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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Department of Law and Public Safety 

DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
1100 .Raymond Blvd. Newark 2, N. J. 

March 8, 1962 
, STATE REGULATIONS - STATE REGULATION NO. 7 - RULE l AMENDED. 

CLUBS - AMENDMENT OF STATE REGULATION TO REQUIRE MINIMUM MEMBERSHIP OF 
SIXTY FOR NEW CLUB LICENSE APPLICANTS. 

TO ALL MUNICIPAL CLER.KS AND SECRETARIES OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
BOARDS: 

CLUB LICENSES; MINIMUM MEMBERSHIP REQUIREMENT; 
RULE 1 OF STATE REGULATION NO. 7 AMENDED. 

Under R. S. 33:1-12(5), the holder of a club license is en­
titled to sell alcoholic beverages only to bona fide club members 
and their guests and such licenses are issuable only to clubs which 
comply with all conditions which may be imposed by the Director by 
Rules and Regulations. I have· determined that the minimum Qumber 
of members required for the issuance of a club license should be 
increased from 25 to 60 and the Regulation is being amended accord­
ingly. 

However, in all fairness, the amendment shall not prevent the 
renewal of club licenses to clubs with fewer than 60 members or pre­
vent the issuance of club licenses to those clubs with fewer than 60 
members whose applications for such licenses are now pending. 

Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 7 is hereby amended to read 
as follows: · 

"Rule 1. For the purpose of these Rules, the fol­
lowing words and terms shall be deemed to have the mean­
ing herein given to them: 

"'Club.' An organization, corporation or asso­
ciation consisting of sixty (60) or more persons oper­
ating solely for benevolent, charitable, fraternal, 
social, religious, recreational, athletic or similar 
purposes, and not for private gain. 

"'Club Member .. ' Any person in good standing who 
has been ad.Ini tted to membership in the manner regularly 
prescribed by the by-laws of a club, and who maintains 
his membership in a bona fide manner, and whose name and 
address are entered on the list of members." 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

Promulgated February 1, 1962 
Effective February 1, 1962 
Filed with the Secretary of State (N. J.) February 1, 1962. 
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2. ST.ATE HEGULATIONS - S1'ATE Hl~GULATION NO. 39 - NO 3-DAY GRACE PEHIOD 
FOH Pi\ Y.MEN'l' BY RE'l'/1ILERS TO WHOLESALERS. 

NOTICE TO ALL WHOLESALE AND RETAIL Ll:CENSEES: 

·STATE .REGU1LATION NO,. 39 - MAXIMUM CREDIT 
PERIOD EXPLAINED. 

l 

It has come to my attention that some retail licensees are unde: 
the erroneous impression that the three (3) day period· in which a. whole­
saler must report to me a retailer's def'aul t extends :that retailer's cred: 
period. Thi§. is_not tr~. · 

Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 39 specifically limits the credit 
period from wholesaler to retailer by requiring that a retailer must make 
payment for a deli very of alcoholic beverages not later toon the same date. 
of the month following the date of deli very. The Rule further provides: l 

"When, in the month following the date of 
delivery, there is no equivalent. date, 
payment shall be made not later than the 
last day of the month following the date 
of delivery." 

The default occurs when payment is not made within that period. 
The credit period is not extended by reason of the three (3) day period 1 

allowed the wholesaler to file the notice of default. 

Dated: January 30, 1962 WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

J. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - NUISANCE (CONGREGATION OF APPARENT HOMO­
SEXUALS) - SALE TO MINOR - HINDERING INVESTIGATION - LICENSE SUSPENDED 
FOR 75 DAYS - NO REMISSION FOR PLEA TO CHARGE ENTERED AT HEARING ON 
OTHER CHARGES. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

Frances Lachnicht 
56-58 Second Street 
Hoboken, New Jersey 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption 
License C-116, issued by the Municipal 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of 
the City of Hoboken. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ ~ 

Defendant-licensee, Pro se. 

) 

) 
CONCLUSIONS 

) 
AND 

) 
ORDER 

) 

) 

Edward F. J~mbrose, Esq., Appearing for the Di vision of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control. 

BY 'l'HE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded Il.Q.ll yult to the following charge: 
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"l. On Oct6ber 28, November 4,5, 18 and 19, 1961, yoq allowed, 
permitted and suffered your licensed place of business to 
be conducted in such manner as to become a nuisance in that 
you allowed, permitted and suffered persons who appeared to be 
homosexuals, ~.g., females impersonating males and males imper­
son~ting females, in and upon your licensed premises; allowed, 
permitted and suffered such persons to frequent and congregate 
in and upon your licensed premises; and otherwise conducted your 
licensed place of business in a manner offensive to coHunon 
decency and public morals; in violation of Rule 5 of State 
Regulation No. 20." 

Defendant pleaded guilty to the following charges: 

"2. On November 19, 1961, you sold, served and delivered and allowed, 
permitted and suffered the sale, service and delivery of alco­
holic beverages, directly or indirectly, to a person under the 
age of twenty-one (21) years,viz., James ---, age 19, and allow­
ed, permitted and suffered the conswnption of alcoholic beverages 
by such person in and upon your licensed premises; in violation 
of Rule l of State Regulation No. 20. 

n3. On November 19, 1961, you, through agents, servants, persons 
employed on your licensed premises and other persons in your 
behalf failed to facilitate and hindered and delayed and caused· 
the hindrance and delay of an investigation~ inspection and 
exarilination at your licensed premises then and there being 
conducted by Inspectors and Investigators of the Division of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control of the Department of Law and Public 
Safety of the State of New Jersey; in violation of R.S. 33:1-35." 

