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STATu OF NEW JERSEY
Department of Law and Public Safety
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
1060 Broad Street , Newark 2, N. J.

BULLETIN 949 .~ ., « . DECEMBER 5, 1952.

1. COURT DECISIONS - ANTHONY ET AL. v, COMMON COUNCIL OF GLOUCESTER
CITY ET AL, - HEREIN OF PROPER METHOD FOR COMPUTING REQUISITE
NUMBER OF SIGNERS OF REFERENDUM PETITION.

- SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
APPELLATE DIVISION
Nog AL3-52, September Term, 1952

JOHN ANTHONY and JANE G. ANTHONY;" = )

Individually and as partners trddlng _
as Twin Bar, and GLOUCESTER CITY - )

LICENSED BEVLRAGE ASSOCIATION, an
unincorporated association, )

Plalntlffs Appellants, )

~_-VS—

"PHILIP-V& "REA, Nayor of the City.of ,)'“T”'
Gloucester Clty ‘New Jersey; MESSRS. Y

ROBERT D. 'BOBO, WILLIAM BOWE, BENJAMIN. ~
B. FOSTER, WILLIAM FRITZ,. JOMN LINCOLN, ).
FRANK McoUAID JOHN OVERNACK ROBERT

LUKER and . THOMAS SULLIVAN, Members of the)
Common  Council of Gloucester City, Camden
County, New Jersey; MARION T. CONNELLY, )
hcting City Clerk of "Gloucester City,

Camden County, New Jersey; and FRANK J.-
SUTTILL, County Clerk of Camden County,

New Jersey, L )

Defendants—Respondents.

L Prgued October 27, 1952; decided NOVEMBER 3, 1952.
"Before Judges McGeehan, Blgelow and Jayne,

Mr Samuel H." Nelson drgued the cause for Plaintiffs-
Appellants (Mr. Sldney Simandl, Attorney).

Mr, W1lllam Je Shepp appeared for Respondents Phlllp Vo
Reéd, Mayor, &nd. the Common Counicil of the City of ‘
Gloucester City (Mr, William E. Hughes, Attorney) . -

The opinion of the Court was dellvered by,

MCGLbhAN Sono A, Do

On Nay l 1952, a petltlon was presented to the governlng body
of the City. of Gloucester City requesting a referendum on the ques-.
tion #Shall the sale of dlcohollc beverages be permitted on Sundays.
. in;this munlclpallty°‘j and on June 5, /52 the Common Council of
“the City of Gloucester City passed a resolutlon directing the County
Clerk of Camden County to print such.question upon the official. gen-
sral election ballot to be used on November h 1952, The plalntllfs
instituted suit in lieu of prerogatlve writ in the Law Division of
the Superior Cdurt for Camden County, seeking an order declaring this
petition and resolution pertaining to the referendum on the public
vuestion illegal and void, and for an order restraining the County
Clerk of Camden County from printing the question upon the ballot,.

The plaintiffs appeal from a judgment entered denylng the restraint
and dismissing the complalnt.
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The proceedings. which tnc Olglntlff sourht to review were taken
under ReS. 33:1=47 {as amended: L, 1949, c°_296 §'4), which in
pertlnent part prov1des as followss  ~°

"Whenever a petition signed by at least fifteen ‘per -
centum (15%) of the qualified electors of any municipality
as evidenced by the total number of votes cast for members
of the General Assembly, at thé then next preceding general
election held for the-election. of all .of the members of the
General issembly, in such mun1c1pallty, shall be: presentéd
to the governing board or body thereof, requesting a refer-
endum on the question herelnafter statca, such governing

~board or body shall aaopt forthwith a resolution dlrectlng
the ‘clerk of the county in which such municipality is situ-
ated to print, pursuant to Title 19, flections, hereinafter =
referred to_as the 'general election law,? upon the official ' =
ballot to be used in such municipality at the next ensuiqg%"'
general election, 'a question to reads *Shall the sale of -
alcohollc beverages be permitted on Sundays in this munlcl—
pality?? sk the county clerk * * % shall cause such
question to be printed in an appropriéte place on the ballot

- to be used in such municipality at the next ensuing general
election, pursuant to the general election law and. thereupon
all Proceedln“s with respect to the referendum on such ques- .
tion shall be subject to and governed by the general election .:
law as in other cases of the gubmission of publlc questions.

to the electorate.n (Itallcs ours. )

Plaintiffs argue that the 1nclu51on in R Se 33:1=47 of the
language which we have italicized mekes the act unconstitutional
becquse it 1ncorporates prov151ons of another statute by meré _

