviction in.each application. he filed with the Municipal

Board for a renewal of his license to and including the appllcatlon
filed, by him for a renewal for the present llcen51ng year. Testify-
ing as to.the. facts concerning his conviction in 1929-the licensee
said th&t at that time he was conducting: a restaurant in the City of
Newarks; that a waitress employed by him left his. premises, with four
‘or five men and that later "She received a sentence.of six months or
nine months®, apparently on a charge of prostitution. He denied at
the hearing that he had any knowledge that she was a prostitute.
Hevertheless the question of the guilt or innocence of a person con-
victed of a crime may not be redetermlned in collateral proceedlnﬂ
and because of the nature:of the charge I find that,-in fact, the
llceneee was convicted in 1929 of a crime involving moral turpltude.
- In deciding, however, whether his license should be cancelled in ‘
this proceeding I shall take into consideration the fact that he
revealed the conviction in his ‘applications-and that, 'so far as
appears, he made no attempt to mislead the members of the local issu-
ing autaorlty. While the action of the local issuing authority in
rantlng him a license.may have been irregular, I do not believe
that the licensee.should be penalized merely because the local issu=
ing authority did not follow the proper procedure. Re Case No, 981,
Bulletin 939, Item 9,. I shall, thercfore, con51der his. appllcatlon ‘
to remove hls dlsquallflcatlonn o o

From the evidence glven herein it appears that the appllcant
for relief under the provisions of R. S. 33:1-31.2 has never been
convicted at any other time of a crime involving moral turpitude..
However, in 1919, when he was sixteen years of age, he was arrested
in ouxfalo New York, on a charge of possessing a %billy" and fined
25,00, In 1925 he was arrested in Newark, New Jersey, on a charge
of being drunk and sentenced to-serve ten days in the Essex County
Jail., In 1928 he was arrested in Newark, New Jersey,-as a-disorder-

- 1y person and.finéd $5.,00. In 1931 and araln in 1933, while: con-
ductlng a speakeasy in the City of Newark, he was arrested for vio-
lations of the National Prohibition Act., As a result of his arrest
in 1931 he was sentenced to serve thirty days and to pay a fine of
$250 00, and in 1933 he was sentenced to seérve fifteeén days_and to
pay a fine of $150,00, He has not been convicted of any crime since
1933. His record as a licensee ‘during the past ten years has been
clear except for the ‘fact that, shortly after he obtainéd his .
license, he was fined 925 00 for a violation‘of the #tavern closing
ordlnance" of the City of Newark and, as a result of the same v1o1a—>
tlon, his license was suspended by the local issuing authority for a
period of ten days. Three character witnesses (a group leader .
employed by a manufacturing company, a foreman employed: by .a factoly,
and a cab driver) testlfled that they have known the appllcant for
more than ten-years; that he bears a good reputation in:the City of
Newark and that he has. conducted hls licensed premlses in ar proper

‘manner. . . o S

Before T may remove appllcant'~ dlsquallflcatlon I must be
satisfied that applicant has conducted himself in a law-abiding
manner during the past five years at least and that his association
with' the alcoholic beverage: 1ndusory will not be contrary to the
public interest., . R.S. 33:1-31.2. I have already indicated that -
applicant has not been convicted of any crime since 1933 and that,
except for his v1olatlon of the %tavern closing ordinance® of the
City of Newark shortly after he obtained his license (in- 1943), his

"record as a licensee has been clear for the past ten:years.,. I *would
have no hesitancy in granting him the relief sought were it not for
the fact that he has been a licensee since 1943 despite his statu-~-
tory disqualification. However, weighing in applicantts favor are,
LLTSt his aforesaid good record as a llcensee and, .second, his con-
sistent annual disclosure of his, disqualifying conviction to the -
local issuing authority and the absence (so far as appears) of any
attempt on his ‘part. to mislead the. members of said authorlty.
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. Under the circumstances of this case I find that appllcant
has conducted himself in a law-abiding manner during the past five
years and that his association with the alcoholic beverage industry
will not be -contrary to the public interest. - Accordingly I shall
grant the relief requested in the application to remove Olsquallll—‘
cation. Cf. Re Case No. 534, Bulletin 713, Item 93 Re Case No. 8l1,
Bulletin 862, Item 5; Re Case No. &40, Bulletin 8/6 Ttem L. Since,
therefore,. llcensee (applicant) is now qualified to hold a llcense,
I shall dlscharge the order to show causes

Accordanly, it-is, on tnls 5th dav of June 1953,

ORDERED that petltloner?s statutory dlsquallflcatlon because of
the convictions described herein be and the same is hereby iemoved,
in accordance with the prov1s1ons of Re Se 33 1- 31 29 and it 1s
further : : ,

‘ ORDERED that the order to- show cause in the cancellatlon »
proceedlngs be and the same is nereby dlscharged.‘

DOuINIu A, CAVICCHIA ’
Dlrector..

