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1. APPELLATE DECISIONS - SHARP 8S LODGE INCe Ve LAKEWOOD. 

Sharp's Lodge Inco, t/a 
Sharp's Lodge Inc., 

Appellant, 

v. 

Township Committee of the 
Township of Lakewood, 

Responderit@ 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Alvin H. Gelb; Esq., Attorney for Appellant 
James P• Jeck, Esq., Attorney for Respondent 

. , . ··., . 
BY.THE DIRECTOR: 

On App~al 

CONCLUSlONS 
and.· 

·a RD ER 

The Hearer has·filed the following report herein: 

Hearer's Report 

Appellant appeals as from denial by respondent Township 
Committee of the Township of Lakewood (hereinafter Committe~) 
which failed to act on its application for renewaJ. of its plenary 
retail.,consumption license for the license year 1968-69, for hotel 
premises located at 706 Madison Avenue, Lakewood. · 

" At its special meeting held on Thursday, June 20, 1968, · 
the Committee, after a hearing held on objection, reser~ed deci- . 
sion on the said application0 No further action was taken thereon. 

. In view of the· fact :that the Council has failed or re- . 
fused to act upon the application, such failure or refusal is tan­
tamount to denial of the applicat1on. Bradford v.- Paulsboro · 
Bulletin 419,. Item 11; Higgins v, Eli~.,,abeth~-Bulletin 10"'81, Item . 

. 5;. Clemericich v, Manalapan, Bulletin 1465, Item t~ · 

This is an appeal ~ DQ.Y.Q with full opportunity to the 
parties to present evidence and cross-examine witnesses& Thus it 
.can be determined whether under·all of the ·evidence. presented at 
this.plenary hearing the license should be renewede· See Lethe, 
Inc. v,' North Ber~~' Bulletin 1537, Item 2S.R1tter v..L.Nor,th 
Bergen, Bulletin , Item 2@~ · 

. . . " In its petition of appeal the appellant alleges that it 
was informally advised that the failure or refusal to either grant 

·or deny said application was based upon the yommittee's informa- . 
. ,_tion that "there were certain violations of the building code or. 
·other codes in the Township.u Appellant asserts that it has com­
.plied .with alLrequirements of the building .code and that,- there-

·_ fo~e ,- . the· action of the Committee was erroneous II>. · . .. . 

·:':···: · .. '.· ' __ .- · ·.The answer of the Committee as aipended, admits the -, · 
:>jul,'isdictional allegations of the petl tion o.:f appeal and sets 
forth the following defenses:. ( 1) that at the. ti.me of the ap}.:iica- · .. 

·.tion· the appellant had operated a hotel of less than fifty sleep-
ing, rooms ,•(2) that the Cominittee has withh~ld approval pending . 

·:an ·investfgation to determine whether .. or not the appellant, is the 
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real party in interest due to the "nature and method of operation 
.of the licensed premises indicating the possibility that person 
or persons other than the corporation stockholders shown on the · 
license application may be the beneficial m·mer or have a real 
interes~ in said licensed premises or in the operation thereof •.•• 0 , 

(3) that t~e premises have been operated in such manner as to 
constitute the operation of a ~isorderly house in that the .appel­
-lant permits the premises to be. frequented by criminals 1 pro$~i­tutes, gamblers or other persons having records as criminals or 
disorderly persons, (~) that persons engaged as employees have 
criminal rec·ords and have not obtained a waiver from this Divisi.on, 
(5) that appellant has permitted pers-ons, firms or corporations 
to pay bills for supplies or work done on the premises ~l thqugh . 
such persons were not listed as ~aving an interest in the said 
licensed premises~ and (6).that appellant has a written or oral 
contract to sell the licensed premises to persons or corporatiol'l.S 
other t}?.an the appellant; ·that such __ prospective'-"p-µrchaser has a 
~onetary interest in the licensed premises, having·advanced sums 

·for improvements, labor or materials or supplies, and such pers·om 
have been supplying labor or performing managerial services with- . 
out the -said interest,··ar the prospective purcnaser having been dis~ 
closed in the license applicationc' ' 

By order dated July 8, 1968 the term-of the liceµse was 
extended pending the determination of fhis matter and until turthe~ 
order of the Directoro 

Abraham Sharp (president and_ principal stoc;kholder of _,, 
appellant corporation) gave the following account~ After attend­
ing a meeting on the said application for renewal of this· license, 
he was informed informally by one of the councilmen that the appl1-
cation was not renewed because of noise and a:p. improper door exit. 

,,. Appellant has operated under this license at these 
premises for many years until May 8, 1968 when it entered into a 
_contract f orj the sale of this property and the stock of the corpora-

. tion to Angelo J. Bertolotti for ihe sum of ~~50 OOOo~ Bertolotti .. - · 
deposited $5,000 in the .corporate account and fherea'fter proc.eeded 
to 1.llldertake reconstruction of the_ building,_ including a ·~e~- bar­
room. He had no idea how much money was actually spent for these 
improvements nor did he have any records to show how.much money. 
was spento· Bertolotti undertook the management of the hotel: .an~ 
the operation& This witness could not specifically identify the 
employe~s engaged at this facility after May 8, 19680·- : · · . ·.. - · 

. . . ' 

As to Bertolotti, Sharp did not know what his regular . 
business or occupation was. However, he admitted that Bertqlotti 

._paid for all of the canst.ruction work, pid the salaries of. the 
1 employ~es including the orchestralt: Pressed to explain vihat ·hap• 
·pened to the $5 000 deposit, he stated that this $5,000 was to: 
be deposited wifh his attorney ¥..r. Alvin Gelb until closing _titlee; 
(Gelb represented appellant at the hearing herein.) The contract 
further provided that at the time of .the closing tpere was· to be 
~aid Bertolotti the sum of $10,000 and amortgage in the sumo~ 
.$35,000 was to secure the entire purchase~- Asked to identify a 
Miss Eileen Hup, whose checks were deposited in th-e appellant's 
account, he stated that she was merely a clerical person employed 
by Bertolotti but knew nothing more about her~ He explained 
further that the checks were merely exchanges for checks issued 
by the appellant for expenses of construction and the purchase 
of ma teri_a

7
ls and supplies". -
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The wi tJ?-eS s· further explained that Bertolotti apparently 
could not meet the terms of. the ·contract; that in the early ,part of 
September 1968 Bertolotti assigned his contra.ct to Herbert Gross who 
was. to purchase-the proper:ty and the stock of·the corporation on the 
same basis and on the same terms, that is, h.e was to take an assign­
ment of· the contract f-rom Bertolotti~ It was.- pointed out, and the 
witness agreed, that nowhere in_ the contract was· there any pro­
vision that Gross would assign back the shares of the corporation 
in the event of a default. Gross was not. to ·put in any cash but· 
was to receive the benefit of the $5,000 originally paid by 
Bertolotti,_ · an¢1 would ·a1·so be the beneficiary of all the monies 
expended'· by Bertolotti . for· ~he improvements to the pro:perty o' 

·· ·· · Sha.rp asse.rt.ed that .the .$5,ooo deposit placed by 
Bertolotti- and held in trust by his attorney,Mr. Gelb was returned 
to the appellant's account with the authorization of Bertolotti 
and was eventually PC?-id out for. improve~ents.:. ..\ · 

He was then questioned- about a Mro Valvano and stated 
that, wh~le he knew this individual, he had no information about 
his background or employment recordo.;. Finally, he added that, · 
when this property was.eventually sold to Gross on September-4, 
1968, _both_he and his wife, who were the officers and directors 
of the· corporate appellant_, resigned those offices. At the time 
of the final transfer to Gross· there was no inventory of any of 
the stock ·of alcoholic beverages nor any-consideration in the 
agreement ,for transfer of the corporate stock ·or the inventoryo' 