reference thereto, in violation of Art. IV, Sec. VII, Par. 5 of our
Constltutlon which providess .. % % 3 No acL shall be passed which
shall prov1de that any existing law, or any part thereof, shall be
made or deemed a part of the act or whlch,shall enact’ that any -exist-
ing law, or any'part thereof,.shall be applicable, except by inserts=
ing it in such act.® A statute which adopts by mere reference the
prov151ons of a prior act, in order to .create substantive rights or
“duties, is within the prohlbltlon of this-constitutional provision;
but a statute which adopts by reference only the forms of process and
procedure necessary to accomplish the purpose of the act, is not
within such prohibition. If the statute embody a complete,and per~
fect act of legislation in itself, it may provide for ancillary
proceedings to accomplish the purposes expressed in the act by a
reference to general laws on the subJect without violating this con-’
stitutional: provision. . Jersey City v. Martin, 127 N. J. L. 18
‘{Ee & A. 1941); Campbell v. Board of Phnarmacy of New Jersey; 45 N.J.Ls
241 (Sup. Cte. 1883) affd. L7 N.J.Le 347 (Es & AR 1885); 1 Sutherland,
»Stﬁbutory Constructlon § 1925 (3rd:Ed. 1943). The planntlffs recog-
nize this distinction, but conténd that the use of the words “sub-
Ject to and-governed by‘ makes it clear thgt the intention was to
adopt not only the procedural provisions of ‘the general election law,
but also the substantive provisions thereof. This argument wholly
disregards the fact that under this statute it is the liproceedings
. with respect to the referendum on such question® which  are made:
_“subject to and governed by the general election law." . It .is clear
from the language of this statute that the reference to the general
~electlion law merely provides for aricillary proceedings to accomplish
tne purpose exnressed in-the acty and that the act adopts by =
refereénce only the forms of process and procedure contained in the
eneral electlon law which are necessary to accombllsh 1ts purpose.‘g:
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- The. next contention is tnat Ro Se 33:1-47 is. unconstltutlonal
because the title of the act (L. 1949, c. 296) does" not state the
object of the enactment as. reoulred by Art. IV, Sec. VII, Par. L of
our Constitution.:"The title reads as followsejf'An Act concernlng
munlﬂlpel referenda in connection with the sales of alcoholic '
beverages, and amending sections 33:1=h4h, 3331-L5, 33:1=46, 3331-47
and 33:1-47.1 and supplementing chapter one of Tltle 33-0f the
Revised Statutes.’ The argument advanced in support depends entirely
upon the premise that R.S. 33:1-47 adopts’ by reference all the sub-
stantive provisions of the general election law. e have already
cogcluded that this premise is falsé.’

The referendum petition is said to be invalid because it is
unverified. It is argued that under the general election law peti-
tions for the submission of public questions to the electorate must
be verified, and such requirement applies to this petition. Assun-
ing that the general election law contains such a requirement, it .
does not apply to petitions under R.S. 33:1-47. This section pro-
vides thet the ballots shall be printed pursuant to the general
election law and that all Droceedlngs thereafter shall be subject to
and governed. by the general election law; but the requirements of
the sectlon concernlng proceedings prior to the prlntlng of the

. ballots are in no way connected with or affected by:provisions of
the general eléction law. Since the section contains no reguire- -
ment that the petitions be verified, the inference 'is that the legis-
lature intended. no such requirement. Cf, In re City of Passajc
oL N, J° L. 384 (Sup. Ct. 1920).

Last, it is contended that the referendum petition is void"
because an insufficient number of voters 510ned it. Under the-act,
the petition must be signed by at least 15% of the qualified elec-
tors of the municipality %as evidenced by the total: ‘humber of vote:
cast for members of the General Assembly, at the then next preced-
ing general €lection held for the election of 'all of the members of
the General hgsembly." Lt such preceding general ‘election’in the
City of Gloucester City there were 6,957 registered voters, of whom
4,288 actually voted. Three members of the General Assembly were
to be elected at this election; and for zll seven candidates for
such office a total vote of 12,061 was cast. There were 1,383 valid
signatures on the petition, whlon number exceeded 30% of the total
number of registered voters who voted at such preceding election,
and exceeded 19% of the total number of registered voters for such
election. :

The plalntlffs argue thet the act requlres that the petltlon
be signed by gualified electors of the municipality, equal in number
to 15% of all the votes cast for all the candidates for the office
of member of the General Assembly at the- pr‘ecedln‘T election, which
in this case would be.1,809. If this contention is correct, the
petition did not contaln the requlred number of valid 51gnatures.
vwe think the 'statutory language requires signers equal in number to
15% of the total votes cast for all the candldates for the office of
rmember of the.General Assembly, divided By the total. number of suc1
members .which are to be filled at such election, which in this ce
would be 15% of 4,021 or 603. - =

strong. support for our interpretation can” be-found in' "Schwartz Ve
Wachlin, 89 N. .J. L. 39- (Sup. Ct.: 1916),- Wthﬂ so interpreted the
Toirlowing' language of L. 1911, ‘c. 221, 8 18&.(The Walsh ket)s 1

“provided, ‘however, that "the votes cast in’ favor of the adoption of

this act i§ equal: to at least thirty per centumi of the. votes cast
for members of .the General: Assenbly at the last general election'.
immediately preéceding theée submission of this act.' DMoreover, if-the
interpretation urged by plaintiffs were adopted, it-could lead to an
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qbsurdlty, for if all the registered voters in a municipality in
Tssex’ County (which elects 12 membere of the General Assembly)" voted
at such election, and all voted for 12 candidates, the number of
signers to-a oetltlon which would be required under’ ReSo 3351~ =47
would be lOOﬂ of all tne reg 1Suered voters for such electlon 1n such
munlclpallty : ; : :

- The Judgment is afflrmed.

- e e em . em e e .

2. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -- LEVDNESS “AND IMMORAL ACTIVITV:
'(PROSTITUTION)’-'L@TTERV -"LIUENS RbV“KnDe

In uhG Matter of DlSClDllnarY L :v).
}roceedlngs against : o
)

17 CLUB INC, , o o
17 dllllam Street . ' , L

CNewark 2, N. J., SR . CONCLUSIONS

qolder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) ‘ ' AND'QRDER .
tion License C-861 for the 1051~52 o o o
and 1952«53 llcen31ng Vears,'lssued' X

by the Municipal Board of filcoholic

Beverage Control of the:.City of *~° ) : '
Newark, and transferred during o ’ -
pendency of proceedings to ‘ ) :

36-38: William Street Ly
Newarer"N'-J g < :
halman Frledman Es Attorney: for Defendant llcensee.
Hdward F. nmbrose, q., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
. B : - , . Beverage Control,

BY"- THn DI ECTORo

~ Defendant retracted an.: ear11er )Lea ol not gullty~ond entered '
in 1ts place a plea of non. vult to the’ fol“0w1ng charges: S

: %1, On May 16 znd 21, 1954 you aWIOWed permltted und
suffered lewdness and immors actlety in and upon your
licensed premises, Viz., 5011C1tat10n for prostitution and
the meking of arrangemenes for illicit sexual 1ntercoursep<.'
in v1olatlon of Rule 5 of Steuo Re éul tLons No.s 20.

W2, Ln May 16 and 21 1052 vou al*owed permltted and
suffered lotterles, commonly known - as ?flght ‘pools?® to be .
conducted in ‘and upon your licensed premises and. sold and -
~offered for sasle and possessed had custody of and allowed,
“permitted and suffered tickets and participation. rights 1n‘
“such aforementioned’ lotterleg, in and upon your licensed
pgemises° in v1olat10n of Rune 6 of State Regulatlonn No.

2! : ;

The: file discloses that two ABC agents entered defendant®s.

llcensed premises at approximately &: 30 pem. -on May 16, 1952, and

sat -at the bar which was then’ being tended by “Jerry® (later identi-
ﬁled as Gerardo) Faliveno, brother of Anthony Faliveno, the latter
being a’ 50% stockholder and Secretary-Treasurer of .the licensee cor-
noratlon. kmong the patrono vresent were two. females known as :
“Millie" (a blonde) and “Maried (a brunette). .Shortly after the:
agents entered the licensed pzemlses, a second bartender known .as
“Leo% went behind the'bar and, at aporox1mately"9 30 p.ml., the
aforementioned Anthony Faliveno also went behind the bar. During all
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of this time lMillie had been drinking.with different male patrons
and. Marie had been s:.ttlnb alone at ‘the bar. Soon after 9:30 p.m.

- Marie left the premlses but Millie aporoached the agents and- asked
them to take part in a %pool+ on: the outcome of a prize fight to be
shown that night via telev1slon, explaining that the chances would
cost $1.00 each., Millie had a number of small slips of paper in her
hand and each agent took one slio and each handed Millie a dollar
wnich she in turn handed to nnthonv Faliveno. When Millie comménted
that round number 10 which had been drawn by one of the agents was a
vgood round®, she was immediately cautioned by Anthony Faliveno. not

S to Yie-- mentlon it to anybody. otherw1se they won't pullh, 'After
Millie had disposed of .all of the slips she went to the bar where
ahe joined another female known as. WBettyh

Shortly before the end of the last (lOth) round of the fight

Millie rejoined the agents at the bar and told Anthony Faliveno to-
pay the proceeds of .the pool ({10.00) to the agent who had drawn the
~tenth round and added “We might as well order .now.® She then put
her arms around the neck of the agent, meanwhile rubbing her breasts
-and body against his arms and legs, When the fight was over Anthony
Faliveno placed a ten dollar bill on the bar in front of the agent
who had picked the tenth round. Lt Millie's request the agent -
bought drinks for her, Betty and Marie (who apparently had returned).
while sitting at the bar consuming a number of drinks at the agent‘®s
expense, iMillie embraced him and held his hand near her private
parts, durlng which time they made arrangements to meet there (the
licensed premises) on the follow1nf Wednesday night, and to go to
Millie's room to have sexual intercourse, for which Millie was to
charge $15.00, Durlnv all of.-this conversation the bartender,

Jerry, was moving around behind the bar waiting on patrons,vlnclud—
ing the agents and their female companions. The agent and the girls
were also served by %Leo and by santhony Faliveno. When Millie went
to the ladies' room the agent called to Jerry, the bartender, and

asked, “What's the score with the blonde?" (meaning Millie). Jerry
replied, “They're both hustlers, strictly hustlers, but what they?ll
Cncrre for a bang I donf't know." When the agent asked “Will she

show me a good time¥ Jerry answered, “Oh sure, but,what_she?ll
charge, I. doth know. i o o

hallle then returned to the bar and while she resumed her
conversation with the agent whom she had prev1ously embraced, Marie
conversed with the other agent. As a result of these conversatlons
it was agreed that both agents would return to the licensed premises
on the following Wednesday evening (May 21, 1952) to meet Nlllle and
Marie for the purpose, of hav1ng sexual 1ntercourse. : -