An ABC agent reported that on October 28, 1961, at 9:35 p.m., he 
ntered defendant's licensed premises, and during the height of the activity 
bserved about twelve men and twelve women patrons in the establishment. Three 

of the women were attired in male-type pants with fly fronts and rear pocKets, 
ale-type shirts, male-type oxford shoes, wore no jewelry with the exception 

of male-type watches and the said females had no makeup on their faces. They 
spoke in harsh tones and deported themselves in a rough manner. At 10: 15 p.m., 
other agent entered the premises and reported that he saw the three females 

tforementioned and concurred in the descriptio'1. of them as given by his 
fellow agent. 

On November 4, 1961, a different agent went into defendant's premises, 
entering at 10:30 p.m., and he reported that there were seven females in the 
'lace, two of whom were dressed in male-type clothes and displayed mannerisms 
sdescribed by the agents who had made the previous visit. Furthermore, 
he agent reported that at one ti111e, he observed five apparent lesbians in 

;he premises. He left the said premises at 12:05 a.lil. on November 5, 1961. 

On November 18, 1961 at 10:40 p.m., the agent who had been on one 
. f the prior visits again entered defendant's premises and was followed 
:hcrtly thereafter by another agent. The agents reported that at the busiest 
time that evening, based on their actions, mannerisms and demeanor, five out 

JJf six fer:iale patrons were apparent lesbians •. One of the apparent lesbians 
ngaged in conversation with the agents and, when asl{ed what her name was, 
~he replied, ''I'm George and Cecil is my sister", at which the bartender 
~erjected, "Yeah, you're the brother and he is. the sister". The agent, 
ointing at the two apparent lesbians, remarKed, "You mean that they ere 
rother, sister, brother?" and the bartender answered, "Yeah, that'~ right". 

I 

j 
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At 12:00 midnight the two agents left, contacted two other a.cents who had 
remained outside the premises,· inforrnr::d them of' the ac ti vi t.y and five minu: 
there?fter both returned to the J-iremi.ses. At 12: JO a .m. on November 19, 
1961, the agents identified themselves to tbe bartender vrhile two other e:.ge: 
who had come into the pr-emises, identified themselves to a i;roup of yc;uths. 
Upon questioning the group, it was ascertained that one of them who v.ias 
drinking beer was 19 years of age. ~he minor's unconsumed rortion of his 
beer was seized by the a~ents. Thereafter, as the agents were attempting 
to question persons involved in the alleged viol~tion, a man (subse~uently 
identified as William Lachnic.:ht, son of the defe.ndant) stated that he wQ:s 
the manager of the tavern and, in a loud voice, sh0uted that the minor did 
not obtain any drintrn in the premises and, al though told to remain seated 
at the bar, Kept mal(ing sarcastic and abusive rem;;,rks to the agents. The 
minor left the premises but, when apprehendeJ, said thc.t William Lacbnicht 
had told him "to beat It". At 1:00 a.m. that morning, defendant arrived 
in the premises and, after arguing with her son, told him "to get out" 
and also asKed everybody to leave. · 

In mitigation of penalty, defendant made apologies for her son's 
attitude and stated that when she arrived at the premises, she did every­
thing possible to cooperate with the agents. The attorney appearing for lli' 
Division agreed that this was true as the agents' reports cited no further 
hindering of their investigation after defendant arrived at the premises. 
Further, defendant con tended that since receipt of the Di vision ts warning 
letter dated October 3, 1960 concerning the freq_uenting of "lesbiansn on 
her licensed premises, she tried, but unsuccessfully, to keep them out of 
the place. She also said she was of the opinion that she could not bar 
or refuse to serve a customer, but since speatdng to the attorney appearint 
for the Division, she is now aware that she may refuse service to the 
type of persons as described in this matter. However, ignorance of the h~ 
or regulations does not afford any excuse. Licensees and their employees 
must know the rules and scrupulously obey them. Re Taliercio, Bulletin 
1303, Item 6. See [le Kaczka & Trobiano, Bulletin 1063, Item 1. 

Defendant has a prior adjudicated record. Effective September 
21, 1959 defendant's license was suspended for forty-five days for sale 
of alcoholic beverages to minors. Bulletin lJOJ, Item 4. 

Under the circumstances appearing in this case, and ta.King into 
consideration the prior record of deft:mdant, I shall suspend defendant's 
license for seventy-five days. There will be no remission for pleas enter€':i 
herein, because the plea of ll.Q!1 yul t to Charge 1 was entered at the date ' 
of the hearing scheduled in this case. 

Accordingly, it is , on this 15th day of January, 1962, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-116, issued by 
the Municipal Board of Alcohol.ic! Beverage Control of the City of Hoboken 
to Frances Lachnicht, for premises 56-58 Second Street, Hoboken, be and 
the sa.me is hereby suspended for seventy-five (75) days, commencing at 
2:00 a.m., Wednesday, January 24, 1962, and terminating at 2:00 a.m., 
Monday, April 9, 1962. 

WILLIAM HOwE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

j 
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D!E)CIPLJNAHY PHOCELDING~) - SALE TO (1l1WW.J - SALE 'l'O li~'I'OXIGATJ<:D 
PEHSONS - LICEN~E: bliSPE1~DE:D FOt\ t.:0 DJ, Y~' - tJO HEMIGtiION · FOH PLEA 
ENTERED ON HE.l\HING DATE - E:FFBC'l'IVE DA 'l'E OF SUoPhNbION Dr~FEHHJ:<.;D 

15 ' In t~1e Natter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against ) 

.y 

d 

t 

A. Harry Freedman 
t/a "Harry's Farm" 
River Road 
Paha4uarry Township 
PO Columbia., New Jersey 

Holder of Plenary Hetail Consumption 
License C-3, i ssucd by the Township 
Committee of the Township of Pahaquarry. 
-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

) 
CONCLUSIONS 

) 
AND 

) 
ORDER 

) 

) 

Spritzer & Spritzer, Esqs., by Morris Spritzer, Esq., and 
Adler & Adler, Es~s., by Edword I. Adler, Esq., Attorneys for 

~. Defendant-licensee. 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic 

Bevera[e Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded gglo .£..Qnt.fil}gfil§ to charges that (1) he sold 
or allowed the sale of alcoholic beverages to three minors and permitted 
the conswnption of c: .. lcohol1c beverat;es by said minors in his licensed 
premises, and (2) he permitted the sale of alcoholic beverages to five 
persons who were actually or appurently intoxicc.ted and permitted the 
consumption of such beverages by said persons in his licensed premises, 
both being violations of Hule 1 of State Regulation No. 20. 

