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v. GLOUCESTER. CITY.· 
• 'r , '.' ' ' 

, l°~·,. ~PPELLATE DEOISIONS: - LA.SKO\VSK): 

· TAD~1fNSY LASKOWSKI,·· ) 

) 

) 

Appellant, 

v • 
. . 

ON APPEAL . 
· ·CONCLUSIONS 

AND.ORDER 

COMMON COUNCIL OF THE. CITY OF ) 
.GLOUCESTER. CITY, 

. Re sponde,nt. 
~--------~-~----~---~-~----------~-

. Milton c. Nurock,· Esq.-,. 4ttorney for Appellant. 
William E,. Hughes, Esq~, Attorney ·for Respondent. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

. The· ·Hearer has filed the _following Report herein: 

"This ls an appeal from the action of the respondent Council 
whereby it denied an application by appellant for the · 1ssua.nce of a . 
'plenary retail~. cortswnption license for· premises to be construc~ed at 
Broadway and Jersey Avenue·, Gloucester City. The respondent Council 
consists of nine members, eight of whom were present on the night in 
question 'and voted unanimously to deny the appellant's application 
·.ror the license aforementioned. 

"The respondent in a resolution approved December 4, 1959, 
gave the following reasons.for its action: 

' (a) That application is not :made in go~'d, rafth, but · 
is made solely to afford the applicant a:n·· 
opportunity to immediately transfe.r the license 

·to a:pother party which has been demonstrated by 
various moves· arid representations made t.o the 
members of. the governing body of Gloucester City 
and to the Of.flee of the Director, Division of 
Alcoholic Beve~age Control; 

(b).. ThB.t .. said application mis-represents the times and 
places ·of P:U~lication·; 

{ ' 

'(c} That said application was not published in a· 
newspaper· published locally as required; 

.... {d) That·there are no premises 549. South Hroadway, 
Gloucester City,, New Jersey, there being no 
building on the land at present; 

(e) That. a person other than the applicant _by word 
·. · ·,and act ·to the officials of Glo\lc~ster City -and 

the Office of Dire~tor, Divi~ion:of Alcoholic· 
Beve,rage Control, has demonstrated that he and 
not the applicant is actually the party in · 

. interest. .Passed Common Council this 3rd day 
· of December,, 1959. 1 

"In the. p~:ti tion of appeal file cl herein, appellant takes. 
issue wi.th the various reasons given by -respondent- for denial of the 
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·application and _avers· th,at'_ the decision, •was. the result of a \ni-'~:.take 
e.nd/or pr·e judfce f. - ofi ·the papt of .the respondent and will cause . . . 
ap"pellant. to sUffer unque har.dshipC) .. : - . 

·-"For the sak~ .of better understanding, it appears ne:ce;~s~ry 
that the pertinent matters be set forth in chronological order.· · 1 

. "Appellant testified that in 1954 he entered.into a·five-year 
lease ·for premises 549 South Broadway (with an option to purqha-se the 
p1~emi ses at. a stipulated. price) and that he· continued to operat{e"' '.~ 
liquor establishment at said premises until April or May-1959. The· 
appellant .further testified that the .. lease expired on August 6.1 1959 
and that he .failed to file application for renewal of the.....,-license 
for the 1959-60 licensing period. Appellant submitted an ~ffidavit 
to the.Director on September 24, 1959 wherein he requested favorable 
determination pursuant t'o R.S. 33:1-12•18 (the 'hardship' section of 
the State IJimitation Law). The Director determined that appellant's 
f'ailure to apply for a. renewal of his 1.958-59 license for the current 
licensing period was due to circurnst.ances ·beyond -his control and, 
therefore, permission was granted to appellant to apply for a new 

. plenary retail consumption 11-cense • 

.t1o·n September 28, 1959 appellant applied to the respondent 
for a rerl;ewa.l of his expired license and -al so a pla.ce-to~place 
transfer from 549 South Broadway to·· Lot 2882, Plot ·#1, Jersey Avenue, 
and published a notice of said -application on S·eptember 30 and · 

·October 7, · 1959, respectively_, in the Courier-Post, a newspaper 
published and circulated in the County of Camden. Thereafter,· 
appellant published notices on Nov·ember 19 and 26, respectively, 
in the Gloucester City News, a newspaper published in the City of 
Gloucester for (a) a transfer from his foPmer premises 549 South 
Broadway to premises to be constructed in accordance with plans 

. and spec1£tications on file 'at Block 126, Lot #3, Je·rsey Avenue and 
Broadway•, and (b) for a plenary .retail consmnption license for 
premises 549 South Broadwaye 

"Inasmuch as there is no ·evidence appearing to. the contrary, 
it may properly be assumed for the pur.pose of this appeal that the 
newspapers aforementioned are legal newspapers within the meaning of 
ReS~ 35:1-202 and are published and circulated in Camden County. 
However,· the provision of R.S. 53:1-25 applicable hereto requires that 
the Notice of Intention must be published in a newspaper ~published 
end circula tad in the municipality in which tiJne licensed premises are 
located; but if the1'Je shall be no such newspaper, .then such notice 
shall be published in a newspaper .. e 11 .published and circulated in the 
Connty in which the licensed premises are located' e From the facts 
presented herein, it is apparent that the Gloucester City News is 
published in Gloucester City whereas the Courier-Post,, although 
perhaps circula. ted in Gloucestep City, is not published there. Cf. 
Lending v Palisades Park, et al., Bulletin 1329, Item 1. 

"An examination of the notices of intention published in 
the Glouce·ster City News shqws both of them to be defective. One 
notice -set forth that appellant made ~pplication to respondent Council 
for transfer of his license from its:', f·ormer location at 549 South 
Broadway to premises to-be .constructed 9at Block 126,, Lot #3, Jersey 
Avenue and Broadway, Gloucester City• whereas the other notice pial<:es 
appaication ·for issuance of a new· license t_o 549 South Broadway_. 
Appellant testified that he formerly operated his licensed business 
at the latter address but his lea~se expired on August 6, 1959, and,_ 
since that t'ime, he had no right _to poss·ession of said premises. 

- ;," -~ 

"It has been ruled by tnls Division that a notice of. in­
tention, proper in all respects, is a jurisdictional requisite which 
the issuing author! ty may not .waive or~ overlook. Tri tte v. Trenton,, 
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Bulletin 461 Item ·ll'; Methodist gpis-copal Church v. \Terona:, .. ·et· ais~, 
Bulletin lOli ··Item 5; · ~nunans v .- Eatontown, Bulletin ·362,; Item· 7; 

. P·arker v. Newark, Bulle tin 4~5, Item 12; Kay v. Linden, Bulletin 52.5~ 
lteni 4. · 

- . . . 