it 8:15 pom. on Ma y 21, 1952, the same two agents, accom-

panied by two- other ‘agents, arrived in the vicinity of the licensed
premises. Leaving the other agents outside, the two agents who. had
the dates with Millie and Marie entered the licensed premises and
took seats at the bar. Millie was: elready seated at the bar with
Betty. Jerrv, who was tending bar, greeted the agents and, as they
looked in the direction of Alllle and Betty, Jerry said, iTherets’
Vovr girl friend down there.% Shortly thereafter Millie joined the

gents and, when. they asked for Marie, Millie left the agents. o
telenhone to Marie to agcertain wnethcr or not she was comlng to’ tne
lleenaed pTGMlSGSo : :

ifter Millie had left the auento, -one of them called Jerr* to_

their place at the bar and told him that they (the agents) had dates
Lo get “laid* that night and that Millie was going to charge him

§154 OO. Jerry said, #She's all right but I wouldnf't give her a -
cnme. The. agent. then asked Jerrv, -How is she?V . Jerry replied,

#Oa, that blonde is really hot stulf. When the agent. asked Jerrv._
how he knew that, he stated that he had had intercourse .with her and
repeated that he wouldn't give her a dime In response to another
of the agent's guestions Jerry said that tne girls were "clean®.
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, Up son her return to the bwr Millie said that' Marie was 'unable
to keep the date and -suggested th 't Betty substltute for Marie,

When the agent asked Millie whether Betty charged ‘{15.00, Millie tolo
him to discuss that with Bettv. Hillie then left the agents -and
returned with Betty and all four sat at the bar together. The ag ento
ordered drinks for themselves and their female compenions and, & -
they sat at the bar drlnking, ¥illie informed them that Anthony-
Faliveno was mdklng up a “fight pool® similar to the one on their
Previous visit. - Soon [ntnonv Faliveno ulaced ten small slips. of
paper on the bar, whereupon Betty~plcked up one for herself and one*
for one of the agents, while Millie and the other agent each picked.
up a slip of paper. At the request of his femsle companion, each of"
the agents paid %2.00 to fnthon* Faliveno. & little later [nthony
Faliveno made up another “pool# and the agents and their female
COMpanlonS again partlcloated.v :

. Within a few minutes the aﬂent who was with ‘Betty handed her
15 00 of marked money.. Betty agreed that it was the right amount
and placed it in the top of her flght stocking. She then asked the
agent whether he had any “rubbers: (contraceptive devices) and he
replied that he had some in his automobile. . Meanwhile the other
agent handed $15.00 of marked monesy to Millie, which she put in her
vocketbook which was on the bar. It was then agreed that the agents
would leave the tavern together and that the females would follow
them a few minutes later; but, before the agents left the premises
Betty told one of the agents to leave Jerry a “buck? (as a tip),
adding, "He's 0O.K." Accordingly, one of the agents left a dollar on-
the bar for Jerry. - During all of this time Jerry had been behind the
bar waiting on the patrons, including the agents and their female
compe nions. Because there were but few patrons at the bar that
night, Jerry was not continuously occuplied with his duties and from
time to time stood near the zgents leaning aealnst the back bare

! The agcnts then left the premlSCS, lollowed shortly by the two
females, As they walked along the street they were apprehended by
other ABC agents and the local police and were taken to police head-
auarters. As they were being escorted to police headquarters, Betty
toolk the money from her ut00a1n” and placed it in the coat pocket of
the agent who had given it to aer,whcre it wes later found by the
yOlle. The marked money which the other avent gave to Mlllle was
found in her pocketbook. :

At police headquarters anthony Faliveno, Gerardo (Jerry)
Faliveno and the two females were guestioned and, :although the ques-
tions and their answers were reduced to writing, all but Gerardo
Faliveno refused to Slén th#lr statements. .-

Anthony Fallveno orally-ddmltted that he hae an interest in the
licensed premises; that his brother Jerry tends bar there; that he
knows Millie and Betty: that they frequent the licensed premises

ronce or twice a week®,-but he denied any knowledge of their solici- -
tation for immoral purooses gt the llcensed premises. However, he
admitted conductlng the =¢1ght DOOl on tne nights in question.

Gewardo Fullveno admlttee tﬂot he was Lendlng bar at the

“« licensed premises on the night of May 21, 1952 and that he may have’

‘been tending bar there on the nignt of Dav 16, 1952: that the Qgentu
had been in the licensed premises on, May 21 1052, that he had seen
them there on one previous occasion; that he knows Millie and Betty;
thet he saw them seated with the agents on the evening of May 21,
1952, and that: the agents conversed with him with regard to.Millie
and, Be tty, but he denied that the conversation was as reported bw the -
agents. In this connection he said, “All T rcmember you coming up -
to me and telling me that the girl (Mlllle) wcnts Wl5 00 and I told
you that I wouldn®t give her a dime.*
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Both Millie .and Betty - admltted moetlng the agents at the
licensed premises on the nlght of. May 21, 1952, but denied having
solicited for immoral purposes or hav1ng ebreed to engage in $11icit
sexual intercourse, Betty denied accepting any money from either
agent, but Millie admltted accepting $15.00° from one of the agents,
clnwmlng that she had told him that she needed the money for -room
rent” and that he had given her the money because he "felt sorryﬂ
for her. :

From the foregoing it is clear that, on the two occasions when
the agents visited the licensed premises, one of defendant’®s
employees (whose brother is an officer. of the corporation and the
holder of 50% of its stock) had direct  personal knowledge of the
immoral activity then taking place on: the licensed premises, and it
is_not without real significance that said stockholder was pérson-
ally present in the barroom on both such occasions and actuallj
partlclpated 1n the. conduct of the lotteries.