Acting upon information received from the New Jersey State 
Poli.:!e, who had obtained signed, sworn statements from Martin --- (19 
years of age), Edward Klitsch and Jose Hi vero.-Marin (the bartender 
employed by defendant), ABC agents were assi~ned to investigate the matter 
of sales of alcoholic beverages to minors and to persons who were actually 
or apparently intoxicated in def end&n t' s licensed premises. The inves­
tigation disclosed that on ~eptember 3, 1961, the bartender aforementioned 
served several drinKs of alcoholic beverages to Hartin --- and to two 
other minors, one of whom was 18 and the other 19 years of age. In 
addition thereto, it was also ascertained that 011. September 3, 1961, 
sales and service of alcoholic beverages were made by defendant's bar­
tender to five persons who, at the time, were actually or apparently 
intoxicated. 

Defendant has a prior adjudicated record. Effective August 
21, 1961, defendant's license was suspended for ten days for sales of 
alcoholic beverages to an 18-year-old minor. bulletin 1412, Item 9. 
In the instant case, where three minors 18 years of age or over are in­
volved, I shall suspend defendant's license for twenty days (E§_Amad~Q..a. 
Bulletin 1415, Item 2); for thirty days on Charge 2, and for an additional 
ten days for the prior simil~r violation which occurred within the past 
five years (Bg Tp~_Aloha, Iqb, bulletin 1307, Item 2), making a total 
suspension of sixty days. No remission will be given in this matter 
because the defendant changed his plea to the respective char~es from 
guilty to nolQ £.Qntggg~ on the date of the hearing herein. 

Investi.gation discloses that defendant's licensed business 
is cl·osed. Thus, no e.f fecti ve dates of susrension can be imposed at 
the present time·. The effect.i ve du tes of the suspension -will be fixed by 
further order -which will be entered by 111e after the lleensed premis1~s 
shall have been reopened for business. 

~ 
I 
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Accordinsly, it is, on this 15th day of January 1962, 

ORDERED that Plenary Hetail Consumption License C-J, issued 
by the Township Cmwnittee of the Township of Pahaquarry to A. Harry 
Freedman, t/a "Harry's Farm", for premises on Hiver Hoad, Paha4uarry 
•rownship, be and the same is hereby suspended for sixty (60) days, the 
time to be fixed by subse~uent order as aforesaid. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE IN VIOLATION OF STATE REGULATION NO. 
38 - FALSE ANSWER IN APPLICATION AS TO PRIOR RECORD - PRIOR RECORD OF 
PREDECESSOR IN INTEREST - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 40 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR 
PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against ) 

) 

). 

Doc's Spa, Inc. 
CONCLUSIONS 91 East Main Street 

Paterson, N. J., 
AND 

ORDER 
Holder of Plenary Hetail Consumption ) 
License C-43, issued by the Board of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control for the ) 
City of Paterson. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Defendant-licensee, by Bernard Doornbos, President 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

"l. 

Defendant pleaded guilty to the following charges: 

On Friday, December 8, 1961, at about 10:50 P.M., you 
sold and delivered and allowed, permitted and suffered 
the sale and delivery of alcoholic beverages, viz., six 
12-ounce cans of Ballantine beer, at retail, in their 
original containers for consumption off your licensed 
premises and allowed, permitted and suffered the removal 
of said alcoholic beverages in their original containers 
from your licensed premises; in violation of Rule 1 of 
State Regulation No. 38. 

"2. In your application filed with Municipal Board of Alco­
holic Beverage Control for the City of Paterson, dated 
June 6, 1961, and upon which you obtained your current 
plenary retail consumption license you falsely stated 
'No' in answer to Question No. 41, which asks: 'Have you 
or has any person mentioned in this applic:::i.tion ever had 
any interest, directly or indirectly, in any alcoholic 
beverage license or permit in New Jersey or any other 
state which was surrendered, suspended, revoked or can­
celled?', whereas in truth and fact plenary retail con­
sumption license held by Bernard Doornbos, named in y0ur 
ap~lication as President & Treasur~r, Director and holder 
of 98% o.f the corporate stoct\: was the holder, in hi. s lndi­
vidual name, of a plenary retail consumption license for 
premises 219 Water Street, Paterson, New Jersey, which 
had been suspended in three occasions, twice by the Director 
of the Division of Alcoholic Bevcrat;e Control, viz., for 10 
days effective May 15, 1950 and for 65 day~ effective April 
16, 1957 and once by the .MunicJpal Bo.·,,rcl of Alcoholic Bevcra~e 

6. 
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Control for the City of Paterson, for 30 days effective 
October 1, 1957; said false answer::;, statements and 
evasions and suppresslons being in violation of R.S. 33: 
l-;25. 11 

On December, 8, 1961, at about 10: 50 p.m., Louis Pellegrini 
(who is secretary of defendant corporation a.nd who was then tending bar) 
sold six cans of bser for off-premises consumption to an ABC agent. 
The agent left with the beer, contacted another ABC agent who was out­
side, and both agents then returned to the premises and identified them-· 
selves to the bartender. 