· "Thtis,, Under· the circumstances~ the respondent' a action in· 
"disapproving appellant's application· was proper. In view or the · 
foregoing,· th~re appear~ no need to inquire as. to the other isa.ues . 
raised by .the pa.rties her.eto. '' ' ' ''. ' ' ' ' . " 

' . 

"It is recommended that the action of the respondent Council 
be.- aff.irmed ·and that t_he· appeal ~iled herein be dismissed." 

· ·'., Pilrsuant to· the provisions of Rule 14 of st·ate.; Regula ti-on 
No. 15, exc~ptipri.s to the Hearer's Report and written argument thereto· 
were filed by_ the aftorney for appellant. Written answering ·argument 
to-,~aid·exceP,tions was filed by the attorney for respondent • 

. -· A,fter c.are£µlly considering the. evidence and exhibits. -"herein,. 
·the exceptions to the He.arer' s Report and the written argument ·of · 
·appellant in support· thereof, I concur in_ the conclusions of the 
Hearer arid adopt his recormnendationse 

. The attorney for respondent has ~otif'ied me that at 'the 
request of the appel"lant the· fee deposited when the application fo"f.' 

_the iicense in question was filed has been. returned. Thus, in 
effect, the appellant has withdrawn his application. See McDonald v •. 
Clayton, Bulletin 161,. Item 5 •... · : . ·· · · 

. . . . ' ' . 

Accordingly, it is, on this .1st day of June 1960, 

O'RI>ERED: that the action of the re~pondent be· and the ·same 
is hereby affi~EHi and that the\ appeal herein be and the same is 
hereby dismissed. · ' 

WILLIAM HOWE. DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 
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2 .• ~. ··AP.PELLATE. DECISIONS - MEMORIAL. PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH v. VINElA~·J::"~~,·. 
AND LEE TAYLOR 1 S, INC. - . 

MENDINI AND TUBERTINI v. VINELAND AND:LEE: 
TAYL'OR 9 S, INC • ··· .·.-. 

MEMO.RI.l\.L' PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, A 
CORPORATION OF THE STATE OJ:l' NEW 
JERSEY I 

- Appellantjl 

) 

) 

) 

v~ ) 

CITY COUNCIL. OF THE CITY OF VINELAND ) 
AND.LEE TAYLOR'S. INC op t/a ANTOINE'S 
LIQUOR STORE$· 

Respondents~ ) 
------~-----------------~----------------

PETER MENDI~I_AND ALFRED TUBERTINI, 

Appellants, 

CITY COUNCIL . OF THE CITY OF VINELAND 
AND LEE TAYLOR'S INCa, t/a ANTOINE'S 
LIQUOR STOB.E» 

.Respondents \9 

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

) 

) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Lipman &. Casella.$) Esqs o, by Philip L~ Lipman, Esq., Attorneys 
for Appellant Memorial Presbyterian Church. 

Cahill and Wilinskij) Esqs9!J by Robert Wilinski, Esqe, Attorneys 
for Appellants Peter Mendini and Ali'red Tubertini. 

Philip A. Gruccio., Esq~, Attorney for Hespondent City Council.· 
Robert Jo Halpin, Esq0 ~ Attorney for Respondent Lee Taylor•·s Inc. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The Hearer has filed the following Report herein: 

"These are appeals .from the action of respondent c:i.ty 
Council (hereinafter referred to as Council) whereby, on February 
9 1 1960, the members thereof by a 4 to l vote, granted.to respondent 
Lee Taylor's, Ince (hereinafter referred t,o as Taylor) 1 its ·application 
for place-to-place transfer of its plenary retail consumpti .. on licens~ 
C-6 from 516 Landis Avenue to 631 Chestnut Street, VinelanQ... The 
application was granted subject to the following special condition ~ 
approved ~ ~£!;~. by the Director of the Division of' Alcoholic Be·verage 
Control: -

'That there shall be no transfer of sa:td license 
unless and until the building at 631 Chestnut 
st~reet is altered or fixed up and deemed to be 
suitable by the Council for use as a iicensed 
premises e' .. 

"The notice of application for transfer published in t~e 
newspaper did not s·et foI,th that plans and specifications of the -
pr4Qposed alterations had been filed with the application. Actually, 
no plans or specifications had been filed with the application. The 
'present building a.t the new location is a gas ,..statlo:n including two 
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i};~~L:<~'.·:.~bays.• -for. ·a·e.~vt:.~·lng motor- v_e_hi_cles •. · ,· Taylor'··proposes to ~ke · a·xtensi v·e · · 
•:·}/::)::~lt.e:ra.tioµs ,w~ereby the.:se :t:vv:o:, '.'Qays '· will be: _separated. front the othe'r 

po~tio~. o~ .. tJ1e ·building fl.Irci' _·a ·n.ewly- constructed addition ·fa t·o be · · 
· erect_ed tn>bhe· :rear ·th~reof'.~._ .. "A crude outline of the propose·d .floor . . 

· :.·. ·Pl9._J:'.i. V{as ~n.tb.i:nltt~d: b:y Taylor i.ndtc.ating the floor spa.ca oi'. the -addftlon 
.· .. t:~:-:tliese :~'bays:' .to:. l:Ja oonstruc·te·d. in ·the .rea:r thereof •.. 

. ' . '. ·,:- ·. "App~'liant ·M~tnorial 'Presbyterian Church in its pet! tio.n or 
llPPeal .sets ·~o-rth. (1:) -tJ:iat ~he proposed licen~ed .P~emises will be 
·Wi_thin 200 feet of its church an4, additionally, will be· in too .. 
~los,,e proximity to its activities and its proposed ·extended facilities; 
(?,) · suff~ciertoy< of licensed. premise~ in the ;area; (3) the location 
(jf licensed·premise~·there will create S:·traffic hazard and (4) the 

· l~ck of plans -and .. spe,cif~cat~ons ot proposed .changes in the present 
· structure •. · · · · 

. . . ~ ' 

.·· ·· . > .. · ... "Appelli1.11ts Mendill:t. and •rubertini attack the·· grant of 
afo17e s·ai d : ~p·plic a ti on on the grounds. that . ( 1) ·,the adve rtisi rig was 
improper 111 that the lack· of plans and. sprotfica.tions deprived the 
.resid~nts. and taxpayers of an opportilllity to determine the· exact 
loc.ation and type of, building "to. which thf3- l:i.cense was to. be.· 
transferred ·a~d, .. additionally:t .an ability. ~o determine whether or, 
not. the_<ent·ra.nce -:to~ suoh .premises -would· comply wi tn th_e local · 
ordinance conc.e_r~ing' tl;le dis·tance betwe'en .. 11.censed premises and the 
statutory, 200 feet di.stance. requirement. from a nearby church;. (i') · · 
a restatenierit 'of groun.d · 6ne in different language; -that (3) there 

. is no need or ne ces si ty for. an additional liquor outlet there and ·· 
that (.4) the lo.Q;a.tion of. a li.¢ens.e.d premises the:re would. create or 

· add to an undesirable traffic -hazard·. · · · 
' . 