· · · . · Herbert Gross testifying in beh~lf of the app$llant 
· stated that he is now the own~r of the building by dee.d executed· 

by_Abraham Sharp and _his wife (who owned it in their individual 
.names), and also the_ assignment and amendment of a contract from 
Bertolotti to him dated July 29, 1968CD·, He gave the following 
version of. the transaction: Bertolotti entered.into the agree-· 
ment_to purchase .this hotel and the stock of the corporation in 
,Apr.-il 1-968 and paid a deposit- of $5, 000 on account of the pur­
ch~se ·price of- $50,000.' During the next few months Bertolotti ·. · 
made improvements at a cost of "conservatively11 $25',000o Then,. 
as this witness explains it, "I think he got into deep water - _) 
financially~,,. He couldn 1 t meet his obligations. He was being 
harrassed~' He was in some other kind of trouble· at the time and 
I had become friendly with him over a period of, May, June, July 
and.August, four months, of constant_-attenClance there, and I got 
the benefit@"' He explained· that the repairs had not been fully 
completed but that in his opinion he got a bargain because the 
property was.,then worth "approximately $75,000.,tt G:p,dss explained 
that he was ·quite familiar with this property because he had .. · . 
visited the· propE?rty daily for some months ·prior to the convey­
ance .to him, _and'was fcif£1iliar with its operation over a long 

. period of time11 The.price included the .building but apparently 
· the stock ·of the corporation was throt·m inQ' He then admitted that 
he paid no consideration fo~ the ·transfer of the stock of the 
corporate appellant or the .al9oholic stock· in trade, although 

·he assumed that the corporate stock was part of the consideration·. 
for the entire transaction$ He was then asked the following: 

0 Q In accordance with the option provided in the 
contract of sale. The sellers who are trans-
ferring their stock at n.o consldera ti on make . 

-no representations as to any llabilities as to· 
said corporation, and if therE~ are any lia bili­
ties the sarne shall be assumed. by the buyer · 
herein~ Is that correct? _ 

A If thatts what it .says there, that's correcto 
Q And do I understand you paid no" consideratiop. 
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for_the transfer of the alcoholic_ beverage 
license and the stock in trade of alcoholic 

-- beverage-s owned by Sharp-' s Lod-ge·, Inc• , as . is 
set forth in this ·agreement or, rather, -this 
closing ·statement? - · --

A Tha~ is-righto 11 

The witness also- did not- know exact.ly what the liabilities or ·_ob•­
ligations of the corporation were at the ·time of -the said trans·- ' 
fer and a_ssignment,_ although it was .under the impression that· __ 
it was n s_evera;t tp.oi;sands dollars." - However, he could not pro­
duce any records which would· reflect the exact amount of the obli• 
gatiohs nor did he produce any of the c~ncelled checksJ· altJ?.ough 

· h~ was subpoenaed to produce these ·records. He was tnen ques~. _ 
tioned about his employees and could not seem to remember arty.of 
their names except for one employee- by the name of Fred Apollo 
who- was empl·oyed as a bar~ender.' 

_ . _ _ Finally.· the_ witness. was as~ed to explai~ why, he exed~ted: 
tw'<6 !r~t~s - -- . one· in ~he sum ?f $35,000 and the other in _the stm 
of $11;000 - .... whereas the original agreement provided for one _ . 
P,ote _which secured a mortgage in the sum of $40,000~ The $11 7 000,, 
t;he witness _explained, was a 11ote payable weekly in order to give 
the Sharps ~•the original ten thousand that they- were supposed to · 
have oh.closing a lot quicker.than they would have the mortgage 
money ·or thirty-five thousand." . -

_ . _ _Harold· id.psky te~tified that. he entered an objection·-
befor·e· the- Committee to· the· renewal of this license and· based his 
objection .upon- the fact that· the out-side ·door leading from the 
st:J?e~~-.J·to the bar was constantly o.pen_and.persons were movihg_in 
and_ p~-t .. 9f the bar. He noted significantly. thati _since th~ .- . 
Sprin~ ·9r 1968, there was "quit·e a deal or_ activity_ going in and 
out 'df _the bar· to late hour.s of. the_ night•·\ It. was a complete 
change· in the activity· that I had noticed_ over the period ot years. 
A_lot elf cars ·parked _all around; youn.g--people c9ming in and out· : · 
·of the hotel, which I 11.ad never seen.-.bef'o:reo' It was_ strictly a 
Jewish hotel catering to _a Jewish cro'\ird. of elderly _people. Never 
much ac_:ti Vi ty any other -way• · _. I noti:c:ad -8: ··-:large· amqunt of' non;_ -
J ewis,l'i. peop:t_e which I · didil 1 t .. notic.e · .bef'or~,: _big -qadill~c-s . · •••• '-' 

__ . . ABC Agent :ff, on behalf of ·.the Committee ·. testifi'ed_ :_that· 
pur-sua.nt to a specific assignment he ,conducted· anlnvestigat;ton · 
to determine whether or not a nrront" ·situation existed at these -

- licen-s~'d premises.; The inv·estigation commence_d on July 12, 1968_· 
_ at whi.ch time he intervie1~ed Sharp- and- Bantolott.i.;.·:· ·:Bertolott~. at: 
-that time· identified himself as the manager.-· Proce.eding_ '-11th his· 
examination he asked -to .see -check bobks and· some of -the cancelled 
checks. Several cancelled checks_: ware. available;_ - .oth_ers . were 
not.- Bertol_otti too~ charge and answ.ere~ the _questions·, -par~icu­
larly_ those rela.ting to the pers~ll!).el. . Ber:tolotti -inf-or med this·_.: 

· wi tnes~ ~ha~· he -had .agreed to pay_ Mr.~ Sharp by. a contract en~ered:. 
: into· with him on May~' 1968, _the_ sum.of $50,000., He pa-id $5,o~q­
in cash. The .. sum .of' $10,000 is ·to be-- paid at the time of cl9_sing .. _,,. 

-and the balance was to be secured by- a note and mortgage· in the: 
sum of'$35 ooo. Bertolotti refused to.reveal wher·ein he had_ . .. 
obtained the $5,000 except to mention that some friends of his ha-!Qi 
given it to. him. - . _ · - :_ · - · _ . -

. . - . . 

A fur.ther check of those -c.ancelled ch'ecks which wei--e 
produce,d reflected a check tor $1-,485· · made payable to Sharp.is· 
Lodge- hy~,~,,~-d.leen Joan Hup,_ ':1hich ~onta!ne.d a 11 boun:ced slip ~rom .· _, ... ,. 
the bank."·· Bertolotti admitted that this woman had advanced money 
to him from time to time and that in fact she had given him· cash 
to -cover this 1tbounced11 checl~.- Other ch~cks indicated tha~ .--P~Y.;. 

i .. --~S;)~~)~~}·~ 

.:. ,· 
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ment was made to an entertainment group at the hotel and there 
were also two checks made to Nicholas Valvano. Bertolotti explained 
that Valvano was "Sort of a boss of the contractors" and '"sort of 
managed 11 the operation of the remodeling of the barroom for 
Bertolotti. Bertolotti also at that time denied that he had any 
driminal record and described himself as a freelance used-car 
salesman.· 

Later that day this witness visited the home of Eileen 
Hup and questioned her-about the check in the sum of $1 485 and 
any other checks which she might have given to Bertolotti. She 
informed him that. she would help out occasionally at the hotel; 
that she knew Bertolotti, but that she knew nothing about these 
checks. She did not even know the .name of the bank upon which 

·these checks had been drawna Her explanation: She just signed 
th~ ·entire check book in blank for her husband whom she identified· 
as Gary Hup.· However, she did not }µlow where he lived, or about 
his employment.- Further, she did not receive any of the state­
·ments .. of this account from the bank. 

The ·witness then continued his investigation by a visit 
t.o· .th~ _office of the attorney Alvin Gelb. Mr. Gelb was questioned 
aboU.t1:the form that .Bertolotti had given his. $51000 deposit. Gelb 
·explained t~at a maJority of the $5,000 was ln the form of three 
ehe:c'ks'.- ··- one of Bertolotti's, another· one in .the swn of $1,600 
and. the-__otper $1 100. Some of these checks were given· by Mrs. 
Hup.·and another iy Connie Dello Russo who was allegedly the phone 
-g.irl:.at_the hotel. It seems that Eileen',~up had written $2,500 
w·crtn··-:of: .. checks which apparently· "bounced"• A nwnber of these 

checks were made payable to the various contractors and sup­
pliers. of materials, bar supplies and foodstuffso Interestingly 
enough, one supplier (the Shore Restaurant Equipment Supply Company) 
billed the· items purchased to "Sharp's Lodge" and next to Sharp's · 
Lodge on the line that said "Sold to" is uEileen Joan Hupn written 
in parentheses. This appeared on several of the bills, and this 
witness noted that several of the suppliers told him that they 
were under the impression that Mrs. Hup was a part-owner of Sharp's 
Lodge. 