The facts as to Charge 2 are set forth in said charge. (See 
also Bulletin 1168, Item 3.) 

Defendant has no prior record, but the record of its president 
and majority stoctholder must be considered in fixing the penalty herein. 
I have examined the letter received from Bernard Doornbos in alleged 
mitigation as to Charge 2 but find nothing therein which w:Juld warrant 
a suspension on said charge for less than the usual period. I shall 
suspend defendant's license for fifteen days on Char~e 1 (R..§!_1.larris, 
Bulletin 1418, Item 5) e.nd for ten days on Charge 2 ~__Qost2nz_Q.., Bulletin 
1393, Item 1), to which fifteen days will be added because of the similar 
violation cooonitted by its predecessor- in-interest more than five but 
less than ten years ago and his two dissimilar violations within the 
past f'ive years (cf. ]JL];jJ.acl{, Bulletin 1293, Item 5). Five days will 
be remitted for the plea, leaving a net suspension of thirty-five days. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 11th day of January 1962, 

OHDERED that plenary retail <.!Onst.w1p cion license C-43, issued 
by the boarJ of Alconolic Beverai;e control for the Gity of Paterson to 
Doc's Spa, Inc., for premises 91 East Main btreet, Paterson, be and 
the same is hereby suspended for thirty-five (35) days, conunencing at 
3 a.m. Monday, January 22, 1962, and terminating at 3 a.m. Monday, February 
26, 1962. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

6, DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CHARGE ALLEGING SALE OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES OTHER THAN ORDERED, DISMISSED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

Varsity Lowling Centre, Inc. 
t/a Varsity Bowling Centre, Inc. 
1218 W. Edgar Rd. 
Linden, New Jersey 

) 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 

AND 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption ) ORDER 
License C-65, issued by the Muni<.!ipal 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of ) 
the City of Linden. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -) 
Harry Castelbaum, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee. 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esy_., r•ppearing for tlle Di vision of Hlcoholic 

Deverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The Hebrer has filed the following rleport herein: 
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''Defendant pleaded not gull ty to t:he foll.mdnt charge: 

'On June 2, 1961, you served and allowed, per­
mitted and,su1'fered the service of' alcoholic 
beverages other than ordered; in violation of Hule 
23 of State' Re~ulation No. 20.' 

"At the hearini:. held herein, the Division called as its wi tnes:::• 
three ABC agents hereinafter referred to as Agents G, C and s. 

"Agent G testified that pursuant to an assignment to investigat• 
further a suspicior1 that the licensee was substituting a sq-called 'slow• 
mover'. whiskey for certai£1 more popular brands of whiskey, he and Agents 
C and S visited the licensed premises on the evenins of •June 2, 1961; 
that in the front part of the licensed prernises there is a barroom and a, 
dining room which are se.para ted from each other by a porti ti on five feet· 
height. 

"Agent G further testified that he and Agent S took seats at 
a table in the dining room; that at about 10:10 p.m., he ordered a dri~; 
of Calvert and soda and a drink of Seagram's and soda from Elizabeth 
Suytak, a waitress; tlmt the waitress went to the barroom and returned i 
to their table with two shot glasses of whiskey and two glasses of ice I 
and soda on a tray; that the waitress said to him 'Calvert and club'? t an4 
poured one 'shot' into his glass when c:nswered in the affirmative; that I 
the waitress then said to Agent 0 'Seagram's and soda?' and poured the 
other 'shot' into the glass placed in front of Agent S. 

"Agent G further testified that at about 10:~0 p.m., the same 
waitress approached the table; that he pointed to the drinKs and said to 
her, 'We will have another Calvert and sod& ;-:ind Seagram's 7 and soda'; 
that the waitress left; returned Hi th drinks, as above described, on her 
tray and mixed and served these drinks without saying anything; that Agetj 
C then came to the table, identified himself and had a short conversation 
with the waitress. I 

"On cross-examination, Agent G adinitted there was con~iderable 
noise in the premises and that he had no personal knowled5e as to what 
particular brand of whiskey was in the shot glasses brought to the table 
by the waitress. He further admitted that he was not certain as to what, 
if any, reply was made by the waitress when Agent C as.t\:ed her if she 
didn't get 1Burke & Barry' whislcey at the bar, instead of the brands 
ordered by the agent. 

"Agent C testified that when he entered the premises on June 2ndj 
he went to the barroom and stood at the bar in the area of its service sei 
tion; that John Hab.nj one of five bartenders on duty, was tending bar in! 
the area; that he observed 12 'shot' glasses lined up on the inside lip o: 
the bar at its service section; thcit on two or three occasions he had 
observed Hahn fill orders he received from Elizabeth SuytaK and another 
waitress with the contents of the 'shot' glasses; that he did not hear 
the waitresses place their orders f'or those drinks and that he observed j 

the bartender refill two or three of the shot glasses from a bottle label~ 
Burke & B&rry ta.Ken from the back ba.r. 