6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~ LEWDHESS AND IMMORAL ACTIVITIES & ..
(INDECENT SONG) - SALE TO MINORS - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR. 35 DAYS,
LESS 5 FOR PLEA. , S

In the Matter of D1501pllnary - )'
Proceedings agalnst ' o

MICHAEL SICKLE & MARY SICKLE
T/a SICKLE'S BAR & GRILL.
Horth-side Valley Road - )
- Pagsaic Township :
P.O. Stlrllng, Ne Jo,

Holders of Plenary Retail tonsunp- ):‘
)

L e

CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

~———

tion License C- 5, issued by the
Township Committee of the. Town5319
of Passalc.;a

~ kbe P._Frledman, Esq., Attorney 1or Defendants..
;Edward F. Ambrose,  Esq., appearing for Division of Alcohollc
Beverage - Control,

- BY THE DIRECTORW
Defendants have pleaded non vult to the follow1n0 chargesgl

wl, On be 22, 1953, you- allowed, permltted and suffered lewd-~
ness and 1mmoral activity in and upon’ your licensed premises
in that a male entertainer sang songs having lewd, indecent,
filthy, disgusting and suggestive import and meanings; in
v1olat10n of Rule 5 of utate Reﬂulatlons No. 20, ‘

2, On May 23, 1953, you sold served and delivered and. allowed
permitted and suffered the sale service and delivery of alco-
holic beveradges, directly or 1nd1rectly, to Susan J. ===, Mary

. L. ---, Donald James ---, Angelo L, --- and’ Thomas P. --= - per-
sons under- the age of twenty-one (21) years, and allowed, per-
mitted .and suffered the consumption of alcoholic beverages by
such persons in ‘and upon your licensed premlses9 in. v1olatlon
of Rule 1 of State Reﬂulatlons No. 20."

The flle herein dlSCloseS tiat on Frlday, May 22 1953, at
about 10:00 p.m., three ABC agents entered defendants° premises and
observed sixty or seventy male and female patrons seated at the.
tables. and bars., While the agents were present a male entertainer
went to the bandstand and sang two songs Wnlch were unquestlonaoly
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~indecent and disgusting. Intertainment of this type will not be
permitted on licensed premlses. he agents left the premiSes without
disclosing their identity. - :

On the evening of Saturday, May 23, 1953, the same agents
returned to defendants? - premzées at about 9:00 p.m, Shortly there-
after three couples, all of whom appeared to be very: young, entered
the premises and took seats at a table, Mary Sickle, one of the
defendants herein, approached the table and took an order for three
beers, two ryes and ginger ale and one rye and coke,  Mary ‘sickle
brought these drinks from the bar to the table and served each per-
son at the table with one of the drinks. After she had accepted pay-
ment and after the persons at the table had. consumed-part of -their
drink, the agents identified themselves and questioned the members of
the ﬁroup as to their respective ages, It was ascertained that one
of the females was of full age, .and.that each of the three male-
patrons was 18 years of age and two of the female patrons were l?
/ears of age. : : e . ‘ .

Defendants'have no prior record. I shall suspend their. license
for a period of fifteen days because of the violation set forth in
charge 1 (Re Drayman, Bulletin 946, Item 2; Re Vernicek, Bulletin
959, Itelm 1) and for an additional period of twenty days because of
the violation set forth in ‘charge 2. (cfs Re ‘Buddy & Stevets Tavern,
Inc., Bulletin- 964, Ttem 6). Flve davs' will be remitted for: tre plea
entered ‘hérein,” leav1n5 a net’ suspension of thlrty dayse. -

Accordlngl , it is, on this 23rd day of June, l953,vfﬁ

ORDERED that Plenarv Retall Consumption 'License C- 5, 1ssued by
the Township Committee of the TOWﬂShlp of Passaic to Michael Sick le'&
llary sickle, t/a Sicklets Bar-& Grill, for premises on North side
Valley Road Pagsaic Townsghip, ‘be and the same is hereby suspended
for the balance of its term, effective at 2:00 a.m. June 29, 1953;
and it is further ; ,

' ORDnRED that if any llcense be 1ssued to these llcensees or
to 'any other person for the premises in question for the 1953~ 50,
11cen51ng year, such llcense shall be under, suspen51on untll 23 OO
acma JUly 29, 1953. .