His examination of fourteen other checks indicated tbt 
they were either paid to hotel employees by Bertolotti or to 
material men who reconstructed Sharp's Lodge.·· 

Thereafter the witness contacted the bank and ascertained 
that i:ri fact the bank had ·sent the bank· statement and the cancelled 

·checks to Mrs. Hup at her present address, so that the .information 
that she gave the investigator iee., that her husband had re­
ceived the checks at another aadress, was uptrue. The agent then 
interviewed Mrs. Hup•s landlord and showed him a photograph of 
Nicholas Valv~no, who was theretofore descri9ed by Bertolotti as 
the "boss" of the contractors in charge of remodeling the hotelo·~ 
The landlord immediately recognized this man as being Nick Hup 7 . 
the alleged husband of Mrs.· Hup.· The photograph displayed, ·which 
was a police ·photograph, was in fact Nicholas Valvano, whose . 
police record showed that he was convicted bf crime, having been 
sentenced to five years on May 8, 1956 to thf? New Jersey State 
Prison in Bordento1,.1m on a charge of breaking and enteringo 

. , Agent H then returned to the premq.ses, .in the company 
of ABC Agent B, on July 24, 1968 and observed that Valvano was 

. behind tlie room-service desk in the lobby of the hotel¢ There 
were four persons at the desk at the time, including Bert'ol9ttL~· 
Bertolotti directed the agents to a rear l"'oom where they ·were im­
mediately joined by Valva,no, ·w·ho was visibly angry and accused 
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the agents of harassing Mrs. Hup. When the agents asked Valvano 
'_what his name was, he became obdurate and refused to give it tf/: 

themo . During the course of the conversation he told the a·gents 
that he would appreciate if they would stop interviewing local 
businessmen with respect to the activities of this hotel.· At· 
this point he made a conciliatory offer: _to· arrange to give the.se·;_: 
agents and their wives a week's vacation in Atlantic City. The { 
ag~IJ.ts unhesitatingly declined .. ' .. 

Sharp then joined in the conversation, a.pd arrangements 
were made to me.et ,at Gelb' s of·~ice on the following day to dis­
cuss. the books of. account. A.t that meeting Sharp inforrned. 'the 
agents that he now had a newaccountant;·that his former acco'\.U1.t­
ant· (Mr.· Simc'suk) was now doing the books for Bertolotti. :: Sharp 
was questioned about his. check book and the bills which reflected 
a· large number of cheeksYritten to Valvano ·and other persons whom 
he described as contractors, ~d·he.was ask'?d why these checks 
t-rere dra'tm on the hotel ac:¢ount sinc·e Sharp claimed that _he had 
"nothi-ng to do with the reconstruction and moderni~ation~/ His 
explanation:: These were merely exchanges that Bertolotti "has 
to make good on.!U Sharp took the position that he did not" know . 
any of the persons engaged in the __ remodeling ·ar the hote11 .and . 
was asked specifically about Valvano.· He stated. that "Hes a 
visitor* I don 1·t know his namee They're friends 'with them, 
meaning Bertolottie I don't know who they ar~~n However, he· 
denies that Valvano was one of the contractors0 He also insisted 
that Eileen Hup was merely a friend of Bertolotti; that he· did not 
know where Bertolotti had gotten the money to pay for the re•· 
modelinge· . 

The witness then continued his investigation by c,heck­
ing 'iith the local Police Departmento He ascertained that ··one of 
the pf?rsons. he saw at Sharp's Lodge was named Alex_Schwed,:who has. 
a criminal record. He also saw a man named Jimmy Fife (also lmown 
as ttJimmy the Brush") who had a criminal record .. , As test'ified 
before, he also verified that Valvano·,had a criminalreGord.;' 

ABC A.gent B.corroborated the testimony of Agent H with. 
respect to a personal visit made to the lic·ensed premises in the 
-company of Agent H, and rel:;.ted his, further· invest:Lgation. ?-s 
follows·g On October 9 he visited the hotel· and noted that .. there 
wer·e approximately six or eight persons seated in the lob'Qy. On,~ 
was identified as James Fife and another .as Valvano. He identif'ied 
himself and asked to see Gross because he wanted to examine certain 
documents•~ At. that time Valvano .seemed~ to be ·very upset and s·aid 
·to the agent· UBobby Kennedy:,, got' sho_t; . Jackfe Kennedy got shoto 
.They were.all for "nothing, and sixty:thousa:Q.d·dollars is something 
.to get shot.' for. 0 · Yal vano was disturbed because this agent ·had 
~·:interviewed ·.Mrs~ Hup,_ (heretofore identified ~s his wife) during 

... :.this investigation, and _he· conceived that she was being "am10yed.n 
. ' . _,.--. . \ . . 
: ......... ~ . : . . ' 

Robert. L~ Wooley (a local police' <l~tective) also p.artic.'i­
_ pated in this investigation.- .He testified that he was assigned to 

. .'spot-check th~se premises "for any criminal$·::·or any peopl~ that 
.were known to us .to be criminalso 11 · In. the course of hi·s ·ass:ign-· 

~:··.ment, · on June 8, 1968,. accompanied by -Sergeant Justus, he 1Jent to· 
: :. the premises for the purpose of'·~,,serving a W$.~rant on a person who 
/.he thoughtwould be there•'.1 At tliat time he ooserved that James· 
'.:·_:Fife, Valvano, Alex Sphwed and Mar,tin De Luca. were there~; On his 
: ·returrj._ to·' the premises on June 17, James Fifer (also known .as 
_<~';Timmy the Brush,.) and Valvano were present• __ Valvano questioned 
":him .on : th.e : purpo.se of his visit. He stated'. that he hnd a '~arrant 
·.-for· Bertolotti.i, Valvano told him that· Bertolotti was, not· there- and 
.... -'.!.~ • ' , • ., • ' • ~. :-::. -. ~ - ~-! 

.. ;:~ .-.. -~ ' .. 
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he did not ·know where he was, but that he would give.him the 
message. 

Returning to the premises on August 16, 1968, accom­
panied l?Y Sergeant Justus, he spoke to Valvano who was behind the 
room-service counter. Gross joined the conversation briefly 
and departed. He once more returned to the property on October 
1t and again saw Valvano and Fife. Valvano told him that he in­
tended to renovate the dining-r.oom and indicated· that he was going, 
to "spend in the area of ten thousand dollars to renovate it~·" 
The witness further testified that he examined the file with 
respect to the criminal records of Fife, Valvano and s.~hwed and 
ascertained.the following: Fife was convicted of bookmaking on 
March.1, 1957 and was sentenced on April 12, 1957 to two to three 
yea~s in New ~ersey State Prison8 · 

_;Sergeant Ross Justus testified that he visited these 
premises on a number of occasions during 1968 pursuant to an 
assignment to investigate-the said premisese· His first visit .was 
made on May 25 1968, when he observed that the premises were ., 
being remodelea. Bertolotti approached him, told him that he was 
the new owner; and they were then joined by Valvano·.· Valvano 
stated that he was investing $80,000 in remodeling these premises_~: 

:'"' .... ::.· .· . Returning to the.premI~es· on June 8, 1968? accompa~ied by 
.O~fi,cer Wooley, he again engaged in a conversation with Valvano and 

.::.informed him that he had· a warrant for the arrest of Bertolotti. He . 
. :::.r:~t,~.D.E3.d to these premises on Ji.:n.e: 17 2 1968, with ihe same warrant · .. 
\)1114.".)ras . _inf'ormed that Bertolott1 .was ·in Atlantic City. The, fallowing .. 
·a;~y·:.'he ·was' notified that Bertolotti had. been apprehended by· police . : · 
in Atlantic Cityo · 