. · . "The~ flrs::t -a~'d ~-orem6st problem .w:Q.ich_:_1s-:>t~u13· ,presented .is 
~he.~her. (aside ,rrolll th.~:- s~eming absence of ~nowled.ge: by ~esidents :of 
the community as .. to the appearance· or the ,proposed premises after. 
the alterations and .add.Lt.ion to the present· building) t:q.~ Council had 
any clear idea of the appearance of the licensed premises when 
altered and with. the· new -addttion. · 

. ·"..on thl~ s'.co~e ·,the pre~ident ~r· tJ:i~ Go1).!lci1 te~ tffied .at 
th'? _app.-eal hearing tP,a~ it. did not have any qlear fdea of what· 
the. puilding wotild took. l.ike .. other. tnan the c:trude floor plan ~d . 

. that' he' did notknow- .. whether tr.ie·'addition would.be constructed of: 
brick" or:· clnde:tt blo.cks .• :· . Seemingly·,·'_ the Coqncil rel.ied upon Taylor's. 
representation 'that the unspecified changes in.the. p~esent structure 

· wo.µld.be acc~pt~ble to. the Coun,cil •.. 

"The. requi:rement of filing p-lan~ and spe~cification~ with 
the·applica~ion and iriserting .. n9tice. thereof' in advertising such 
.noti:ce· of applicatiop {Rules. l and 2 of _State Regulation No. 2; 
Rules 2 ~d 4 of: State :·Regulation No. 6). is to. enable the :tocal . 

·. issuing authori.ty a.~d .any, _othe.r person interested therein ~.o .. ·. •· . . · 
dete~lpe ·if .suql1· pr_~po-sed b_uilding will be su:fficien_t and sati~f;actory. 
Passar~.l.la. v.· Atlan:tic C!_.ty a_nd Venafro, ~ulletin 818, Item l~ . 

. .. . - . ":Failure. t~., file. such pliins and specifications with the 
applic .. ation_ .a.nd. to .inse.rt. nqtice that they hav~_ been .filed when . 
adv.ert1.:·si:qg·. th~.- ·p:¢tic¢ of ,application, in a case where the. building 
is ·not »yet con::lt:t:nicted;· depr.1 VE3S the local i ssuihg aµ,thor~ PY of 
jurisd:tct:i,6n-'.to: ~c·t ·up9n ·th~ applipation •. Woodbridge Twp. ·L1quo_r 
Dealers,, .. Inc.· & Starrick v.- Woodbridge and Chicken Barn, Inc,., 
J3u~letip, 1315 1 ~- Ite~ 2. ·. .- . . . · 

"The :rules ·governing issuance. of a ·now 11.ce'nse and· transfer 
or a· license are similar where t:qe licensed premises are ·to be riewly 
constructede· _Cf. Mossman v~ Irvington and Br~,_.Bulletin 715, Item l; 
Garrigues" V• Wildwoo,d.al'.!.d Stuskl,_ Bulletin7~1, Ttem_ 8 -(a .. transfer 
to include a· new addition .to the existing licensed ·premises); 

·Essex County Het.a:i.l Li9.1;lor Stores. Assn., et a1·. v. Newark '1lld Pe1,e, Inc.·, 
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Bulletin 1302, ·rtem ·2 (a transfer to ad~ a vacant star~ to the . 
existing_ licensed premises with plans filed specifying the· altera­
tions to be made to make the new premises accessible). ··The. require­
ment of filing plans and specifications is equally applicabl~ t6 a.· 
situation as here; where the proposed transfer is to an-existing . 
unlicensed building to which an a.ddi tion is to be newly constructe .. d, 
because in. a~l instances the objective of the requirement is to furnish 
everyone interested with an opportunity to determine that the exterior 
and the interior appearance of the proposed licensed premises is not 
.objectionable before the application is acted upon" · 

. "Moreover9 entirely aside from.the .failure to file plans and 
specifications, it was an.unreasonable exercise of the Council's 
discretionary &uthori ty to leave itself and other persons ·interested 
in the matter entirely in the ·:_dark as to the specific description 
and details of the pr~posed alterations and addition to space presently 
-µ.sed for greasing racks an.d similar p.urposes and thus unable to · 
determine wh.ether the building, as altered and added, would be fit 
ror·use as licensed premises0 

91 The proper procedure ).s tor emand the matter to the Council 
to conside~ the original application if Taylor amends it by_filing 
plans and specifications and readvertises notice of the appltcation 
in proper form5 or to consider any new application file.d by Taylor 
l:n SU:bstitution thereof 0 Schwartz Ve Kingwood and Wizne·r, Bulletin 
12§7, Item l@ 

nr., therefore$ recommend that an order be entered directing 
that the matter be rem.anded to the- respondent Council with· in­
structions to act upon ·appellant vs pending application for transfer 
or any s~bstitute application in accordance with the o'pinion herein, 
with all parties free to offer testimony in addition ·to th.at already 
offered in these proceedings either with respect to the present 

·issues or such additional issues as may be raised. · 

nWhen considering any such application, if filed and 
advertised in the proper form, the Council may take into consideration 
and be guided by the following comments on the other grounds urged by 
appellants for reversal of its action: ( 1) objections tha:b a door · 
leading to the boiler room of the church from which a door leads to 
a small menvs room where mops and pans are stored and from thence 
leading to one of the Sunday school rooms should be considered· an 
entrance to the church although the church has a ma.in entrance ·door 
generally used by adults and another entrance door generally used by 
Sunday school pupils, should be considered in the light of the.principle· 
illustrated by Pre_s,bzterian Chu~ch of Livingston Vo Division of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control and Columbian .. Assne of Livingsto!!.11 Bulletin 1256, 
Item 1 1 wherein it .is stated that a· door used as a fire exit and not 
intended to afford lngress from the outside ·and with regular entrance , 
to the temple elsewhere,p was not to be considered an entra:c.ce· door to· 
the temple; (2) objections that the application and notice thereof 
designated the premises as 631 Chestnut Street, whereas that number 
may be proper only after separation of the service _st~tion from the 
proposed licensed premises, should be considered i1f· the light ~f the 
principle illustrated by Proctor v. Glen Rock and.Grand Union Co., 
Bulletin 1229, Item 1, wherein it was stated that it. -did not appear 
that the appellant or any other person was misled in· any ~ay· _by. the· 
address which appeared in the published notice o'f appli·oation; 
(3) objections based upon alleged undue concentration of licensed . 
liquor premises in the area, possible traffic hazard and objections 
based upon too close proximity t.o· the churclf should be considered in 
the light of the principle illustrated by _Mil_~l:!tb Caprio, et als. v ... 
Paterson.and Stefonich, Bulletin 1306, Item 2,\l rela.t ng to concen­
tration of licenses and t1">affic hazard wherein it was stated that the 
number of licensed premises to be per~mitted in any particular area has 
been held to be a matter confided to the sound discretion of the 
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> iSsuing author! ty and th~ 'Jud~~nt of the local tfoand, •:j:A ·~~i;·en.lllning · 
· · ·the_· number .or· .liquor s·to'.re.·s_ in a . given ·area .mufrt: be ·gtv,~T-1.'.cohsi"dar~ble 

wefght oh appeal~ (rt m~y be, noted that :tlie. p.rese·n.:t atl;~c)mobile ·... . . 
.traf fie; pre.sUllU3-bly is t1J.at normal to' ail autombl>lle· ga,s< .service· 