. - DOIMINIC A. CAVICCHIA
D1 ector.

ADVERTISING ~ RULE 1 OF STATn RLGULATIONS NO. 21 "2 ALCOHOLIC
" BEVERAGE MANUFACTURER OR WHOLESALER MAY NOT PAY OR CONTRIBUTE -TO
PAYMENT OF NEWSPAPER ADVERTISH NT -OF. RnTAIL LICVNSEE .

A o June 29, 1953
ﬁear’Sir° _LG,'

In your letter of June 2Ltn,'recelved today, you ask whetner
it is permissible, under thne regulations of this D1V151on “"for a
wholesale beer. distributor to pay or contribute to the payment of
the cost of an advertlsement in a newspaper announ01ng the opening
of a new tavern®.

The answer is, No. Under Lule 1 of our State Regulations lo.
21, copy enclosed, which has been in effect in such form since July
1, 1950 no alcohollc beverage manufacturer or wholésaler may fur-
nlsn, dlrectly or 1nd1rectly, to any retail licensee in New Jersey
any advertising or similar material other than as indicated in said
Rule, Paying all or part of the cost of a newspaper advertisement of

. a retail licensee’s establishment or business does not come W1tn1n

‘the items specified or contemplated in the aoove Rule.

Very truly yours,
DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director.



PAGE 14 , BULLETIN 977

8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~ SALE DURING PROHIBITED HOURS IN VIOLA~
TION OF RULE 1 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO,-38 -  LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR
15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Dlsc1p]1nary "' i) S _‘{f : L
Proceedings against S
| AR BARTOSZAK T S -
156 Steuben Street LT oL T e
Jersey City 2, No J,, Y- CONCLUSIONS.

“AND ORDER
Holder of Plenary Retail Consunp--') S
tion License: C-49, issued by the - -
Municipal ‘Board of Alcoholic - '+ ') -
Beverage Control of" the Clty 0¢ -
Jersey Clty.
Anna - Bartoszak Defendant llcenoee, Pro See - o '
David S. Plltzer, Esqs, appearing for Division of Alcohollc
‘ A Beverage Control.

- BY THﬁ'DIRECTOR;n

Defendant ‘has pleaded non vult co a charge alleglng that durxng
prohlblted hours on June L, 1953 si she sold and delivered alcoholic
beverages—in an original-container for ‘consumption off her licensed
premises, in v1olatlon of Rule’ 1 of utate Revulatlons No. 38. ..

On Thursday, June 4, 1953, at about 10:25 p.m., Benjamin
Bartoszak, who is the husband of defendant-licensee and who was then
tending bar at defendant?ts licensed premises, sold a pint of Gordon's
Distilled London Dry.Gin in its original container to an ABC agent
for off-premises consumption., Rule "1 of State Regulations No. 38
prohibits such sales of alcoholic beverages after 10300 p.ms on
weekdays. , :

Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. Therefore in the
absence of aggravating. c1rcumstances, I shall impose the mlnlmum
suspension of fifteen days for a violation of this type. Five days
will be remitted because of the plea entered herein, leaving a net
suspension of ten days. Re Ruby, Exec'x, Bullet;n 957, Ttem 6.

Accordlngly,.lt 1sg'oh this 23rd day of June, 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-49, issued
by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of
Jersey City to Anna Bartoszak, 156 Steuben Street, Jersey City, be
and the same is hereby suspended for the balance of its term, effec-
tive at 2:00 a.m. June 2%, 1953: and it is further

ORDERED that, if any license be issued to this licensee or to
any other person for the premises in question for the 1953-54
licensing. year, such llcense shall be under suspension untll 22 OO
a.m. July 9, 1953, ' \ . .

DOhiNIC A. CAVICCHIA
Dlrector. ‘
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- 9. IORAL TURPITUDE - RECEIVING STOLEN GOODS. -

'DISQUALIFICATION - FALSE STATEMENT IN APPLICATION FOR SOLICITOR'S
PERMIT - -APPLICATION TO LIFT DENIED WITH LEAVE TO REAPPLY AFTER
AUGUST 14, 1953,

In the Matter of an Application )

to Remove Disqualification . , o . :
because of a Conviction, Pursuant ) N CONCLUSIONS
to Re Se 33:1-31.2. S AND -ORDER

Case No. 1066, A s ).