· The witness visited these premises a total of eight 
. times and on six of these occasions he· saw Fife, Valvano,. Schwed, 
De Luca and Gleesone On his visit in July 1968 ·he spoke/to Gross 
who.inquired why the police were checking the place. He· explaineA 
~to ·Gross: ."Well, the element that you have in here, yoti would 
draw the· police's attention. Everybody in the lobby has a criminal 
·record and that's why we, are interested." Gross ·assured him at 
that time he would try to clean up the place~ 

· . Stephen Bel.itrand chief of detectives of Lakewood,·,· 
pr'oduced records with respect to the criminal convictions of 
several of the aforementioned individuals. He testified that.' · 
Schwed· _had "qeen convicted of larceny in 195'4, and on October 27·, 

· ·1964 was, ,.convicted of breaking1 entering atid larcenyo Fife was. 
convicted· of bookmaking in 195·; and, as mentioned hereinabove, · · 
was sentenced to two to three years in New 

1
,Jersey State Prison~· 

Valvano was· convicted oh June 8 19 53 of assault and battery,"· and · 
-in 1955 was sent_ericed to Bordentown Reformatory on his conviction · 
of breaking, enfering and larceny. :Martin .:De_ Luca was convicted. 
of bookmaking in 1957. and in 1966, and on ithe latter conviction was. 
~entenced to six months in the county jail ·and fined $100$ . · · · 

.. . Reginald Renery. (a public acco1u;itant) testified that he 
vias the accountant for fue" Sharps and Sharp.·r$ .Lodge lmtil April 1968 
wfo~n Bertolotti took over the ownership and managemente At that· 
time Bertolotti retained The0dore Simcsuk ~ls his accountant to 
make an analysis of the financial situation~· This witness ex..;..:·. 
'plained tha.t, after· that time and between Urn period of April 2·1,, 
19~8 through June 30, 1968,-the whole metho<l of bookkeeping was 

-~hanged. because Sharp was no longer in charge of the operation of-· 
. the hotel. He noted, particularly, that on:'Jtme 24· 1968 there 
·:-.was. a deposit on the Sharp Lodge accourit to~ "Alvin telb~ ~P5, OOO~:n 
,:·He ·explained that .Sharp had. informed him t~1;~t certa:tn payments 1 · 

had·be~n made on behalf of Bertolotti, t~at'.he had not received 
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repayment. and thi.s was a ma-tterr of concern to him. · Bertolott1. ,:· ... , 
promised~· to repay Sharp the sums that had. been spe:p.t from th~t· ;; 
.account •.. Finally, art·er Bertolotti took over tpe· bus·iness., . qe/~.~i · 
his own operation and Simcsuk was_>·brought ·in. as,,.an accountant~ ., · 
Sharp told him -that Bertolotti. w~s taking over· the·- busines:s.·, W~f; 
going to manage it, and .eventually .would· buy. it •. TP.us . wh~n· _,. ·. 
certain c_onstruct_ion and· operational suppli.es were _delfv~~,et:l~.t·P.1 ... '",./; 
Sharp 1 s Lodge, Sharp_ would ·pay; for t}).e~· f·r-om the appell~nt.•s.'. · _. ~.,_- ... 
account and would be. reimbursed by· Bertolotti•·. This inc:lude.d.: :; . · 
liquor b:l.ils as well- as, bill~ for:: ·supplies and. mate;rial:s.''· · · · 

I 

_ T.heodore Simcsuk (a.· publi«:~ aGcountant): t·e·s,ti~te:ct th~t-
h~- was· emplqyed by· Bei;t-olo,tti_ -in. ~pril .196~. and un,der.to.ol( tq;, ·-!.:- -
prepa:r·e: accounting· record~- -for- Bertol'ott~·q. B..~rtolotti. suppl~e:~l ·, . 
him ·with. informat:t·on, c;>n. re.c-eip-ts: and::· di'sbu.rs~me~t~-.f he pr~fai:~ed .­
the_, j:purnal entries-· from. tbe s~id inf·ormati9n. . Th~se,;· boJ;>~?°::. we,;1:e:­
n;qjt :. the .. : regular book.s of a:cco~1; of __ Qb,~rp-~'·s. Lod.~ffe.:, ··an.d· i'n, :~:~:q,1;;·~ 
tfh·!L·~ wt:tmess stated that: he. h9.d never se.en. Sb.arp 's_~ Lodg,e qo_oks:;._ 
I·h~ fa;ct .. he stated t.h.a.t,, when he wa.s: f,ir-~.t retained . h~ was._· ·-toi~a­
that' th~ _S.harps had no .. longer· any. ipterest in: ·the· _tu~ine~~-t th~t:.· 
he- prepared. these bo.oks of· ,a_q.count. :t:ro.m fi·gu.;res: supplie~_ - · :~· . 
dir-e.c:t1y- by Bertolott1·. · - · · · · · · · · · · · - · 

Lloyd· G •. C?-rr -e.~ :rn..ember. of:\ tm· -·C.onmi:Lt-te,ef .. testified.· 
that the: reason: he. did not'. vote to: ·r;enew· :the .. lic~ns.,e' was~ "bJ~d~us .. e . 

·of- rumors· I had ha~~rd: and in. con:(ere:nc:e w_itb th.e · o:the.r·· c·ommt.t,t'e·e~. 
men·,_ 'we. had all !tcia.rd.·. rumo~s ancl g_ot_ten .. tel~phone . calls:,• a.bqµt:-:,/ . 
thls and we figured we ·wou1·0.. hold.it.· up: 'Until_ we ·got'__·~ .. _inve-sti"'.9-­
gation. ·s:tarted. n He f61 t. -tha_t · the. liqense s4oul¢1. ·no.t ·.·be ·rene.we.,d 

. beeaµ·se>_of aroused public op.~nicin_,. and-. he decided: not-_ to. y9~e:~::ror 
a.pprov~.l of t]J.e applic~ttiort· ~til thf3" .. inves:ti,._gp.-tions .we;r~:. . ;:; . 
complete_d0 · · · · · · ·, · -~ 

_ . I" have s:et for th. a: detail,e.d. SWPfAa:ry _:of . the~- t:esttino~y : .. _ . 
in o~de:t to · establish ·a pro_pe.r · per_spe:c tive.· .. f~om ·th$·_· tota·l~ ty .. · 9t :' _ 
the· evid:ence. _ It is c.lear-· .tll;at · bo.th $1d'es have '.q.ad a f'ltl-1;··9.ppo:r-

, tunity· to present tes·timony and. h~ve bee:q. ~c·corde~· que pro.¢es.:s $.n: 
these ·pro-Ceedings. . The- ceritr.al iss:u~, he,re.in is whether th.~~ ·e:yi~ 
denc:e presented at this ·plen~ry-hea~·~ng- j'l;t.~.ti:r1·e$· the-.Cpnun~tt.~.e 1 s., 
re~U.sal' to renew tne appellant's lic:ense .• ::. · c:r._· . Nordco, Inc_,: v.· · 
N·ewark;· .. Bullet-in .. 1.148., · It·em- -2.. Bet ore:- ~oris".ideriri.g -· t~e. · f';~~(!;t·~_·: ~nd-, 
·tJ;ie co·nclusions of ,law· .to .. be· drawn:.: ther~;tron1,: 1t· would· l:>~-. \ire.+.1. -··- _· . 
to set; forth the. a:pplicabl.~ p.r.:tnciples· .inv.olv~d: ~ip. the. co_n.:si:i,d.~ra-- · -

· . tion of the renewal of liquor. lic~nS,e~. ,: The :inf1uent·i,al ~et~Jimi.;. 
· -· riant on this· applic·ati_on- for re;newal. ·of· lic.·en~$. J.$_- .whether.: :~t.~; ~~ 