"Agent C further testified that about 10:10 p.m., he looKed 
over the partition and observed Mrs. Suytak .standing at the table occupie1 
by Agents G and S; that he next observed the waitress standing aloni;side c 

him at the service bar; thot he heard Mrs. SuytaK: ask Hahn for Calvert's 
and soda and Seagram's c:rnd soda; that he observed Hrthll t:,i ve her two of 
the aforesaid 'shot 1 glasses arid two drinking glasses with ice; following 
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Which he observed Nrs. t::uyt;:111; ruturuLnL to tllC' toble; th&t le. tcr· in the 
eveninb he a~ain observed Mrs. buytak walK frum the table to the service 
bar and heard her order 't-wo ryes and soJ.a' from Hahn; th~J. t he ob~ervE:d Hahn 
taKe two of the 'shot' glEtsses from th.~ lip of the bar, ple.ce them on her 
tray along with two drin,dnt;:; glasses and ice; that Mrs. Suytak, followed 
by him, returned to ALient~ G anJ S and pl~~ed the two 'shot' glasaes on 
their table; that he identifif-~d himself to Mrs. Suyta~q tbe:tt in response 
to his in4uiries, Mrs. ouyta1t stated tho.t the a(;ent.s had ordered a11d were 
served Calvert and soda and Geagrarn's ~nd soda; that he then informed her 
that her two p~trons were ABC agents; that Uf;O!l further questionine;, Mrs. 
Suytak stated that she had obtained the two 'shot' glasses from the l~ 
at the bar and that she Knew they contained Bur1rn & Barry wb.is.rny; that, 
thereafter, Mrs. Buytak left the table and returned ~ith Joseph Centolanzo 
(vice-president of the corporate-licensee), both of whom accompanied him 
and Agent. S to the off ice of the licensee where they were joined by Hahn. 

11 Agent c further testified that Hahn denied subs ti tu ting Burke 
& Barry for other brands of whiskey; that Mr. 1 Centolanzo denied any know­
ledge of 'switching' drinks at the licensed premises; that Mrs. Suytak 
stated that she thought what she last served was Burke & Barry whiskey 
and that a search of the premises disclosed that, exclusive of its open 
stock of liquor, the licensed premises contained 25 quart bottles of 
Burke & Barry, 32. quart bottles of Seagram's and 7 quart bottles of Calvert. 

"On cro~s-examination, Agent C te~tified tl~t on Friday, May 26th 
aforesaid, while on the licensed premises, he had observed Hahn in the 
process of 'lining up 11 shot" glasses'; that on May 26th and the date in 
question, he observed Hahn filling a couple of the glasses with Burke & 
Barry; that on neither of aforesaid dates did he observe or pay attention 
to what other brands of whiskey Hahn poured into the remaining 'shot' 
glasses; that he ,made no inquiry with respect thereto; that on June 2nd 
aforesaid, he did not observe the bartender 'switching' any drinks; that 
he had not observed the bartender fill any of the 'shot' glasses served to 
Agents G and S and tr~t he did not .know whether Mrs. Suytak served Burke 
& Barry to the agents. 

"On further cross-examination, Agent C testified that the 12 
'shot' glasses were on a tray at the lip of the bar; that with respect 
to the orders in question, he heard Mrs. Suytak ask the bartender for 
Seagram's and soda and Calvert and soda on the first occasion, and rye 
and soda on the second one; that he observed the bartender fill the 
first order with two 'shot 1 glasses ta4en from the middle of the tray; 
that he did not observe from which part of the tray the bartender obtained 
the second two glasses, and that in questioning Mrs. Suytak at the table, 
he referred to Burke & Barry because he had assumed all 12 'shot' glasses 
were filled with this particular brand of whisKey. 

"JI.gent S testified that on June 2nd he and Agent G entered the 
licensed premises and took seats at a table in the dining room; that at 
10:10 and again at 10:20 p.m., he heard Agent Gorder Calvert and Seagram's 
from Mrs. Suytak; that he does not believe that ivirs. Suytak made any comnent 
when she took the second order; that when serving the first order of drinks, 
she inquired and was told to serve the Seagram's to him and the Calvert 
to Agent G; that immediately after serving the second order, Agent C came 
to the table; that Agent C asked Mrs. Suytak 'what drirucs she had placed on 
our table'; that Mrs. Suytak replied, 'Seagram's and soda and Calvert and 
soda'; that Agent C then asked her if it were not Burke & Barry that 
she had served and that Mrs. Suytak admitted this to be the fact. 

"Agent S further testified that he was present in the licensee's 
office when Agent C yuestioned Mrs SuytaK, Mr. Hahn and Mr. Centolanzo; 
that .Mr. Hahn denied serving drlnks other than ordered and th1:1t Mr. 
Centolanzo statEd that his patrons are always served '"hnt they orde1·. 

"On cross-examination, Agent S testified th&t Mrs. SuytuK, ~hen 
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quest:loned ;_; s aforesai.cl 1n tbe office of the li<..;ensee, ~ta ted she had 
served BtU'l>.~3 ¢1; rry to him and .Agent G; that Agent G specially ordered 
'Seagram's and C lvertt for the second round of drinks; tlmt Mrs. Suytak 
might have sa:t.d, ~rye and soda'; that ' it was noisy. I don't know 
whether she said that' or not' and that he had assumed that Mrs. Suytak 
was referring to both 1 of aforesaid orders when she had informej Agent C 
in the dining .room that she had served 'Seagram's 7 and soda and Calvert t f 
and soda'~ 

nJoseph Hahn)! on behalf of the defendant, testified that for the 
past t·en yee.rs he has been a bart~mder; that on June 2, 1961 and for .two 
months prio thereto, he had been employed in such capacity by the license 
that on the night :Ln question he and four other bartenders ·were on duty; 
that it was a busy night; that lw was assigned to tend a section of the 
bar which 1rn::1uded the service area; that on the night in q,uestion he 
followed the e~3tbl1.shed pra(!tice of the licensee by filling 12 'shot t 
glasses to t speed up service'; tha.t the premises are usually busy on Frida 
nights; that he personally filled four of the glasses with Seagram's 7, 
four wt th Calvert and four wi.th Burke & Barry; that the 12 glasses were 
placed in aforesaid sequence on the lip of the bar along which there are 
red, whi.te and bllJe thumb tac.ks demarcating each of aforesaid brands of 
whiskey; that the thumb tacks were affixed to the bar prior to his employm 
by the licensee; thHt he h~d selected Burke & Barry whiskey as one of 
the afon.1 .:39j d three brands because it is a 'a. bar rag' and that he serves 
th1:0! same wne·l no particular brand of rye is re --1uested. 