.. s~ta tion).-;-. and as to proximity t'o". a· church,· ·thEft <.ob ject:ton should 
: .l)e considered. in the. light of Ge.ltzeller v .• ·Newark; Bul-~etin 1171; 
·;_:.itel!ll 1, ··wherein it· i.s stated ·that the. exercise of a lo·cal isau;Lhg 
authority's discretion includes the power to cietermina. the ,policy 
question 'of whether <or: not any parti_cular premises (although ·b°eyond ~ 

·.th~ 200-r·oot distance )~.are t·oo close to a. church or school •. However·, 
. -such denial. to have: merit should ·be pursuant to a reasoriable 'and 
. t>o:na fide municipal. ·policy11 
:~~ 

·,· . . "It is recommended, therefore, .that an· order be entered' · 
:I'e,manding_ the· rn:atte·r to respon.dent, City Council of the City ·of 
:Vihelarid ~ n -. ·· " · · · . · · . · - . . . · · · . ' . ' ~ . •;,_. . . . . . . ' . . ' 

. . _ .. · No exceptions to the Hearer's 'Report were filed within 
.·tf,te time: linii ted by Rule 14 of State Regulation No.·. 15. · Having 

·'' .. carefully considered the facts and circumstances herein, I concur 
.... 1-n the Hearer.• s ·findings and conclusions and adopt his recommendation •. 

' . 

· Ac-gordingly, it is; on this 2nd day of June·,.1960, .. · 
. . ' .. 

. . . ·.oJtDEHED that the niatter be ·and the same _is hereby ·remanded 
. to re$po;:pdent City. Conncil of the C:i..ty of Vineland to consider· the · · 
. meri.ts of' the present application fo1'1 transfer of the. l~cense filed .. 

· ·by the. licensee, or any application in substitution thereof, if· 
proper notice of such. application is publi:'.sh~d, in accor.dance with 
the.opinion her~in. , 

' - . 

WILLI.Al\1 HOWE DAV!S 
DIRECTOR 
I 

. 3.· DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - UNQUALIFIED· EMPLOYEES ... 
. LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAYS,· LESS 5 FOR PIJEA. 

, Iri the Matt.er of Disciplinary 
·· .. _Ppoceedin~s against . 

·. : · VIENNA CAFE ·(A CO.RP. ) 
·.· · 12'·. Ea·s·ton A venue 
~ 'N'~w Brunswick, New rJers"~y 

Ho,lder: of Pleria.ry· Retai 1 Consumption 
'License c ... 41 1 is·sued by the Board of · 

. Commi·asioner~ ·of the City of New 
:Brunswi_ck• 

. ' 

) 

) 

. ) 

) 

) 

·~--------~-----------------------------

. CONCLU~IONS 
AND ORDER 

· Adler, Mezey & Pressler, Esqs., by.Samuel M. Adler,_ Esq., 
· · · ."A.ttorneys .. for Defendant-licensee.j · 
·Edward F. Ambrose., Esq~ J Appearing for the Division .. of Alcoholi-c 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Def~ndant pleaded n~n wlt to the .following charges: 

· · "'l. On April 23, 19.60, you sold, served and · 
deliv.ered and· allowed,· pe~itted and 
sufi'ere d the ·sale,, service an<;l delivery .of 
alcoholi C beverage S,· direC tly Or indirectly I ~0 . 
"a person unde~· the age or twenty~one {21) yea1"s, 
viz. 1 Philip --- ag~ ·1s; in violation of Rule 1 

. ot state" Hegulation No .• 2011 

: ", ~ . 
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· 
9~2o On April 23, 1960, ana prior thereto, you 

eµiployed and allowed, permitted and suffered 
the employment· of in and upon. your licensed 
premises of persons.not citizens of the United 
States or na.tionaln of a country with which the 
United States has an existing tra.de trea.dy 
affording reciprocal privileges to respective 
nationals;· contra1"Y to and in violation of 
Rule 6 of State Regulation No. 13." 

On Saturday, April 23, 1960, at about 9:25 p.m., two ABC . 
agents at de.fer.1.dant' s licensed premises observed a bartender, later 
ident.ified as Bela Kocsis, the holder of Employment ·Fermi t #3674 
issued by this Division, .sell six cans of schaefer beer to· Philip 

.(age 18) si without requiring him to ma.ke any written representation 
of his age,e The agents, in the presence of Philip, identified them­
selves to George Gruber (an officer of the corporate-licensee) and 
Kocsis, and informed them of the unlawful sale.. Kocsis verbally ad­
mitted the.violation. 

The investigation further dis-closes that every Saturday 
night; for a period of three months the licensee had employed three 
musicians who were not citizens of the United States (born in Hungary) 
and who ha.d not_ obtained employment permits from the Director. · 

By way of mitigation, the attorneys for the def'endant have. 
submitted a letter setting _forth -therein that Kocsis had been in­
structed nbt to sell to minors; that the sale to the minor was made 
without the licensea~s consent o·r knowledge and that the aforesaid 
employment of the musicians without permits-was due to a misunder­
standing of the rules!) However., ,a licensee is under duty to .exerc~se. 
close supervision over his licensed premises, and violations oc·curring 
therein cannot be excused because it had no personal knowledge of them 
(Rule 33 of State Regulation No. 20); Re Clinton Point CorE_., 
Bulletin 1337, Item 7 o Nor does ignorance· of the law 01., the regulation 
afford any excuse& Licensees and their employees must know the rules 
and scrupulously adhere to theme Cf. Re Kry:nicki, Bulletin 1238, 
Item 51? 

Defendant has no prior .adjudicated record. I shall suspend 
·the defendant as license for f_ift·een days ·(the minimwn suspension for 
a sale or alcoholic beverages to an 18-year-old minor) on Charg~ 1 
(·Re E.., Fe Jenkins, Inco, Bulletin 1337, Item 6) and for an additional 
period of five 'days on Charge 2 (Re T-Bar & Grill, Inc., Bulletin 
1163, Item 6} o Five days will be remitted for the ·plea entered · 
herein, leaving a net suspension of fffteen days. 