In attempted mltlgatlon, defendant s attorney has advised me
that a Magistrate of the Family Court dismissed criminal charges
aéalnst the licensee and its ugents or employees. Such dismissal
is immaterial to the determination of these proceedlngs. Disci-
plinary proceedings against a licensee are. civil in nature. Kravis
v, Hock (Sup. Ct., 1948), 137 'Ne Jo L. 2527 .in Re_Schneider (Super.
Tt. 1951), 12 N Je Supor. LLS, Thus, ‘the two -proceedings (criminal
and dlSClpllnary) are different in kind, involve different issues,
quantum of proof and types of penaltye. .See Re DuPree, Bylletin 108,
Item 8: Re Messina and Ruisi, ‘Bulletin 392, Item 12; Re Rosenthal
and Geller, Bulletln 8L3, Item h.

It has long been held that solicitation .for immoral purposes
and the making of arrangements -for illicit sexual intercourse cannot
and will not be tolérated upon licensed premises, The public is
entitled to protection from these sordid and dangerous evils. 4is
was said in Re Paton, Bulletin ‘8698, Item. 32

“Licensees must learn and remember that thelr 11quor llcense
~1s not a license to engage in activities detrimental to
the public welfare.®

Con51d€r1ng all of the 01rcumstances in this case, the only proper:
penalty is revocation of the license.' See Re Bond Service Center,
Inc., Bulletimn 939, Iten 1; Re Ewaski, Bulletin 937, Item 1:

Re Schumacher, Bulletln 901, Item 5; Re Paton, suora° Re Kalman
Bulletln 791 Item L. The 1lcense will be revoked.

“Although this proceedlng was 1nst1tuted durlng the 1051 5?
licensing period, it. does not abate but remains .fully effective.
against the renewal license for the flSCal year 1952~ 539 State
Regulations No. 16. ' o _

Accordlngly, it is, on thlS 24th dav of November, 1952

o ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumptlon Llcense C- 861 for the
1952-53 licensing year, issued by the Mhn101pal Board of Alcohollc.
Beverage Control of the City of Ncwark to. 17 Club, Inc., for premises

17 Ullllam Street, Newarﬁ and- transfcrred to .36- 38 William Street,
Newark, be and the ‘same 1s hereby revoked, . effective 1mmed1atelv.

DOMINIG ‘A, CAVICCHIA - -
Director. B
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3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -~ FiLSE PNSJER IN APPLICATION - AIDING

. U 4ND ABETTING NON-LICENSE£S TO IXLRCISE RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES OF
LICENSE - ILLEGAL SITUATION CORRLCTED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20
D# XS.

In the Natter of D1501011nary - 4§N;
Proceedlngs agalnst E o
Do hE sy , * A ~
.C, MULFORD SCULL. . . oot J
580? Edgewater Lvenue . | ,‘~.i) o CgﬁngiéggS
Ventnor City, No Joy - «

nolder of “lenary Retail Dlstrl— )

bution License D-6, issued by the, .

Cofmion  Council of Ventnor Citya )

reul M, Salsburg, usq., Attornes for Defendant-licensee, .
William F. Wood, Esq., appearlnv for Division of Alcoholic .
T : : ' . Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendant has pleaded non vult to the following charges:

“l, In your application dated June 3, 1952, filed with the
Ventnor City Common Council, upon WﬂlCh you -obtained your cur-
rent olenary retail dlstrlbutlon llcense you falsely stated
¥No' in answer to juestion 50 which dSkSo *Has any indi-

vidualsses., Oother than the applicent, env interest, directly

- er. indirectly,'in the license eyolied for or in the business
to be conducted under said ]1cenoe7?, whereas in truth and

fact Patrick Joseph Connor had such an interest in that he

was the real and beneficiazl owner of. the licensed businessg
said falsé statement being in violation of R. S. 33:1-25..

24 In your aforesaid application, vou falsely stated 'No' in
...~ answer to GQuestion 31, Which'asks; Have you agreed to pay any
employee, or other oerson, any portion or percentage of the
profits or income (by way of rent, salary or otherwise) :
derlved from the bu51neos toibe condtcted dndér..said license?7,

whereas in truth and fact you had agreed to permit Patrick
Joseph Connor to retain. aLT of the profits from: the' licensed
bu81ness after payment to.vou of.a flxed monthly fee; said
false statement being in VLolatlon 5f Re $6%33:1=25,

D From -on or about Dédember 15 1951~ untll tne preaent tlme
 you: know1ngly aided and abetted Patrick  Joseph Connor, and fron )
70T about 1943 until on or about. December 15, 1951, you know-
ingly aided and abetted BenJcmln and Hannah Vandersllce to .
exercise, contrary to Re Se 33:1-26, the rights and privileges
of sour succe381ve plenary retail dlstrlbutlon llcensesJ thereby
*ourself v1olat1ng ReSs 33:1-52.%