11 11;0ab~::th Suyta,.-:.: .. , on behalf of the defendant, testified that she 
has been a wai tri;::ss for .s1x years; that she has been employed in such 
capacity by the licensee for J~ years; that on the night in question she 
was servi.ng patron:1 Jn the dining room which contained tablos and booths; 
that there wa.s rnusi<J B.nd dancing in the dining roo.m; that the premises 
were noisy and r::rowded; 'it was very busy, we had all the tables filled'; 
that the practic:s: of filling the 1 shot' glasses in advance of sale was 
put into effect by a form£r bartender for the purpose of expediting servic 
to her and another waitress. 

1'Mr.s~ Suytak further testified that she took Agent G's first 
order for Seagram's 7 and Calvert without repeating the same to him; 
that she placed the order with liahn as given to her by Agent G; that 
Hahn gave tier two ·1 shot f glasses; that she served the same to the agents; 
that, as usual, she asked the agents if they wanted their drinks mixed; 
that with respect to the second order, she recalls Agent G asking for 'two 
ryes'; that she asked him, 'Did you say two ryes?'; that Agent G replied 
by nodd1ng hJs head; that she repeated the order to Hahn; that she carried 
the two drliJff.S to t11.e table and that before she was able to serve the same 
Agent C camE:: to the tablf:i,, 

11Mrs~ Suytak further testified that Agent C asked her, 'What are 
these fellows drinking?'; that she replied, 'The first round they were 
drin~.{ing Sea gram ts and Cnl vert', following which the agents displayed 
their badges and Agent C asked her if she wanted to get the licensee; 
that she had no c·pportunity nor did Agent C ask her to describe the con­
tents of the second round of drinks; that thereafter she informed Agent C 
that the second servlce consisted of two rye drin~s and t,hat Agent C refer1 
to sci.me as Burl:!:e & Bar:ry whis.key. 

"On cross-examination, Mrs. Suytak denied that Abent G's second 
order of dr.in,~s was for beagram' s and Calvert; that she had served Burke 
& Barry on th1:; second round; tho t she was aware of the fact that Agent G 1 s 
first orde:r wa.s .for Seagrat11' s and Culvert; that she repeated •two ryes' to 
him when tFikLng the ::H;cond orch:r; that it was not unusual for patrons to 
chznge tbe:i.r drtnl-:.s; th<:tt when scrvint~ the first orclt:r, she inquired of 
Agent G whJch of the drJn,c; was for him; that there is no difference in 
the prices of aforesaid three drink.s and that ::>lie alwaJ-'S ~n1ew tl1e:i t the 12 
t shot t glasBo~; were fJ.Jled as tlesc:r.·lbeJ b.Y Mr·. Hulm. 
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"This. case presents a c6nflict between the witnesses produced 
by the Division and the witnesses called by the defendant. The question 
to be resolved is whether Agent G's second order was for Seagram's 7 and 
Calve~t or for •two rye' whisK:ey drinks. Agent G testified that he 
ordered Seagram's 7 and Calvert on both occasions. This is corroborated 
by Agent s. The waitress denies the second order was for Seagram's 7 
and Calvert and states affirmatively tbat Agent G as:eed for 'two ryes•;: 
that she repeated the order to him and that he confirmed the same by 
nodding his head. I find as a fact that on the date in question Agent G 
ordered Seagram's 7 and Calvert from Mrs. Suytak for the second round· of 
drinks. The. agents• visit to the premises on the date in question 
was to confirm an earlier suspicion that the licensee was •switching'' 
drinks. Under the circumstances, I do not believe that Agent G would have 
ordered a drink without specifying the particular brand; to do otherwise 
would defeat the purpose of their visit. I also find as a fact that on 
the date in question, Mrs. Suyta.k served Burke & Barry (a rye) whiskey to 
Agents G and S for their second round of drinks. · This is established by 
Hahn's testimony wherein he says that he serves Burke & Barry when no 
particular brand of rye is requested. 

"After reviewing the evidence and exhibits, I conclude that the 
Division has established the truth of the charge by a fair preponderance 
of the believable evidence, and I recommend that defendant be found guilty 
as charged. 

"Defendant has a prior record. Effective July 1, 1959, its license 
was suspended for ten days by the local issuing authority for sale of alco­
holic beverages to minors. It is further recommended, therefore, that 
an order be entered suspending defendant's license for fifteen days, the 
minimum penalty imposed for the violation charged herein (REl Barrett, 
Bulletin 1311, Item 9), and for an additional five days for the prior . 
dissimilar violation which occurred within the past five years, (~ 
Ru21no and Rubino, Bulletin 1421, Item 5), making a total suspension 
of twenty days." 

Written exceptions to the Hearer's Report having been filed, I 
scheduled and heard oral argument pursuant to Rule 6 of State Regulation 
No. 16. 

This case involves a very close ~uestion of fact which narrows 
down to "did the waitress (who it is admitted correctly filled the first 
order of the agents of Seagralli 1 s and soda - Calvert ana water) substitute 
a less expensive brand, Burke & Barry, for their second order notwith­
standing, as is contended by the Division, that they gave the same order 
as heretofore?" The testimony is in sharp conflict in this respect. 

Agent C (sitting at the bar) testified tbat he heard the waitress 
.give the first order of the agents to the bartender by name brands, which 
was filled accordingly. He also heard the same waitress give the second 
order of "two ryes" to the bartender and it is admitted that such an or'der 
would be and was filled by Burke & Barry whisl-;;ey. 'I'he waitress denies 
that Agent G and S ordered their second drinks by nwne but said "two 
ryes". The agents also are not certain that the waitress heard them order 
by name brand the second time and admit that she repeated the names of 
the brands after their first order. It is significant that all the orders 
by name brands given bythe various waitresses to the bartenders while 
Agent C was sitting at the bar were filled from bottles on the bac.k bar 
bearing such name brands. 