Accordingly 9 it is, on this ·31st day of May, 1960, 

ORDERED that Plenary Hetail Consumpt-ion License C~41, 
is·sued by the Boa1'"1d of Commissioners of the City of New Brtinswick 
to Vienna Cafe (A Corp0), for premises 12 Easton Avenue, New Brun~wick, 
be and the same is hereby suspended for fifteen ll5) days, commencing 
at 2:00 aem111, Tuesday, June 7, 1960, and terminating at 2:00 a.m., 
Wednesday, June 22, 1960. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 
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,J; DISCIPLINARY pf{d~·i~DINGS - HOLDER OF EMitOYMENT PERMIT EJid.AG·ING 
:±N CON:pycT · PijOHJ;F£I:TED ·To HIS EMPLOYER !'"'. J?Emi4IT: 'SUSFENDED'·FOR: . 

. 15,. PA;YS, ·LESS.· ~l FOR PLEA. · · ·. · . ·•·. 

_·:··In ~-the: Matt~.i\ _oT Disciplina~y.' 
. Prq.o:ee_dings_ against , . _·. 

·_:.~E~ KOC SI~.· .. 
.. · · 297 Neilson .Street· 
.. : , Nevi aruriswick; N. ·ij. 
. ~ . . . 

Itol~er or un:11mited Employment .· 
Pe.rmi t No. 3674; i.ssued by the 
Di rec tor. of the :Qi vis:t on of' Alcoholic 
Beve-rage Control. 

"---~-~~---~~~~~-~----------~-~~--------~ 

) 

) 

) 

) ' 

) 

CONCINSIONS 
AND·ORDEH 

Adler.; Mezey,& Pressler, Esqs ., by ·sa.muel M. Adler, Esq., 
.. . . . . . . Attorneys for Defendant-perm! ttee ~ 

Edward F. Ambrose1 Esq., Appearing .for the Division.of Alcoholic.· 
· · Beverage Controi. ' 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

· De.f'e·ndant pleaded non vult to the i'ollowi?lg charge: 
- . . . 

. . -

"On April. 23~ 1960,.·you .. holder of an linlimited 
employinent permit_ for a person failing to 

· . qualify. as t.o citizenship, engaged in· conduct 
·. prohi~~ted to yow;' employer, Vierma Cafe (A Corp~), 
holder:~'.:o·r, 1;1 plenary· retail consumption liceµse .for 
premises 12 Easton Avenue, New Brunswick, N. ·.J. by 
regulations adopted under the Alcoholic Beve·rage 
·Law .as follows: 

.t.·' . 

· ·On Aprii 23, 1960, you, wb+le employed as a 
bartender at the licensed premises or said. 
Vienna Cafe _(A· Corp.) sol-d, served and 
delivered B.nd··allowed,, permitted and suffered. 
the sal·e,,. servi~e and de.livery of alcoholi.c · 

. beverages, directly or indirectly, to a pe·rson 
under the age of twenty~one (21) years, viz.' 
Philip ---, , age 18, said sale, service ·.and 
delivery of -alcoholic beverages,· as aforesa:J.d1 

· bedng · prohi bite d to your employer by Rule l of' 
State Regulatio.n ;No .• 20, all of which constituted. 
conduQ·t bj( you in violation of_ Rule l2 o.f Stat.e · · 
- ' i . ti' Regu.lat ;on No. 13. . . . . . 

. . . The facts upon· which the charge ·herein ts· l;:>ased a~e s~t 
,,- torth in Re. Vienna Cafe _tA Cory .• ) {decided herew:1.th) ,;· and· dis-. 
· -c1o·sed that the defend.ant· ·engaged in the. piL'ohibi ted conduct o.n th~. 
· · .. date alleged- in the oharge. · · 

Def'endant has no prio~ record. I shall susp~nd hls employ~ 
ment pe~mit_ i'or fifteen days. Five ·days wiil be· remitted f'or the plea 11 

.:· .. la·~ving a net suspenf.Jion of ten days. Re Gay, Bulletin .1234, 'rt~m 7. • 

. Accordingly 1 it is, -on :this 31st· day of May;, 1969 1 
'· ,.... . 

ORDEHED that Unlimited. Employment Permit ~o. 367 .. 4,, issued· .. 
. ·.by the· Directo-r -of the -Division of Alcoholic Beverage Co_ntro:t .to ·Be.la . 
· Kocsis, 297 Ne:t:lson Street, New Brunswick, be and the same i.s he!'eby 
suspend~d .for tan ( 10) c.lay.s, commencing at 9: 00 a.m., Tuesday I June 7' 
1960, and t~rminating 'at· 9: 00 a.m., F1_ri day; .June 17', 1960~ -

. . ··, ' . ' :. .. 

-·WILLIAM HOWE DAVI$ -
DI REC TOH 
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. fl• DISCIPLINARY PHOCEE:DIN"GS'. - -AIJCOHOLIC BEVEMC}ES NO'J' 'TEiULY LABELE;iJ -
SALE IN VIOLATION. OF STATE IIBGULATION N09 38 - LICENSE [-JUSPENDED 

.. FOR 25 DAYS~ ·-LESS 5 FOH PLEA. .· 
·-. , ' 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings a~~inst 

ANNA PALOTI· 
. t/a RIVERSIDE BAR & RESTAURANT. 
16 Emerson Street · · 

·East Brunswick Town.ship 
PO 01¢ Bridg~, -~· J~ 

. Holde_r of. Pl.enary Retail·. Consumption 
.Llcen~-e C•8;. issued by the Township_· 
Committee of the, Township of: East -
Brunawioka · 

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

CONCLUSlONS 
. AND ORDEit .· -~.: .. ,; 

_Defendant-11 censee, Pro se 
William F" .Wood; Esq. , Appearing . for Di vision ·9;:f Aieoholi<l 
· · ~average Control. : 

BY THE. DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded guilty ·t·o -the, foll.0w·ing charges·:·· .. 

l. "on Aprll 18, 1960, you ~ossessed,. had- c'ustody· 
of and ·allowed, permitte.d -and suffe··red in and 
upon your license-d premises, an alcoholic -
beverage in a- bottle which bore ~a ·1abel whfoh ·. 
did not ·truly describe .fts· contents-, vi.z., 

One quart bottle la be led 'Seagran1•· s_ Seven 
Crown American Blended Whis-k~Y- Bfr Proof';. 

in violation o·f. R_u~e-· 27 of State Regul:ation No., 2c;». 
2e ''on Friday-~ May 61,· l.'96·0 a.t ·~bout _i:l:.4.0 ;:P-.-M., _you, -·: · 

· '.;so:ld- and _.qelivered and allowed; ·pe·rm:ttted.. an4 -
· sliff·ered the- sale anq delive-ry of alconoli<:; · 