From the file herein it appears that . aefendant obtained ¢

plenary retail distribution license for the premises in ouestlon
about elghteen years ago. . After defendant had operated ‘the business
for a weriod of,time, the license was duly transferred to another
person who 1is not mentloned in these proceedings and who held the
,chenge for a periad.of about five vears. The licénse 'was then duly
retransferred to defendant who has contlnuously received renewsals of
geid license up to,the present time. In 1943 defendent entered into a
:verbal evreement with BenJamln and Hannah Vanderslice whereby’ in
effect he “farmed out* hig license to them, and thereafter they
operated the business under defendant®s license until December 15,

951, On the latter date defendant entered into a verbal agreement
with Patrick Joseph Connor whereby the letter was permitted to operate
the business under defendant®s license and retain all profits there-
from upon payment of the sum of $75.00 monthly to defendant. This
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greement was in existence when defendent -on June 3, 1952, filed
nls application for renewal. This. 51tuat10n continued. in ex1stence
until after the charges herein were preferred, namely, until
_November 6, 1952, at which time Patrick: Joseoh Connor gave to
"defendant a wrltten surrender of h1c lease of the premises and exe-
cuted a bill of sale granting and conveying to defendant the goods
and chattels and his lease-hold 1ntcreut in. sald premises.

In alleged mltlgﬂtlon defendant says’ that he entered into the

agreements with Bengamln and Hannah Vanderslice and Patrick Joseph
Connor because he was in poor health and wanted to operate the
‘licensed business’ again at some. future time, It is also elleged on
behalf of defendant . that he did not realize he was violating the
provisions of the ALlcoholic Beverage Law in entering into cald
agreements., ~Ignorance of the law cannot be accepted as an excuse.
It is clear from the above facts that defendant, in violation of the
law, permitted persons. other than himself to exerc1so the rlghts
and privileges of hlS license. : S

Defendant ‘has. ho prior reco;d° From the ev1dence herein it
csppears that the 1llegal situation has been corrected.. There is
nothlng in the record to show that. Benjamin Vanderslice, Hannah
Va ndersllce or Patrick Joseph Connor was ineligible to hold a
license,  .Under .thé circumstances I shall suspend defendant s
license Tor a peridd of twenty days.. Re Russo, Bulletin 741, Item

L; Re . Hoppe, Bulletin 889, Ttem 63 Re Calandriello, Bulletin 931,
ITtem 93 Re Simon, Bulletln 938, Itew 6. , '

Accordlnvly, 1t 1s, on this 2lst dav of November 1,52

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Dlstrlbutlon Llcense D~ 6, issued
by the Common Council of Ventnor City to'C. Mulford Scull, for prem-
iseés 5802 Edgewater Avenue, Ventnor Clty, be and the same is hercby

uuspended for twenty (20) days, commencing at 9:00 a.m. December 2,
1952, and terminating at 9:00 a.m.: December 22 1952.

- DOMINIC 4. CAVICCHIA
Director.

Lo DLSCIDLLNARY jROC“‘DINCS - oﬁLn DURING PROHIBITLD HOURS IN-
VIOLATION OF RULE 1 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 38 AND LOCAL REGULA-
TION - LICENSE SUS ENDED FQR 20 D;-S LESS 5 FOR PLLA.}

In the Matter of D1501pllngry )
froceedings against o

LLBERT FELDMLN ' ["';,) |
160 Broadway - o "f‘.:)u I CONCLU IONS‘
‘Paterson 1, N. J., .. AND ORDER

Holder of ‘Plenary Retail Dlstr1~ )
bution License D-53, issued by
the Board of- Alcoholic. Beverage )
Control of the City-of Paterson.
Albert Feldman Defendant licensee, Pro Se.
David S. xlltzer Esg., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control,

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant oleaded ngn yult to charges alleging that he (1) sold
end delivered an alcoholic beverage at retail in its original con-
“taeiner for off-premises consumntlon on Sunday, in violation of Rule

1 of State Regulations No, 38, and (2) sold and delivered alcoholic
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beverages on his ]1cens»d premises st 12 OO noon on Sunday, in
v1olat10n of a Joc 1 rcgulatlona

The file discloses'tnat'two LBE agents, investigating a sae01fic
complaint that the:licensee was‘selling alcoholic’ boverages in orig-
inal containers for “off- premises consumption. on- uundavs, arrived-in’
tie vicinity of defendant?®s licensed premises at qpprox:Lmotel; 10: 45
Aellly ON Sundcy, November 2, 1952, Cne of the agents entered the-
Alcensed premises ‘which: con51stea ‘of & stationery and c15a¢ 'store - -
and. a “package liquor® store, The-licensee was engaged in selling
newspagvers and other articles to various customers. When the- "vent
asked the Ilcensee for a pint -of whiskéy the licensee replied, "+ Not.
’n Sunday. The -agent then rejoined his-companion who had remalned
outside and both agents placed the llcensed premlses under /’
abservatlon. : -