There would seern to be no conceivable reason why in this one ' 
caJe a substitution of a cheaper br8nd would be made. In addition, the 
complaint against the licensee being investie;ated by the agents at the time 
had nothing to do with substitution of brands for those ordered. In .passing, 
I would comr.1ent however, that the practice of filling up shot i;;lasses on 
the bar with various brands is susceptible of substitution of bra11ds by ~he 
bartender, however unwittineLy, and should be discontinued unless each 
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brand is accurately identified. I, therefore, disapprove the HeQrer's 
Report and find the defendhnt not guilty. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 10th day of January 1962, 

missed. 
ORDERED that the charge herein be and the same is hereby dis-

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
·DIRECTOR 

7. AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION - LICENSE PREVIOUSLY SUSPENDED BY LOCAL 
ISSUING AUTHORITY - APPLICATION TO LIF'.J:' GRANTED. 

Auto. Susp. #200-
In the Matter of Pe.ti tion to ) 
Lift the Automatic Suspension 
of Plenary Retail Consumption ) 
License C-18, issued by the 
Mayor and Council of the Borough ) 
of Hopatcong to 

Adolph's tavern, Inc. 
t/a Adolph's Tavern 
Indian Trail 
Hopatcong, N. J. 

- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

) 

) 

) 

On Petition 

0 RD ER 

Alan D. Rubenstein, Esq., Attorney for Petitioner 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

It appears from the petition filed herein that on December 8, 
1961, Louise Knehr (vice president of Adolph's Tavern, Inc.) was fined 
$150 in the Sussex County Court after she pleaded guilty to an accusation 
that she sold alcoholic beverages to minors, in violation of R.S. 33:1-77. 
Said conviction resulted in the automatic suspension of the license held 
by said corporation for the balani..!e of its term. R.S. 33:1-.31.1. The 
license has not been picked up because of the pendency of this proceeding. 

It further appears from the petition and the records of this 
Division that the local issuing authority suspended the license of said 
corporation for twenty days,, less five for the plea,, after it pleaded 
guilty in disciplinary proceedings alleging sales to the same minors. 
Said suspension was effective from 6 a.m. November 6, 1961, to 6 a.m. 
November 21, 1961. It appearing that the disciplinary proceedings were 
instituted by the local issuing authority upon its own initiative and 
that the suspension has been served, I shall lift the automatic sus­
pension. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 11th day of January 1962,, 

ORDERED that the statutory automatic suspension of said lic­
ense C-18 be and the same is hereby lifted, effective immediately. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 
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8. DIS~UALIFICATION fU.<:i1·10VAL PHOCBEDINGS - .b'AlLUHE '.1'0 DISCLOSE 
CONVICTION IN PRIOH ~UELJ'I'IONNAIJ:U~S - DISQUALI.ft'ICATION HEMOVED. 

In the Matter of an Application 
to Remove Disqualification be­
cause of a Conviction; Pursuant 
to R.S. 33:1-31.2 

Case No. 1659 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 

AND 

ORDER 

On February 20, 1946, petitioner received a six-month suspend­
ed sentence and three years' probation after pleading .llQil vult to a charge 
of larceny. 

· Inasmuch as the crime of larceny involves the ele,nent of moral 
turpitude, (Re Case No. ~82, Bulletin 824, Item 6), the petitioner was 
thereby rendered ineligible to be engaged in the alcoholic beverage 
industry in this State. R. S. 33: 1-25, 26. 

At the hearing herein, petitioner, now 63 years of age, tes­
tified that he has been employe9. for the past seventeen years as a 
platform worker for a liquor licensee. He further testified that he 
is married and bas three children and he seen:s relief in this proceeding 
in order that he may continue his present employment. · 

Three witnesses ( a manager of a parking lot, a f6rmer union 
employee and an unemployed chemical worker) testified that they have 
known petitioner for over five years last past and he now bears a re­
putation for being a law-abiding citizen. 

The police department of the municipality wherein petitioner 
resides has advised that no complaint or investigation is pending in­
volving the petitioner. 

It appears from the evidence herein that petitioner, although 
disqualified by statute, has been employed for many years in the alco­
holic beverage industry in this State. It further appears that in the 
past, petittoner has failed to reveal his conviction in q,uestionnaires 
executed by himself. At the hearing he stated that he had no knowledge, 
until just recently, that said conviction rendered him ineligible to be 
employed in t~e liquor industry. 

Deliberate falsification under oath is inexcusable, but in 
view of the fact that the sentence imposed nearly sixteen years ago 
was immediately suspended, I shall give petitioner the benefit of the 
doubt and conclude that he did not deliberately conceal his conviction •. 
As to his employment while actually disqualified, it has been held 
that knowledge of the law is not essential in rehabilitation proc~edings. 
lie Case No. 99§.., Bulletin 943, Item 8. Considering all the circum­
stances herein, I am satisfied that petitioner has conducted himself 
in a law-abiding m&nner for raore than five years last past and conclude 
that his association with the alcoholic beverage industry will not be 
contrary to the public interest. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 22nd day of January 1962, 

ORDERED that petitioner's statutory disqualification because 
of the CCJnviction described herein, be and the same is hereby removed 
in accordance with the provisions of H. u. 33:1-31.2. 

\HLLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIHECTOH 
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9. nu;c1PL.Ll~1\HY PH01...a·~1'.:Dlt\JGLl - S/1LL1, BELO\~ FIL!~.[) P.tHCI:; - LlC.t;1Jbt 
SU0PEl~D1~.D 1"0H 10 lMY~, Lhb;:i 5 lt'OH PLEA. 