· beverages,· viz •. , .tw·e'"lve .1.2-ounee'- cans of Schaefer 
beer and six 12-ounc:e eafia: of. Ballantine beer,.-_ . 
at retail .in ·their original ·containe;rS for ·con­
sumption· off your· l:tcetrned premises, and allowed, 
·permitted and suffe·:re·d ·the removal of :said 

· alcoholic. beverages from your· licensed premises·;.· . 
in violation of Rule-: l -of State·. Re·gula tion ·No •. : 38. 11 

·On April '1s, 1960, an A.BC agent tested defendant's open · 
bottles· of alcoho~ic beverages and. sei'zed a quart bottle labelecf 

· 11Seagrain:' s Seven Crown_ Ame.rican Blended-: Whi·s_key. 86 Proo·.f11 . fo:p ·· · 
:further tests by the Division chemis·t. - S·'\j.bsequent .e.nalys·is-· by· . 
the chemist disclosed tfillt· the. contents of·. the s:eized. bottle,··were . 
high ir( s.olids,··.·low in aci·ds<.and -oft_ in· color'< y,he:n" co_rnp.a-r_ed w,tth -a:?i 
analysis of--the _genliine product. · · 

... Qn· ·May· :5., .. 1960, -two ABC agents ·vts:ited def'end~_tl:~- licen:s.ed. 
-p_remis·es and at- 11: 40 p.m~ one_. Of t;h~m 0}1de·rEHl ef~~t.e~n ~-2-~0WlCtf C~P,S. 
of beer for of'f'-prernis-es conswnp-tion.~ Willi~ Paloti (the barpender). 
obtained the beer, ·put it.in a paper.·bag an~· then p:l'aced it o·utside · 
the r·ear dooro He re:turned to th:e bar!'oom, recelve·d paYIJlent· ·for the· 
beer and;· when the agent and ~~~M~~~llow agent -were'. ~eav.ing, .. the· 

·:bartender showed whe·re he had pie::eed the bag. The agents -~eft ~he 
p~emises and picked up .the beer, "but returned. imln:ediately cthereafte·:r 
,an.a,. me.de their -identitie:s·,--known to the"bartender. The-.- l~tter ad- · 

_. mittEtct:/tbe· sale. but re-.firn~~:·cr .. to g:tv·e· a written ·statement with reference · 
... /t?pe~-~-;~-~ .. !:~n\:,'· '. : . ·~,- ·~ c\'::'i:\~;:_. . 

·• -_·. •• __ ,· .•• ,_ .. :.: ..... _. :.. . =. .. • :·:·:·/ ~ ·-=-·:··-r-.·f;·;t 
- ,..~: .. ~>::··.~~ -· .. :,. __ ·_.·,~,~,._.. ·.·... - ... ~-< .. -- '._,.' .· - : ·>"~_·.:... ~ ·, . . .:. - ·~ >-

-~ .. ~~-: . ; .- .~· : ' . , .. . i·--~~ :;:·· :;; '' ~ '· . 
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·. · · DefendB.!lt _.has. no. prior· a_~;Jti41cated record·~--. -T_. sh.B.il suspend 
·~efendant·• s l~cen~~. on_ cha.i.~g~_· i··::f~j:-·:.t_he minimum period, of:. ten. ciaya 

. (Re Picklo, Bul~etin 133B,:· Itenr 12) Jind on charge ·2 f_o·r an. add:tti_onal . 
.. fi.fc'bee~ days· ' (Re. C 1 ty· Ga.rdeps/ Inc.~:i Bulle tin 1337., Item lOh. mald.ng ·, · .... 

a ·to taL. suspensio~- Of t~~rn~ty-f:Lve diiy:.s.. Fiv'e days will be ran-1,iJ·'te.d . . . 
for the_ ple_a antereq· ne·reii'l, ·_.-leayirig· a net _suspension o·f~ twenty ·'days.· 

. · · Accordl-ngly·, ·.1t ... 1s, _·on ·thi-s 31st day :or' May 1960, 

. - ORDERED that plenary re.tail -~onsumption license C-8,· iss~ed_ 
by the Township.Committee of the Township of East Brunswick to Anna 
Paloti, t/a Rive.rside Bar & Restaurant, ·ror premises 16 Emerson · : 

- Street,. East Brunswiclt Township, be and the .same ts. hereby. suspeti~ed 
. f'or twenty (20) days, connnencing. at 2 a.m. Tuesday, June 7, 1960, ·and. 
te·rm1nat~ng at 2 a.m. Monday, June 27, 1960.· · · 

WILLIAM HOVIE DAVIS· 
DIRECTOR 

6. , DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - DATES FIXED FOR SUSPENSION PREVIOUSLY 
IMPOSED UPON RESUMPTION OF· BUSINESS. 

In the Matte.r of Disci-plinary 
·Proceedings against . 

· LILLIAN WEINBLAT-T 
· . t/ a MET.ROPOLITAN HOTEL 
· 305-315 Asbury Avenue 
Asbury Park, N., J • 

. "Holde.r of Plenary Re~ail Consumption. 
License U-72, i~su~d:by t~e City· 

.. Couricil o·r. the City of Asbury Park. 
. -

- - - - Ill!' - ~·-- .. -·- - ~ ~ --- - - .. - - ... - ll!IM- - -- --"!. ~ ~ ....... - - .. _ .. 

) 

) 
. ORDER 

) 

) 

) 

) 

SeymQJlr S~ ~Veinblattj -Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licenseeo. 
Wi'lliam F. W:ood., Esq., Appearing for Di.v:ision of Alcoholic-. 

Beverage Con~rol. 

BY ';1.1HJ~} DI REC TO.R: . · 

·By· or.der dated ... November 24, 1959, I suspended de!'endant"s 
license· for fi!'.t;;een days. Because it appeared that the business 
was not then, bei·ng conducted, the order provided that the effective 

. dates for said _.suspensi_on would ··be fixed by a subsequent cSrder after 
the license·d premises reopened for business. Bulletin 1318, Item· 3~ 

. . . . 

·It ·r.iqw. appearing to my ·satisfaction that· defendant's licensed 

1
_ .premises· ha.ve.- reopened· for the )1960 season, 

It _is,_ on this. ]..st. day of June 1960, 

ORDERED that the fifteen-day-:suspension heretofore· imposed 
. shall· commence .at_ 3 a.m. · Mo_nday_, June 13, 19601 an-d ·te~inate. at 

· 3 ..a.m •. Tuesday 1 June 28.,. 1960~ 
. . ' 

. WILLIArJI HOWE. 'DAVIS. 
,. ,-. . DIRBCTOR 

\ ·. ' 
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· .... . :In :~ha··. Mat~~~ of. D~sciplin.a;cy .. 
· Pro ce e 41rigs agai ris.t · · · · . 

' - ' . ' . 