, in, the .puolic _interest·· that. ·th~·s:~· e:stab~isJJ.men:,t_~-b;$.-~liq-ens~_q:._· i.:Q · · -
··_the t.11tilre•,' ·· -Tumulty Vt_ Dt.u:tellen_· e~ .a~.·~-'· ~~1l.·~~iri-,1~.87, ,-J;-t:em· 1+;· 
;:::.aff 1d; .(App.~1 Div•"· 1963l·; 110.t :O,ftic:i~:J;.iy·:r,~pd,_rt~q-,_;~'epr~nted/ in: ·. 
· .Btlllet~ 1519;_ Item r.: .. ·-The· burden._-:of---p-r.oof'.· ~n:V:o:1V:i;11g· 4isg:.r'e,t·ion~ 
-ary.m_atter~, where~n. renewal -o_f-licenses- is: _sought, .f.all~ upon. the;. 
·~_ppe}lant to s~ow .,manifest-._ error_ or. ab:use .qf/.\ d~$ .. c~.~t.iq.n .b~ ·~~---~·· · 
issuing authority_. Dovmie v~· Somerdal~~ . 41+ N-~J •. ::SUp$r.' 8th ... ,._ 
As the court stated: in. Zic]1.~erinan vo· .... ~:!-.. § ... ~t.9~il:'' : 133 .. 1'1'-.J: .• L~ 58:Q-.;~ 587:" -.~'_.:_,. . . . ' . .' ... ·· ,' .. . " " .. ',. ... . '. ',; 

ttThe questioh of: a forfeitU:r:e of ?-llY prop.e~t~ -
. right is not invblV'ed. - Rc.S. 33::1·-29·~. A l:Lqup~_,· 
license is a· .Privilege·~! A :rer~ei·m1 license .is:· _·, '. 
in the- same ca te.gory ·as an ori:g;:Lnal licem3e .• · ·· ']fe.re. 
is· no· inherel)t. ·right_ :L:o. a ci ti~z;en to sell'. intoit~;..- · · 
ca ting liguor -by ~e-taiL,, · G;rowlE;y··: v .•. Chris ten.se,µ ·· · · · 
137 U.So ·s6, and _·119 person .i·s .:entitled. .a~ a_··inC\t:ter· 
·of law to a liquqr _ltcense. ~Wnbal:I;. v~. Bn.rnett., 
115 N .·.;r. L •. 254.;- _Pahl v. :.Glo-qce:st~r·,. -~o -Idtt· ;J~·~J/ 

. ~. - ) . ~. ·; . ~ 

. , -~J~~~o\-~W~~ 

I• 
'.· 

·-.~ : . : 

-;3 .. 
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Voight Vs Board of Excise 59 !do 358; Meehan_ 
Ve Excise Commissioners, 73_Id~ 382; affirmed 75 
Id. 5579· No. licensee has vested right to the 
renewal of a licenseQ Whether an original license 
should issue or a license be renewed rests in the 
sound discretion of the issuing authority·e · Unless 
there has been a clear abuse of discretion this· 
court should not interfere·with the actions of ·the 
constituted au~horities. Allen V@ City of Paterson, 
98 Id,. 661;' Fornarotto. v$ Public Utility Commis- · . 
sioners, 105 Ide. 28c n . · ... 

And the court. added this significant and pertinent' imperative: 
\ . ' 

'· ) . 

"The liquor business is one that must be care­
fully s~pervised and it should be conducted by · · 
reputable people in a reputable mannere The com­
mon interest·or the general public should b~ the 
guide post in the issuing and renewing of ,_ 
lie eris es. t1: · -~ . 

FUrther, the worthiness of a person applying for a license or ,for 
·~renewal or a license. is a matter which resides within the sourid 
.di.'scretion or the issuing authoritye: Frey Ve Hoboken, Bulletin 

· 1"768?. Item 1. It is proper -for a local issuing authority in .: · 
... ·passing upon, applications for renewal of liquor licenses to take 
>into ·account not only conduct of licensees but also conditions, . 
not attributable to its conduct, which render a contimmce of a 
·tavern in particular· location against public interesto Nordco, 
Inc. v, State,. 43 N.J. SUperlt)·· 277 (App. Dive· 1957) •' 

. I have carefully examined and evaituated the testimony 
and exhibits presented in evidence herein. I have also observed 
the demeanor of the witnesses as they testified before me,.· Tes­
timony{ to be believed, must not only proceed from the m~uths _or 
credib e witnesses but must be credible in itself and must be . 
such as common experience and observation of mankind cari approve 
as probable in the circumstances. Spagnuolo v, Bonnet, 16 N.J. 
546; Gallo Vs/ Gallo, 66· N .J e- f)uper.· 1 Cl). 

Findings of fact· and conclusio!J.S of law: 

· 1 e1 · I find that from approximately April 21 · 1968 until 
June.JO 1968, and continuing thereafter Abraham ~harp and his 
-wife, w-/io are listed as the principal oftic.ers and stockholders of 
.the appellant, surrendered the control and inanagement and opera.­
. tion of the said license and the licensed premises to Bertolotti 
and Valvanoo~ 

2.:. ··While it is not entirely clear whether Valvano was in 
fact.the true owner of the business, a prope~ inference might be 
drawn from both the. statements made by him to Division agents and. 
other police officers~ as set forth he·reinabove, that he was in 

.fact the.owner of the premises and used Bert9lotti as a 0 front<l" . 
. The very·. nature and characteristic of a "fro*t" is· concealment and 
subterfugee -Very rarely is such proof buttr~ssed with confessions 

. and/or affirmative admissions.,, Thus the ·.testimonial presentation 
mtist be largely circumstantial and document0tY@ See B..e Village_ 
. Tap Room, Ing,~,. Bulletin 1 551 , Item 1 s ' . · ~ . · · 

... · .- .. · 3. · · Wheth.er. or not Bertolotti was operating as a. 0 front 0 

"tor :tialvano, it is clear that he was in appatent control .as manager 
«:rt these premises until pe disappeared from the scene·e· · He hired 

. his. own accountant set up his own books of account and records,, 
represented himselt on many pccasions as bei~g the person in charge 

\ 
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> .... :,: ~'.·(1 

of t~e premises, .and Undertook' the.·reconstru~tion or the pr"~mi.~·;s,. 
1ncludi11-g' the barroom· .... , In· this connection, and as· -part. of t.he .. 
subterf~ge, the evideii~e .shows that ~umerous· <?heck. exchange.s,,~ .. W.~~e 

·made wi.th the_ appellant's aceo~t., and .that Bertolott1 .o.blig~~~.~· _ 
himself. to the extent of many tnousands of dollars r or. such -r · .· · -
recon:st_ruction.~ · · · · ,,,· 

·) 

·4··. The. evidence· further'' shows -.that monies -.were· loarted· ·t(;­
Berto~otti for t·he reeQnstruc-tion by Miss Hup. whch. the :tes~i?µony 
reveals, ·1s th~ w~fe of Valvano~. I.tis. fair to._deduce. ~hat·:this 
money was in fact Valvano's nioney,.and.played the part .1.h the. 
entire picture after April 187 1-968• · · · _· __ .-. . · ... . · . ,; 

·. . . .. _I 

. . 

. . . .)o ~e testimony s~ows ~hat Vaiyano asserted th~t ~e ~~ 
i~ves,te.4 a sum approrlmating $80;000·, ei~h~r ~Ii silms- adyaneed or 
f~ . be. ~dvanced. - _He al.so ~€?presented ~imself' __ tQ~. ~e.. t:P,e own~t ·of .. _ 
~.Jae 4¥censed. premises~"- His.iniplied~-.threa:~_on.tlie·lif~ o~.On~ q~ 
-~;lie· -~·~C agents strongly .suppor:ts the. infer·ence that he .~as ·~ppre·~ . 
hensiV:e: that his property_ interest. was being jeopardized• ,·, ~µcli . . 
threat~. made by one associated. 'W'ith appellant niust. not·:be .. ~ .. ghored .. 
or ligntly conside:t;'ed -in the Ultimate· .determination .of· this matter. 

- • .' • • '.. •• ••• •• • • ' 1 'l • . . 