BY THE DIRECTOR: | f o

On September l lth, petltloner pleaded gullty to the .crime
of receiving property stolen from the United States Government and
as a result thereof received a sentence of one year:and one day and
was fined $400.00.  The operation of the sentence was suspended and
petitioner was placed on probation for two years. :

: The crime of receiving soolen goods is a crime which ordinarily
involves moral turpitude. Re Case No, 620, Bulletin 830, Item 10,
Nothing appears in the instant case to Tree petltloner?s ‘conviction
of that element. His plea of gullty to the charge of receiving
stolen goods is an admission by him that he committed. the crime in
question. _

At the nearlng, petltloner produced ‘three W1tnesses, a clerk,
‘a clergyman, and a glass blower, all now retired, who testified that
they have known -petitioner thirty or more years and that he bears a
zood reputation for being a law=-abiding person in the communltv in
wihich he resides. '

‘The Chief of Police of the nunlclpallty wherein petltlonel
lives has advised this Division that no‘ complalnt or investigation -
1nvolv1ng petltloner 1s oresontlj pendln0 in hlS department.

Petltloner testlfled that durlng the past several years he was
enployed in the milk business, confectionery business, as an electri-
cian, and as a solicitor for a llouor company. '

I would have no- h651tancy in grantln rellef to petltloner
were it not for. the fact that he deliberately falsified his applica-
tion filed with this Division for a solicitorts: permit by claiming

~under oath that he was never convictéd of a -crime., When asked at

. the hearing why-he failed to dlvulge his criminal conviction, he
answered, "Well, I don®t know. -I‘-wanted the job. I have a wife and
two klds. T done wrong by doing “that, but I cantt say why. I wanted
this job and I thought I would be- tickled to get a job and I could
dress and go around like a human being. It meant a lot to me to get
the job. T wanted that klnd of a job.w

The reason given by petltloner for fa151fy1ng his application
for a solicitorts permit does not excuse him, If applicants falsify
their applications they must be prepared to pay the penalty.

I shall deny any relief to petltloner at this time., Peti-
tioner may rerew his appllcatlon for relief after August 14, 1953.
Re Case No. 785, Bulletln &50, Tten &.

Accordlngly, it 1s, on this 25th day of June, 1953,

ORDERED that the petltlon herein be and the same is hereby
dismissed. '

DOMINIC A. CAVICCHIA
Director.
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10. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~,E FFECTIVE DATES FIXED FOR SUSPENSION
PREVIOUSLY IMPOSED UPON nuCPENING OF BGSINESS.

In the Matter of DlSClpllﬁarv
Proceedings against

NORECE CORPORATION
T/a THE STOCKTON HOTEL
1st Ave., Trentan Blvde. to
Neptune. Place -
Sea GZLI"C No Jo, o R DE R
Holder of Seasonal Retail Consump-
tion License €S-2- (for the summer
season from May 1, 1952 until
Hovember. 1, 1952) "issued by the
Borough Coun01l of the Borough of.
Sea Glrt and now holder.of Seasonal
Retail Consumption License €8-2 {for
the summer season from May 1, 1953
until November 1, 1953) issued by
said Borough Counc11 to defendant .
t/a Hotel Stockton, for the same
premises. )
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DY THE DIRECTOR:

It appearing that by Order dated September lO 1952 the license
then held by the above namod defendant was ouopended for a period. of
ten days and that a further order was to be entered herein fixing
the period of said suspen31on (e Norece Conporatlon, Bulletln ,h5,
Item L)s and o ,

It further appearing that the Borous sh Council of-the Borouo-
of Sea Girt has issued to defendant t/a Hotel Stockton, seasonal
retail consumption license CS-2 for the summer season from May 1 L,
1053, until November 1,-1953, in renewal of its license held for the

“previous licensing year and that . defendant'c premises have now been
reopened for business; ' S

It is, on thls 29th day of June, 1953,

A ORDERED that Seasonal. Retall Consumptlon Llcense CS 2 for the
summer season from May 1, 1953, until November 1, 1953, issued by
the Borough Council of the Borough of Sea Girt to Norece Corporation,
t/a Hotel Stockton, for- premises at lst Aves Trenton  Blvd. to
Heptune Place, Sea Girt, be and the same is hereby suspended for a
period of ten (10) days, commencing at 2:00 a.m. July 6, 1953, and
terminating at 2:00 ag.m. July 16, 1953. S A

Dominic A. X ¢chia. 0
Director.
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