ht approx1mately 12 OO noon a man entered the llcensed oromlbcs"
empty-handed .and emerged shortly thercafter carrying a paper bag
Wthﬂ appeared to contain a bottle. The agents approached this men
and escertained that he had a bottle of wine which he admitted pur-
chésing at the defendant's licensed premises. a few minutes*earlier.
The .customer accompanied the agents to defendant?s licensed premises
where they identified themselves to the defendant, who at first
denied selling the wine to the customer.’ Howevcr, the customer .
admitted purchasing the wine from the defendsnt at aporoximutely
12:00 noon that day-.and ‘gave a.signed, sworn statement confirming
his verbal admission. - When eskeéd for a statement the licensee
refused, saying that -there was nothing to give.  The bottle of wine,
which bore a label #Casa Mondi CdllfOTﬁld Sncrry Wine", was seléed
as was the paper bag. whlch had ‘been 1n1b1aled by thc customero

otate Reguldtlons No. 30 p”Ohlblt the "sale of dlCQhOllC bcver
ages in original containers for off-premises consumption.at any time
on Sunday, and the local regulation . prohibits the sal@ of alconollc
beverages on Sundav beforvll OO peme’ . : :

Defendant has no prior ﬁdgudacutcd recora, Ina smuch as the :
single offense constitutes a wviolation K of both-the ordinance and the
State Regulstions, I shall suspend the license for twenty days.

Re Bolton, Bulletin 774, Item 5, Five days will be remitted. for the
wlea entered hereln, ledv1ng net . suopen51on of flftepn days°

Accordlngly, it 1s, on thls 2hth da 7y of November, 1952

ORDERED that Plenar“ Reteail DlStllbUthH Lloense D-53, 1ssued
by the Board of Alcohollc Beverage Control of the City of Paterson
to Llbert Feldman, 160 broodwav Paterson, be and the same is hereby -
susvended for a perlod of fifteen. (15) davs commencing at 9:00 a.m.
December 1, 1952, and terminating at 9 OO B Mo Dccemb hig 16 1052.

DOMINIC 4. CAVICCHIA
Dlrector..'
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5a 'DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TC MINOR - LICuNS SUSPENDED FOR.
“10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLE. - PREMISES NOW CLOSED - SUBSELUENT CRDER
TC BE EZNTERED FIXING LFFECTIVE ‘BATES OF SUSPENSION.

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SPECIAL PERMIT - NO PENALTY IMPOSED FOR
VIOLATION OF EXPRESS CONDITION IN VIEW OF ‘THE FACT THAT PERMIT HAS
EXPIRED. :

In the Matter of DlSClpllnary . :: :via;}')
Proceedings against .-~ . i

PINE LAKE PARK TAXPAYERS ILPROVEMENT ')iﬁf

ASSOCIATION, INC, = - 8
Bornlng51de&,8th Avenue, Plne Lake Park
Manchester Township ‘ )
P.0. Toms River, N. J.,

Holder of Club License CB- -1, issued by the )
Township Committee of the Township of S
lMznchester; and also holder .of Special S A
‘Permit No. 44123 issued by the Director of

the Division of:Alcoholic Beverage Control )

on September 16, 1952.

CONCLUSIONS
' - AND ORDER -

Pine Lake Park Taxpayers Improvement Assoclation, Inc., by
‘ Peter McElrey, President. -
Edward Fe Ambrose Esq., appearing for Division of Aloohollc
Beveraeo Control,: ‘

BY THE DIRnCTOR

y Defendant . pleaded non vult to a oharve alleglng that 1t sold
and delivered alcoholic beverages to a mlnor,'and allowed, permltoed
and suffered the consumptlon of alcoholic beverages by sald minor on
its licensed prem1see, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulations
No. 20, . :

At the same time the cnar”e her01n was served defendant was
ordered to show cause why Spe01al Permit No. L4123 theretofore issued
to it by the Director of this Division authorizing it to sell malt
alcoholic beverages at a social affair to be conducted by it-on its
licensed premises on October L4, 1952 should not be suspended, revcked
or cancelled because of the violation of an express condition in said
special permit, i.e., the incident referred to in the;charge
alorementlonedo o ' R :

The records of thls DlVlSlOn reveal that defendant the holder
of a club license which limits its sales of alcoholic beverages to
its own members and their bona fide guests, obtained a special permit
authorizing the sale of: beer to. the general public. at. a ‘ibarn- dancet
to be held. at its licensed premlges -on the nlght of:. October 4, 19 9524

The flle dlscloses that on the nlgnt of October h, 1952, while
two ABC agents were upon defendant?s licensed premises, a young male
patron 21 years of age, ordered znd obtained from a bartender at the
ber. four glasses of beor which the patron. carried to a table at which
three females were seated, The male patron kept one glass of beer
for himself, and each of the.three females took a glass of ‘beer and
pertly consumed it. Investlgatlon revedled that one of these females,
Carolyn --- was nineteen years.of ages ~- . - :

The minor admitted in a signed statement. that she had consumed -
. a portion of a glass of Dbeer. as above recited, ‘Defendant’s president;
who was present, stated that they were having a “community affairs

vt denied any knowledge of the 1n01dentn

The licensee has‘no previous adjudicated record. Since no
aggravating circumstances appear, I shall impose the usual ten-day
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suspendion, Re Richard, Bulletin 937, Item 13. Five days will be
remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension. of
'five_ daYSe . .