'. _ · _ . 6 f/ - Regardless or whether Bertolotti·. or. :Val. vario · was .. $n.1 ru1i · 
«'.:ontrol;·.it .is ·clear t~at .. ei~her on~ 9r·1Joth ·or::theill_had ~·P<~nt~r~. 

- est a1id ts themal and beneficial owner· of'·- the lie.ense• - Thus it · 
is. clear that.th@·lieensee.aided and abett~d.Bertolotti and./or 
Val v~.:in0 to exercise the rights _and.privileges ·or this· pleh~~'Y . 
~ret~:tl _consumption -license· -. w~thou~ ,notifying. ~he.Commi.t~~e/~*d 
withm1tc setting forth their _intere-st ther·ein .in the lic·enS~/ .appl~- · 
catip±i by noti~e .as required .. by our r~gu1at~op·.: .. Thus. ·~4e 'J.ieehsee ·· 
was iii.· clear violation of R.S.• 33:1.-52 and. R.s.~ ·3_3 :.t~~Q'• ": .· -::_" · _. - · 

: .- ~ . . 

- _ ·. 7. ·It 1s. -equaliy ciear t}?.~t B~rt.o1ott~ · after ~s~i.i~ft·ng. chn• _ , 
.trol of the licensed pr~mises '· advanced Sil.ms ·ot money -f qr· -inipr.ove.•- .. 
men ts. and supplies, engaged contrac~o:r·s' .hi#ed· emp_l9yee¢., ... ~rid in· 
a.11_ ().ther ways ·assumed the :full .operat;orr~ 9f thes~ .licen$e·a," _ _ . _ 
premises. This was done withc)'~1t .. lawful comp:J.iai.ic~ with th~'. rUles 
and rega.lations o~ this Division.~·: ... __ ·----,_·:··-- .. -···-_-:."·._··:··.-.· .. ·· . · .· 

.-:· _ .... 8~i .. · I find that ·all of: t~e par:ti~·s._,.·1n· the._t·r~risaetiqns· w~re~ . 
~- represent~d· by Alvin Gelb. ' Thus· 1t -must be": a~cl 'tha.:t· t~~re ·w£1;s .. 
··a_ fu11' and fair disclosure -9f all _the fact$· as·:. existing among the 
parti~·s·•~ - - · . _ . · ... i'. 

- . _·,_.:-.__·.~ .... - .·-.- ~··· · ... ·, .-· -.- ~:- :--··_ .-· .. ·\~~/.:-~ _:- ... ~_ .. ~--·' -.--·-·:-:• .. : _· .. :·_.··, .. r_;_: __ -.·,_·.-....-_:_ .:_ ... ~·:~.~ '¥ . 

. . . ·. ':-;::,-_9~~ >I further tind thati'_.acccirding· to:'., .. ~}j.~ record Ji~~ein­
·Bertolo·tti·· was. -having some:. difi·ic:Ulty: .W:i.th. ,the -.p.olice · autlioritles .. 
. and- it ... was· .consiciered p~;Li tic f.oi\·hi~'_ .:J;·c:>. lea;ve.:~.:'l!~e s:cfe.ne:~: .'.:.Valvari.8' 

· ·:nevertheless· remained art:d :. co~t:t??.uecl" t.o ---d.ir~¢.t, and. operate .·~he 
··.activities ·at .. this facility •. His pr~sence ·a:t these premis:es was· 
- noted· .. a.s.-la.te as. October. 196.a.· .. ·: · ~-.· . . :· : .. ; ·· 

... - ./' - ·_-.··-

.. > -, . -,-·. fo .... 'A_. transfer·' of .-the ~.property. a~d as'.s1g!llllent: of ... tile ~tock' 
:·.,of', tlie ·corporate appellan.t was __ made :to. Gros$@=: ·.:Gross .. ente.r~¢1-irrtio; 

_ ·· ·ari· agreement_" for. the p1:J.rCJ::Las.e of. ~he J»toper,_~y· but_ aciniit~·~~.\ ~hat 
<~the. stock'.-of .the. appellant was assign.e·d to-)·1j~m without. . arty~--*one~ . 
· :"tary'_'.cofisideration,,· He did. not. ~livest-any: ;money .. a~d tra~:, -t~er(_ .. 

_ . placed; "in' so· fa:C as his docuine~ts .. ar·e ~·onc·Efrried.;-. in· tpe:· .piace~ .. ,~ -. 
· - a~~- ,~tead of, Bertolottie> . r· do not beli~ve 1 :~. nor. 1s .. __ there ._-~hythihg 
...... _ih. tl;l.~; t;~sti~91:1Y ~o ind-icatel" . the ~9.I1t;-ary ........ 9'.9 that. Berto+~6~t-i 

·. ·.defau1y"t;~g. in. his contract• . · t is prepostei;:o:us · to a~ceptF ~he .. -. 
:·.-:_:the_ si~ :-~J?:§tt Bertolotti1 havi:q.g inv~·~te~ $5'i0:00 as .. a cash .. ,~~_11·9si·~: '· 
:;:-~nd. appro.xiJ118.tely $30,uOO __ in· improveme~ts i;o,· the pr.operty~_::~nd the 

" 'T • ~' • • •I • - - " • • , - • 

' - .- :· .. -

-_ ~. ~ ,. 
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the licensed preni~ses, would. ass.ign his enti~e interest without 
.consideration to .Gross.·· It is more logical to believe that both 
Bertolotti and Valvano· still maintained the real and beneficial 
interest in this property~ even though the nominal ownership <:£ 
the cor.porate appellant is in: Gross.· The ·evidence· further dis­
closes that some of the discus·sions'.·'were held with Valvano ,fin the · 

1presence of Gross, al though Gros·s :'·.·stoutly denies that he e-ife;r -
heard such discussions. It is remarkable, however,. that Valv~no­
was not produced _by the_ appellant to.:. contradict any of: the testi­
mony wit}J. respect to his affiliation with this licenseei . . ·. 

. . 

.11o I find that the licensee permitted the operation and 
management qf its_-licensed premises after April 18, 1968, t~ be 
conducted by Bertolotti, ·Valvano and others ~ - persons with .. , 
criminal records, whose disqualifications from being engaged~in 
the alcoholic beverage industry were not removed'by order of 
this Divisione: 

·12. I· further find·that the licensee, after April t8, 
19681 has per~itted and suffered the congregation of persons with 
criminal records, more particularly Valvano, Bertolotti, Schwed 

.and Fife, among others and has_ failed and refused to take ap.y . 
. ,·ac't~on.to eliminate thfs .condition. I an.further satisfied that, 

.. : d~.~.ng-..the period after April 18, 1968 until June 30, 1968 and 
:-:_:,therea.fter, the licensee permitted Bertolotti and those for whom 
-·.~'~.:h:e">w~s: ~icting tor etain the prof~ts. and income of these licensed 

.. \:;::::p~~~i,~e~' and falsely sta ~e_d. othe;rwise in the ·license . applic~tion, 
.. < :in.viqla ti on of R,. S. 33 : 1~z 5 II> . • · . . • - _ 

.. :·-, .·i : .• _ -~', :- ~>.;. • . • 

I 

It should be noted at this point that the testimony 
relating to the period after June 30, 1968 was received in evi­
dence to support the allegation of a common scheme in action on 
the· part· of_ -the appellant~ The attorney for the appellant argues 
that, in order to properly refuse to grant appellant•s applica­
tion for renewal,_ it must present and prove charges as delineated 
he.reinabove.~ Of course, this is not sor. As the court ¢xpressed · 
it in Tumu)j;!. v. DUn,ellen et al., supra: (reprinted in Bulletin 
1 51 9, It em 1 . • . .. , 

"The problem before the Director was what 
penalty to impose for what his investigators · 
had discovered the licensees had done in-the 
past. The problem before Dunellen, upon 

. the application for the renewal of the license, ~ 
was whether it was in the public interest that 
this establishment be. licensed in the futureG H 
See Downie v," Somerdale, sup'rao 

·In the area of licensing, the det'.erminative considera-
. tion is the public interest in the creation.: or continuance of 
the licensed opera tiono Blanck ~'l.s.· Magnolill 38 No Jc 484·~·.. Iri 
thus implementing the salutary objectives of" statutory liquor . 
control · the responsibility of a local authority is uhigh", its 
discretion 11.~ide" and its guide "the publi~:" interestn. Lublj.llltt 
v. Bd) _of. Alcoholic Jl_ev •• !'.!~q.J;.e_l:'sop, 33 N.J e 428, ~ 
[1960 ; . . . 