FENIMORE ·HOTEL CORP@ 
't/a·FENIMOREHOTEL· 
213.·sacond Avenue 
Asbury· Park., :No J • 

· Hold~r· of· Pletiary Retail Consumption~ 
"··License C.-74, 'i:sstied ·by tliB ·.·caty· 
. Council, of the. City of Asbury Parke· 

) 

) 

") 

) 

)· 

) 

------------~~---~-------~--------~~---- . 

ORDER 

. •.-,. 

Defendant-l'icehsee.;: by Hai:g Ellian, President, and George 
· · ·· -'Layleg.ian~ Treasurer.,· 

William· F~ Wood, Esqo ., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 
Beverage Connro~e 

BY THE DIRECTOR 0
· . . " . . . Ii 

,, ....... "t ·~· • ~·-

.. 

'.·'.)' 

By .order dated Septembe:r 29, 1959 1 I suspended de_fendant' s · 
·license fo.r fifteen days·G Because it appeared. that the business 
was not. then being conducted,, the order provided that the effective 
dates for said suspension would he fixed by subsequent order after 
.the licensed premises reopened for busi!less. ·Bulletin 1307; Item 59:. 

It now appearing to my_satisfact.ion that defendant's 
.licensed premises have reopened for the 1960 season, · · 

. It is, .on ·this ls t day of.· June· 1960, 

ORDERED that the fifteen-day-suspension heretofo;;re imposed· 
. shall commence at 3 a.m$ Monday, June 13, 1960·, and terminate at· 
3 a.m. Tuesday., June 281 1960"' 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

e. ELIGIBILITY - 'CRIME OF POSSESSING NARC·O·TICS HELD TO INVOLVE MORAL 
'!1URPITUDE UNDE.R C'IRCUMSTANCES • 

June 3, 1960 

Re: Eligibility No. 690 

Applicant se·ek~ a· determinati:on as to whether- Ol' i:>.ot he .is ·. 
_ineligible for (5mployment· by the holder of a liquor license· in New 
Jersey by reason of his convictions of crime. . · · · · 

. . App.licant•s 1"ingerprint returns disclose that on June 19,· 
1950 he wa·s adjudged a disorderly person (common drug addict) and 
sentenced to one year in t.he .county penitentiary; that the· oase was 
reopened and _he w_as sentenced. to .a jail term of -thre·a months as or 
June 22, 1950 and placed'on·probation for nine months;. that on April 
19, 1951 he viola"l;ed his probation and ~as·. sentene~d to a te·rm of one .. 

. . y~ar, three months to be serv,ed iµ the penitentiary, the balance on ... 
probation; that on November 19, 195-1 he pleaded non vult to an 
indiotxnent charging hini with posse·s~ion. o.f narcot!Os.· and on December 
19., 1951 he was· sentenced to a term of two to. five years in State . · 
Priso-n, the penitentiary sentenc~~twas vao_ated. and he was. fined $100 
and cre·dited .with time. served; tha~ on November 30, 1953 he pleaded-

. non vult to an Accusation charging ·him with po.sse~rnion of narcotics« 
Wereln) ~nd on ·necember 16, 1953 was s.entenced to a. t~rm' or. two. to 

. '1 
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· · three years in State Prison and fined ~µ100, the. sentence was to run 
:. : aoncur1"ently with a sentenc.e of one year imposed by a police court 

upon· his conviction of being a disorderly person ('common drug addic'ti); 
that he was paroled f1~m Stf;lte ,Prison on April 15, 1957 and on 
.December ~l, ~959 ha was found guilty of. disturbing.the peace and 
sentenced to thirty days in jail o~ a. .fine of $50. -

Unlawfu-1 possession of.narcotics may or may not involve 
·moral turpitude 0 Where aggravated circumstances appearj it has been 1 

J::leld that such crime involves moral turpitude. Re Case No" 663 1 
Bulletin 1062, Item 9, and cases .cited thereino 

Because of the convictions hereinabova set forth,· the 
severity of the sentences and the fact that he has had several clashes 
with the law~ the latest in 1959j it is my opinion that applicant's 
convictions involve moral turpitudee 

It is reconnnended that applicant be advised that.9 irt the 
opinion of the Directorjt he is disqualified by statute because of 
said convictions from peing associated with the alcoholic beverage 
industry irl this Statee It.is further recommended that applicant 
be advised .that he may apply to have his disqualification removed, 
in accordance with ReS~ 33:1-3102 on or after April 15 1 1962~ 

APPROVED 

William Howe Davis -
Director 

Joseph Ao Burns 
Attorney 

9~ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - DATES FIXED FOR SUSPENSION PREVIOUSLY 
IMPOSED UPON RESUMPTION OF BUSINESS. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against. 

LINCOLN HOTEL OF ASBURY PARK, INC~ 
t/a LINCOLN HOTEL 
200 Fourth Aven~e· 
Asbury Park, Ne J~ 

··' 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption 
License C-65, issued by the City 
C'ouncil of the City .. of Asbury Park0 

) 

) 

) 

ORDER 

Anschelewitz & Barr~ Esqso~ by Max M0 Barr, Esq@~ Atto~neys for 
Defendant-lioensee0 

William FQ Wood, Esq~, Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 
Beverage Controlo 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

By order dated March 23~ 1960, I suspended defendant's 
license .for twenty days. Because it appeared that the lic.ensed 
premises wex'e operated .only dtu'lling the summer season, the orde,,r 
provided that the effective dates for. said su.spension would be 
fixed by subsequent order :after the license.d business was resumed 
for the 1960 season~· Bulle tin 1337, Item 5 Q 

It now appearing to my satisfaction that the licensed 
. business has been resumed· fo·r th~ 1960 season, 

It is, on this 1st da.y of June 1960, 
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.., ORDE~D tha.t the ·twenty-day-suspension heretofore imposed 
~~il commence at 3 a@mo Saturday, June 11, 1960, arid terminate at 
the e.xpire:t;ion of the license at midnight Thursday, June 3·u, ~~960 0 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

.J.1. 

NOTE: By order dated June ?, 1960, the ·effective dates of 
the aforesaid suspension were changed to conunence at 
3 aemo Monday~.June 13, 1960 and to continue in effect 
lln:til 3 aemc Sunday, July 3, 1960. 

10. DISCIPLINARY_ PROCEEDINGS - SALE IN VIOLATION OF STATE REGULATION 
NO~ 38 ... LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 .FOR· PLEA., . 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings a~·ains t 

GUS JANULIS 
t/a· GREENVILLE DELICATESSEN & 

LIQUORS 
106 Ocean Avenue 
Jersey City 9 New Jersey 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Distribution 
License D-85, issued by tbe Municipal ) 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage. Control 
of the City of Jersey City$ ) 

Defendant-licensee, Pro se~ 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER! 