In the Natter of Discj.plinary 
ProccedinLs against 

Canal Liquor Co., Inc. 
t/a Canal's Liquor Mart 
4.514 and 4524 J.\.aighn Avcmue 
Pennsaul<en 'l'ownship 
PO Merchantville, New Jersey 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Distribution ) 
License D-9, issued by the Township 
Committee of Pennsau.Ken Township. ) 

CO.LliGLUSIONC 

AND 

ORDER 

DefendE.nt-licensee, by John Canal, President. 
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearing for the Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded llQ.ll yylt to a charge allee;ing that it sold 
alcoholic beverages at less than the price listed in the Minimum Gonsumer 
Resale Price List then in effect, in violation of Rule 5 of State Reg­
ula ti on lfo. 30, 

On December ~2, 1901, an ABC agent purchased a case of 12 - 4/5 
quart bottles of Seagram's Seven Crown .olended whisJ.{ey for ,;?48.00 from 
John Canal, president of defendant corporate-licensee, at defendo.nt's 
licensed pre~nises. The minimum consumer resale price then in effect 
for the item in question, less permissible discount, was $54.61. The 
agent carried the case of whiskey outside where he joined another agent 
and both agents then re-entered the premises and identified themselves 
to John Canal, who verbally admitted the violation. 

Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. I shall suspend 
defendant 1 s license for the minir.1um period of ten days (Re Holtzman, 
Bulletin 1390, Item 9). Five days will be remitted for the plea entered 
herein, leaving a net suspension of five days. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 15th day of January 1962, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-9, 
issued by the 'Township Comrlli ttec of PennsauKen Township to Canal Lic.;.uor 
Co., Inc., t/a. Canal's Liquor Mart, for premises 4514 and 4524 Kaibhn 
Avenue, Pennsauken Township, be and the same is hereby suspended for · 
filfe (5) days, commencing at 9:00 a.m., Mond&y, Ja1rnBry 22, 1962 and 
terminating at 9:00 a.m., Saturday, January ~7, 1962. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIREC'l'OR 



10. DISCIPLL~MC\'. 1:'1\UcI::E:DllJG[~ - /1LCCJllULlC 8I::VE:HAGL~:; NOT 'l'HULY 
LABELED - LlCE.NbE CUSJ->I·~t~DED FO.k 10 DJ1YU, l,Et>U 5 l"OH P.L£A. 

In the Matter of Dlsci~linury 
Pro..:.:eE~d.int,s ai::,cun;:;t 

Anthony Klamerus 
t/a White Eagle Grill 
165 Passaic Street 
Passaic, N. J. 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consum~tlon 
License C-109, issued by the lloc.ir·d 
of ~oir.u,lissioners ol' the \.;l ty of 
Passaic. 

Defendont-licensee, Pro se. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSJ.ONE 

AND 

ORDER 

Davids •. Piltzer, Esq., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded ll.9.lLVUlt to a charge alleging that he 
possessed on his licensed premises an alcoholic beverage in a bottle 
which bore a label that did not truly describe its contents, in violation 
of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20. 

On November 30, 1961, an ADC agent gauged and tested defendant's 
open stock of liquors and seized <-J bottle of "Seagram rs 7 Crown American 
.olended WhisKey, 86 Proof" for further ana.Lysis by the Division chemist. 
The chemist's report discloses thbt the contents of the seized bottle 
were high in solids and low in acids when compared with samples of the 
genuine product of the named bra11d. 

Defendant bas a prior adjudicated record. When the license 
was held by Anthony and ~alter Klamerus, it was suspended by this 
Division for twenty- five days, effective July 14, 1949, for permitting 
lewdness on the licensed premises. Bulletin 849, Item 2. Moreover, 
in 1954, defendant was warned by the local issuing authority after he 
was found guilty of an "hours" vlolat..ion. Since the ai'oresaid prior 
infractions occurred more th&n five years ago and are dissimilar to the 
violation charged herein, they will not ·oe considered in fixing the 
penalty. I shall suspend defendant's license for ten days, the miniinum 
penalty imposed in "refill" cases involving one bottle. Re Pgdgill, 
Bulletin 1423, Item 9. l''i ve days i.vill be remitted for the p;Lea entered 
herein, leaving a net suspension of five days. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 15th day of January 1962, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail i,.,onsumption License C-109, i~sued 
by the Board of ~on~issioners of the City of Passaic to Anthony Klamerus, 

t/a White Eagle Grill, for premises .165 Passaic Street, Passaic, be <::md the 
same is hereby ~uspended for five l5) days, commencing at 3:00 a.m., 
Monday, January 22, 1962 and terminating at 3:00 a.m., Saturday, January 
27', 1962. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 
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-11. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED. 

St. Louis Terminal Field Warehouse Co. 
Route #34 
Wall Town~hip, New Jersey 

Application filed March 5, 1962 for Public ··warehouse License. 

Ark Beverages, Inc. 
254 Railroad Avenue 
Hackensack, .New Jersey 

Application filed March 6, 1962 for place-to-place 
transf e0r of· State Beverage Dis tri bu tor• s License 
SBD-17 from 15-17 Hackensack Avenue, Ridgefield Park, 
New Jersey. 

R~x Beer Distributors, Inc. 
591-593 Palisades Avenue 
Jersey City, New Jersey 

Application tiled March 7, 1962 for place-to-place 
transfer of State Beverage Distributor's License SBD-27 
from 177-179 New York Avenue, Jersey City, New Jersey. 

~'---/ ~--A - - -0 (j ~ '-'·"··'-~~ ~, 
William Howe Davis 

Director 