My assessment and evaluation of the totality of the 
evidence presented herein, the exhibits and the summation of 
counsel lead me to the irresistible conclU$ion that the renewal 
·or this license would be inimical to the public interest; that 
conversely' the interests of the comrnm1i ty vrould best be serve a 
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· by refusing .. to ~renel-i the: appellant··, s lic·e~se ._for the-': current ~ 
;Li-c enstng · year_•· . - · - · · · · · ... : : 
. - 'y . ., 

. . It is theref'.ore recommended that the. :domtni-t.tee·:fs/···.: . 
action. -~itLdenying appellant's applicatloli be affirmed;·· t;ind. ·the: 
appeal 'h:erein be d~smissede. · ·:_.; ,._ 

Conclusions and .or·der 

. Excepti9ns ·to t~e· Hearer's. :report, wi:th.- suppor·tiv~ · . 
arg:t:Ullent,Yare filed by appellant's attorney.and answering 
argument to the said exceptlons was:.~fil.ed ·by.· the attorn.'ey ·!:or-· 
respon~ent. pursuant to Rule tlf .bf ·sta:t·e Regulation: No. ~-'.5• .. : : ': 

. I· have earefuliy c~nsfd·ered. t~e enttre ·.record .. --he.re'-i~_,. 
;~P:.C'lJ:t~~ing the ·transcript Q;f th:e·. proc·ee'dlng-:? .. , .. the exhibi'ts.~7 ?t~h~ 
iI~~t·~;r-·•-:s report1 .the :ex~eptions. ther~-to and ·the >answer to :~h~.> 
.:~~~-e·p:_t~·.ons e . I 1·1nd the exceptions with.out meri t 1 ;and ·concur 
in .. tne findings. and cqnclµsions of :the :Hearer -and.adopt h~s 
,r·ecolilmenda tions_ • .:. · ·'~ · . . · . . . . . . 

·· .· Accordililgly, it iS; on this 23l'd day ot' .TanUB.Ij t969, .. 
ORDERED·tha"t the· action .o·f_ ·the·re_sporident_ Towns.h~p·_.. 

Committee Q:f the Township -of · Lakewood · which. in :.eff''ec·:t iieni.ed · 
·,appellat;l.t IS appl:i:eation for .renewal ·at -i':t-S plenary· J;et;l COn- , . 
stimptioh license for the· lic·ense year ·-1968~6~:_-:be and th~ .s·lim~-: · 
_is h~r.e.hy_affirmed, _and the .. appeal here:tn·.·be -and -the: .. same.:is 
-'h~r.~by dismissed; and-__ it _is further~ . , ,._ . ._ . "-.,.·.· .. _:_. · -. :_, . : ·: . .- .. · 

.. . ·ORDERED that ·:my -ord-~r- ent.er.ed···o·n. ~-July,:8·,_. t9$_8:, ·-~~'Jttend~-··. 
ing t~t.1:¢ "term ·ot appe_llant '.s_ -license _pend'ing>-'de·te.un.inaticn:r ;()f~<-0 • • • • • 

thi~ .. a;ppf3al,_ be.and the same is.hereby vaea1ted,,~·_eff~ctive ::. · .. · 
immediately•~ · · · .. _ · · ·· · · -·. · .·. · ·· 

.-· ... 

, . . : ~. . , . ' . . : . -.- '~: . : ~. . . . -' 

··:-

. . ._ . . . . ~: 
-.;. 

·". ,.·. 

·,._i-

'!-· ---
.. 

. . ~. 
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2. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -. 'GAMBLING (NUMBERS BETS) - LICENSE 
SUSPENDED FOR 60.DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In.1 the Matter or" Disciplinary ) 
Proceedings against 

ARTHUR & JUNE SAUNDERS 
t/a Artie's Place 
512 So. 19th Street 
Newark, New Jersey 

) 

) 

) 

Holders of Plenary Re-tail consumption) 
License C-63 issued by the Municipal 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control ) 
of the City of Newark . 
- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
and 

. ORD:b~R 

Licensees by Arthur Saunders Pro se 
Louis F. freole, Esq.·, Appearfng for Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control 

.BY THE DIRECTOR: 
' ~ : ' 

.· . Licensees plead non vuJ.,:t to charges (1) and (2) alleging 
·tliat on.November 27 and 29 and December 3 and 12t 19681 they per­
mitted acceptance of numbers bets on the licensed premises, in 
violation of .Rules 6 and 7 of State Regulation No. 20. · 

:. - ·~ . . 

. . Licensees have a previous record of suspension of · · 
license by the Director for five days effective January 14 · 
1962, for possession of alcoholic beverages not truly labeied. 
Re Saun.ders, Bulletin 1~95, Item 2~! , · 

The prior record of suspension of license for d~ssimilar 
violation occurring more than five years ago disregarded, ·the . 
license will be suspended for sixty days, with remissio~' of five 
days for the plea entered, leaving a net suspension.o!·fifty-
fiv~. days-. Re Campo Ass?ciates, Bulletin 1831, Item 4.- _ . 

A.ccordingly,,it is, on this 21st day of January, 1969, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail- Consumption License C-63, . 
issued by'the·Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of . 

. the City of Newark to Arthur and June Saunders, t/a Artie's 
Place, for premises 512 So. 19th Street, Newark, be and the same 
is hereby suspe·ri:d:ed for fifty-five (55) days;,. commencing at 
2:00.a.mo Tuesday, January 28, 1969, and.terminating at 2:00 
a.m. Monday, March 21+, 1969.: · . · · 

JOSEPH M. ~EGAN 
. DIRECT;rn 
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3. DISCIPLINl~~RY' 'PROCEEDINGS. ~ SALE. TO 'A MlllOR' - .LICENSE' SUS'!- . 
. PENDED FO~ 15'.DAYS,. LESS ') -~OR:P.L;a:Ao _ . . . ··:· - > -.· 

' ' 

:- 'In.t:Q.e Matter·or Disciplinan·•·-· 
Proceeding$ against 

. . . . 

DOUN CLUBS, - INC. -
·t/a Reading Tavern 
#50 Crescent Blvd. (RoU;te 1.30) 
Glo;ucester C~ty, New ~ers~y· · · 

) . 

l 

') 

) 

~older 0:f Plenary Ret~il Consumpti.,on ~ 
~icense. C,-.11 ~ssu~d by the Mayor· an:d. 
~o~on Go-qncil of the· Qity o:f:·· · Y 
(n~.C?UC9S t.~.l.''. C~ t:y- . . . -

. . . : . ~ 

- . . ' . 

. : C.ONCLUSIOMS' . 
- ···_···and.··· 

. QllP~!t 

~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - - - --~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - ~1 
~~-~~P..see" by ~dward J. Dolan, P.~·esid~n~ ~r.o . s.e. - . . 
~i~1 t.~:r H:~ QJ;.eaver' Esq. ' 4p,pe~r-~ng fq~ Pi.. vi.$;j.Qn' or A.l.e:Q:Qol1-.C· 

. BE;Ve.l.'~g:~. -Q:o~1;tfQi, . 
. ' 

EY· THE DIRECTOR: . 
·"¥-'.~ ·--·· ,.. • ·: '., .. 