Edward Fe Ambrose, Esqo, Appearing for the Division· or Alcoholic 
· Beverage Controle 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

The defendant pleaded guilty to a charge alleging that he 
sold during prohibited hours alcoholic beverages in their original 
containers for off-pre.mises consumption,, in violation of' Rule l 
of State Regulation No. 380 

On 11htj.rsday, May 5, 1960 at about 10:18 p.m., an ABC agent 
at the defendantWs licenseipremises purchased twelve twelve~ounce 
cans of Schaefer b~er from Anna Janulis, wife or the licenseeo The 
agent left the premises with the .alcoholic beverages and immediately 
re-entered with another agent@ Both agents identified themselves to 
Gus Janulis, the licensee, and Anna. Janulis, who verbally admitted 
the violation@ 

·Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. I sha'll suspend 
his license fo1~ the minimum period o.f .fifteen days and remit five 
days for the plea entered here!n, leaving a net suspension of ten 
days& Re Deock, Bulletin 1338, Item 4. 

Accordingly, ·1t is, on t~is 13th.day of June 1960, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-85, 
issued by the Municipal Boa,rd of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the 
City of Jersey City to Gus Janulis, t/a Gre.enville Delicatessen & 
Liquors, for premises 106 Ocean· Avenue, Jersey City, be and :the 
same is hereby suspended for ten (10) d~ys, commencing· at 9:00 a.m. 1 
Monday,, June 20 9 1960 and termin~ting at 9:00 a.m., Thursday, 
June 30, 1960~ 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DI HECTOR 
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i1~ .· .... 'P~$,·O :i:,.PLINA.RY- PHOG:i~mPI·NGS· "·~ .. A~(;fouoLic J3·tJVERAGES. NoT:::-'l'RULY -LABELED .. ·-. 
. . 'LIG')~~N~E;: ... ~uSPE~"_D~:b ··fOR. ·15 ·:DAYS.,' .. ·LESS. 5 .. ·:eiow 'PLEA'.... . . .. 

· ·. In. t,he .~·~:t~e·r ·of·· Dis ci·plir,ia~y· 
Pro·o·eed~.i:igt"3" .. ag·aina.t · .... " · · · 

' .'' ) .... ... 

. \ 

' ' ' • ' ,1 • '" • 

. ·,\'·, ·, l·: 

) 
DO.ROFE:Y.· ·~p .. ANNA. ·. MLI.NGiiIK 

. t/a· GROVE ··TAVERN . 
· ·433-· :Grove Stre:et · · · 

I rv':l,hgtan· 11,:-_ N. . J. ') . 

·Holders o.f Plenary HEiteil . Cohsumpt1()n .· · ) 
. License· C-58, issued_·. by., th~ Board of .. 
. Conimissi·oners of the Town of. IrvirtJ?;t9n. ·" ) 
. ' -~·-- -·---~ --- -.- ------- ... --__ .;. -... -~ ~ ---·- ---·----... ._, .... 

.···coNCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

. Herman ·L• Braun, ~s:q •. , "Attorney for Defendant-licens~e:s·. . 
·wi.llie.m F. · Wood, Es.q•, Appeari'ng for Divfsion of Alcoholi.c .. 

Beverage Cont1')1' •. 

· BY: THE .DIRECTOR: 

· De.fendants pleaded non vult to. a· charge alleging that they 
possessed oh the.ir licensed premises alcoholi~ beverages in_ bottles 
·whic~ ·did not· trtii_y describe their cont.ents, i:n .violation of Rule 
27. of State .R~gulatio~- No. 20~. · .. - · · · 

. On April 25,· 1960, ·an ABC age~t t.e.sted defendants' ··open'' 
s:tock :of· liquor. and seized· a number of. .bottles fo~· further test·s 

·.by the Division's chemist.· Subsequent analysts· by the chemist 
di.sclos~d that one of two of the seized ·bottles varied substantially 
in solids" and color and ~he other varied substanti.al-ly in solids 
when compared· w~th genuine bottles_ of .the respectiv~ pr_oduc·ts.-" · 

.. . .. Defe·naan-ts-. have no·. prior. ·adjudicated recca·d~ . I ·shall ·. 
suspend their -11cense .. for fifteen.; days,· the· minimum penalty in.' \ 
cases involving two . pottles e Re'- 'Sefchick, Bulle tin 1331., Item 9. · 
Five days will be ·remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving 
a net suspens ton of ten days. · - · 

Accordlngly, . it is, o~. this 13th day of June 1960, · 

ORDERED that Plenary ·Retail Consumption License C-58, · 
issued. by the Board of Conmiissioners of the Town of Irving~on to 

· -Dorofe·y and· Anna Mli'nchik,- .t/a. Grove Tavern, for premises 433 Groye 
· · Stre,e_t, Irvington., be and the s~me is.hereby suspended. for ten· (10·) 

days i commenci:ng at 2_ a._pt··~ Monday,. J~e · 2q, . 1960, . and_ te r~na ting . 
at 2 a.m. _Thur.sday, ,·June ·30,. 19.60-•. · 

WILLIAM 'HOwE. -.DAVIS 
- DIRECTOR . -,. . 



,. 
PA.GE 16 ... ·. BW~~LE.'l1IN 1346 

.12 •. DISCJ:PLI;NARY PHOCEEDINGS - DATES FIXED FOR SUSPENSION P~I{EVIOUSLY 
. IMPOSED UPON HESUMPTION OF ·BUSINESS.. -.. , . 

' . . .·· . . 

In the Matt~!' of Disciplinacy .· 
Proceedings.~gai~st · · 

RICHARD W., & HOBERT R. STOHCH 
t/a "SEA PLAY IN.N". 
114-116-Beachway 
Ke~sburg:, .N. J. 

) 

) 

) 

Holders of Plenary Retail Consumption ) . 
License C-31, issued by the Mayor and 
C.ouncil of the Borough of Keansburg. ) 
... ., _____ Cll9 ________ 119.._ __ ._ __ ........ arat. .. -·-----..--~-·~--------

ORDER 

Joseph Wo Jantausch, ·Esq., Attom.ey for Defendant-licensees. 
Edward F$ ·Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

' ! : · ... --

· By. order dated September 16, 1.959, I suspended defendants 1 

license for fifteen days. Because it appear~ d that the busine SS is 
conduc·ted. on e. ses.s.onal basis, the order provided tba t the effect! ve 
dates 'for said suspension would be f1~ed by suqse·quent order after 
the licensed premises opened for bu~lpess ·for the ·.1960 season. 
Bulletin 1303, Item 7. 

It riow appearing to my s~atisfacti.on that def.endants 1 licensed. 
premises have reopened for the 1960 season, 

It is, on this 1st day o·f June 1960 1 

ORDERED that the fifteen~day-suspen.sion heretofore imposed . 
shall commence at. 2 a.m. Mop.day,_ .Jtme 13,. 1960, and te .. rminate at 
·2. a.m. Tuesday,, June 28, 1960. · 

i'. 