L~censee pl~ads. !!Q!! vult. to. a. c_h~rge ~ll~g-in.g~ t{J.~t, .. Ql_l. 
f)~eember 28, 1968, it sold· thre~- ·Si~-..packs.. ·o.~ ·oo~t~es Q.:t· 'P~er 
~nQ. a pint q:f whiskey to ~ m~n<;>~, age'_ 1.9,. i.l.l vioi.a~+.ol:l. of: ~~ 
1 of Stat~ :Regulation No.· 20~' · · . · 

Ab$ent pr~o~ r~cord th.e · lic~n~e- wi,:I.l. · jbe. s.~s.pel'.14.~d. · 
f·g~. fift~ep.-·¢1.ays, witll rem:Lss1o:µ ot five. days _fqr tb,~ ·pl.e~ · 
f31r@.~r-ed, i~9-ving a net ~uspensio:p, o.t ~en <l~Y.S.:•~ Re Ehrlich.,. 
l3~1J.~ti~ 18i?'f, ·Item 5 e . .. ..... , ... ·- ..... " · 

Ac-eording:J,.y, it· is, on thi~ 21 ~t da¥ o~ Ja;tiu,c~.:ry-, , 196.2:,, 
- . - - ""' . . . 

Q.RP~.REP t;h~ t Pl~n.ary. ~~t_aj._:J. C.-o~S:1Af?lpt.i_Q1il; IA.ce~s-~ G.-.t1:.,~ ·. 
~~.§sued by th~ Mayor 8.:lld Colilll!on Counc~l of· ~h;e City_ o.~ Q~0\1Q9.$ .. t.~~; 
G.i ty tQ DoJ..~::p. Clubs,- I:p._c., t/a· Re.·aQ:i.r;ig ~~ye~n, ~qr· P..rem4,$.~s:. 
115.0 Cresee~t· :e.oulevard (Eoute 13.0), g19u~~$.te.~- -C.-1.-t?y-, · b~. ~cl .. 
th_$ same is h~reby suspen~~-d fo~ t~11 (1·0l gays,. co~~nqi.n.g ~t- · 
4:?0 a.m. __ .. '_TUesday1_ J~ua __ rr 26~. 1~6.9, a~d t~~iµnatil'l:~ ~:~ ~ .. ;;e~­
f,ri<tay, f~ 'bruary ·1, 1969 .-; 

.JOSE'PH M. KEEGAN 
. . Pt,RE¢~cia: 
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4-. P.~SCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS·.- GAMBLtNG (WAGERlNG) - SALE TO . 
. ;INTOXICATED PERSON - SALE TO A MINOR· . ...;.·. LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 

45 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. . ·, .. 

In the Matter of' Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

MICHAEL F. BARRETT 
t/a ·Duquesne Grille 
22-26 s. Tennessee Avenue 
Atlantic Citr, New Jersey. 

Holder of Plenary.Retail Consumption 
License C-4-,.issued by the Board.of .. 
Commissioners of the City of Atlantic . 
City . . 

, - - . , . : . - - -..... - - - - - - - - -

) 

) 

) . 

) 

., 
) 

CONCLUSIONS · 
and 

ORDER 

Licensee·, Pro se 
Louis F. Treole, Esq .. , Appearing for Division of Alcohol,ic 

· . . .: . Beverage Control 

. " ··Bi ·,.~HE DIRECTOR:· 
, ~ ' . . . . . . . ~ 

. . Licensee pleads rum n:Jl! to charges alleging that 
. on January 1 o, 1969 he ( 1) ·:permitted gambling (pool -games for 
.:money stakes) on the licensed premises, in violation of Ru.le 
· 'l' ot State Regulation No. 20,- (2) sold a drink of beer .to an 

· <· .: ··11tt:oxicated ·patroni in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation 
No·. 20l and (3) so d a drink of· beer to a minor, age 20, in 
violat on.of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 20.· 

· Absent prior .record, the license will be suspended 
on· the first charge. for fifteen days .(Re Samuel Berelmand Inc., 
Bulletin 18~6, Item 3) on the second charge for twenty ays 
(Re Down.sea Beach Hotei, Inc., BUlletin 1831, Item 8), and . 
on the third charge for ten days (Re Holly Distributors, Inc., 
Bulletin 1720, Item 7), or a total of forty-five days, with 
remission of five days for the plea entered, leaving a net 
suspension of forty days•· 

1999,-
Accordingly, it· is, on this 13th day of February 

,_ ·· ORDERED that Plenary Ret~11· Consumption License C-4, 
issued·by the Board of Colilmissioners of the City of Atlantic 
City to Michael Fo Barrett, t/a Duquesne Grillet for premises 
22-26 s. Tennessee Avenue, Atlantic City, be ana the same is 
hereby suspended for forty (40) days, commencing at 7 a.m. 
Thursday, February 20, 1969, and terminating at 7 a.m.' Tuesday, 
April 1, 1969. . , __ 

.· ·. : .· : ~ 

JOSEPH M. KEEGAN 
DIRECTOR 
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. 5. DI.SCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -· ALCOHOLIC· BEVERAGEs NOT TRULY 
LABELED - PRIOR ·DISSIMI.LAR REC.ORD - ·LICENSE SUSPENDED.FOR 
35 DAYS, LESS' ; FOR PLEA. . 

In the l'!atter o·r Disciplinary 
Pr.9ce~dings against · · 

YELLOW.FRONT SALOON, INC~ 
126, Main Street · · 
Fort Lee, New Jersey· 

) 

. ) . . 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary.Retail .Consumption· 
License C-31 issued by the Borough )' 

.C~ONCLUSIONS . 
and 

·.ORDER 

Council of the .Borough of.Fort.Lee - -.. ,: . . I '• :· ' ' . - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - - - ~ 
Licensee,· by. J'ohn w.: Deega_.n, President, Pro se · . · "." · ·· . · .· · 
Walter It. Cleave!'.', Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic.· 

· · Beverage ~Control· 

BY THE .DIRECTOR: 

Licensee pleads mm vult .to a· charge_ .. alleging ·that on · 
October 30, . 1968i. it possessed alcoholic beverages. in eight. · 
bottles -bearing abels whigh did .not truly "describe.· their ·con•: 
tents, in violation ·or Rule 27 .or .state. Regulation No_. 2.0 .• 

,Licensee has a ·previous. record· or· ·suspensio"n of . ·· · 
license by . the municipal issuing author! ty f'or ten days eftec~ · 
tive January 22, ~ 967, for sal_e to minor~. · ... · . · .. · 

The license will be. suspend~d· f'or:· thirty•· days. ·(~ .·.·. 
Basralian, Bulletin 1798, Item 5), to 'which will be added . -:-.. ~ 
five days by reason of. the record of suspension ·or .licehs~ ·to~· . · 
dissimilar violation within five years (Re Hi-De.,.Ho Corp.

1 
· · .. -. .... · . 

Bu~letin 18321_. Item 7), or a. total. or. thirty-:-five. d~ys, wt'.µ,., · 
remission of' 1·1ve days for the plea. entered, leaving.Ji net. ·;,:: 
suspension of thirty days.. · . · · : · · · . · : , :; :-. .. :· ···· · · . . . · . ·. 

Accordingly, ·1t _.is,. on this 17th 4ay-· _or·: F~l>rtla."_ry;:._ ~-•: 

1 
•. ·oRDERED that· Plenary Retail Consumption "Licens.e ·c~3t,·:_"· 

is sued 'by the Borough . Council of the Borough .or . Fort-. Lee .. to' : · .·: .. _ '· 
Yello~ -Front Saloon, lnc. for· pre~ses t26 Ma.in. St~eet 1 ··For.t<.-·. ·:. ~ ·. · 
·Lee, ·be and "·the same is _hereby s~p,e~d~d t'o~_-,-tb:L~.ty. .·C.3;9)·! ·;·4~1~t,< : 
·comniencin_g at 3:.00 aem• Wednesda·y'·:: .. :·F.ebi;ua.ry;;1·9f·1.~69.1.~:·:.an4.-·: <>·'.: .. ~' · 
terminating at 3 ::00 a.,·me·. Fridayr1 -.· ~zt,-cl).·,~t, .J,9.6~., . .:-: · :~ .. ::-.:.: ·--:,:-< ... ·::-::.>. · ·· 

. . - . ,.· -. -.. :. . . . . ·. _· .... · .' .·- ... 

:. _- .. 

. -

_4{.~~~'. 

. ... \'··· 
.. \··· .. 

. · . ~'fj;e:;_ .. 

. ·:.,..J.";.· ... 

. - '\ 

' . ' . 
. . . . 

New Jerse.Y State Li.brary 