The aforesaid special permit, duthorlulng the sale of alcoholic
oeverages to the general public, was issued for the period commenc-
ing 7:00 p.m. on October L, 1952 and terminating at 2:00 - a.m. on
October 5, 1952.. It has expired by its own termsa Thus, no effec-
tive penalty can now be imposed against it.. However, in determlnlng
whether or not any similar permit should be issued to defendant in
the future, the.violation of the express condition contained in.
Special Permlt No. 44123 (that no minor would be permitted to con-
sume alcoholic beverages at the affalr) may well: be oon81dereda~

I am advised that, while the llcensed Dremlseb are open through-
out the week during the summer months, .they are now open- only on
week ends. Therefore no effective penalty can be 1mposed at this
time. Cf. Re Norece Corp., Bulletin 945, Item L.

lccordlngly, it is, on this ZOth day of November, 1952

ORDERED that Club License CB-1, issued by the Township Com-
mittee of the Township of Manchester to Pine Lake Park Taxpayers
Improvement Association, Inc., for premises on Morningside & 8th
avenue, Pine Lake Park, Manchester Township, or any further license-
1ssued to said Pine Lake Park Taxpayers improvement A55001atlon, Ince
or any license issued to any other person for the same premises be-
and the same is hereby suspended for a period of five (5) dayse
Further order fixing the period of suspension will be entered if any
license is issued to this defendant or to any other person for the:.
premises in question. '

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA -
Director.

O LICENSLD PREMICES - “PEEP HOLE JOVIE MACHINE FALLS WITHIN BAN -
AG”INST MOVIE- SHOWING AT TAVumkSn“

November 2L, 1952
Dear Sirs

In your letter of October 24th you submitted.photograph and
description of a ‘miniature movie machine®¥, TYour dinguiry as to
whether such machine is permissible at taverns 1n New Jersey has
received careful attentlon.

' The maohlne, flve feet high, is coin- opereted ‘and is in the
nature of a so-called fipenny aroude'_naohlne. There is a slot 1nto
which-the patron peers on-depositing his coin. Through this slot he
views, inside the machine, a film projected onto a small screen or
viewing surface therein. The films are of ‘the 16 mm. type.

ile have heretofore ruled that there may be no practice of movie-
showing at taverns in New Jerscv, chiefly because of the risk of
indecent films (Bulletin 619, Item 5; Bulletin 761, Item 2)., In my
view, a machine of the type 1n question would clearly enhanoe rdtner -
Shan dlmlnlsh or- ellmlnate thls undesirable hazard. o ‘ ‘

Hente, I disapprove of the machrne in questlon, end I hereW1tn
rile that it comes w1th1n the ban against. movie-showing at taverns
2h New Jersey, : o . S

VerVAtrulv yours,
DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Dlrector.:[
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7. DISQUALIFICATION ~-:CONVICTION FOR:CONSPIRING TO ©OPERATE ILLICIT
- STILL WHERE CONVICTION . OCCURRLD AFTER ENTRY OF AN ORDER LIFTING
. DISQUALIFICATION BECAUSE.OF PRIOR.CONVICTIONS - APPLICATION TO

CLIFT DISDUALIFICaTION BECAUSE OW oUBSanENT CONVICTION GRANTED.

In the Mattér of an. Appllcatlon )

.to Remove Disqualification. because T o

of a Conviction, Pursuant to ReS. ).~ .~ . CONCLUSIONS
33:11-31.2. | . 7 AND ORDER

Case No° 1005;

[ THE DIRECTOR

In June 1918 petltluner was conv1cted on a. charge of atrocious
assault and battery with an automobile, in June 1922 he was convicted
on a charge of receiving stolen. goous, and in July 1924 he was con-
victed on a charge of selling liquor in violation of the National
Frohibition Act. On October 16 1938, the then Commissioner entered

~an order removing his. statutory dlsquallflcaclon becauue of said

. convictions., Re Case No. 41, Bulletln 273, Item 11.~ It appears that
thereafter petitioner was granted.a plenary retail conéumption :
license by the.Board of Commissionera of the City of_Trentone

On September 9, 1939, petitioner was indicted, with others, by

a Federal grand jury on a charge of conspiring to v1olate Section 37
of the Criminal Code (Sec. 5440 of the Revised Statutes), Title 18
U,SQC,Ae, Sec. 88, The indictment arose from the operatwon of an

1licit still in the State of Pennsylvania during the period from
June 1, 1936 to October 1, 1936, and the alleged part played in the
consplracy by the petltloner was that he was a contact man who paid-
the rent for the still site and for the “dropi. On January 6, 1941
petitioner pleaded guilty to said charge in a Federal Dlstrlct Court
“and on January 10, 1941, he was sentenced_to pay a flne of $250,00,
which he paid. As a result of said conviction the Board of Commls~
sioners of the City of Trenton denied renewédl for the fiscal year
beginning' July 1, 1941,  of the plenary retail consumption license
wnich oetltioner had theretofore ‘held. -The action of the local issu-
ing authorlty was affirmed on appeal to the Commissioner on the
Jround that the conviction was for a crime involving mbral turpitude.

Berkowitz v, Trenton, Bulletin L84, ITtem le'

At the hearing held ‘herein petitioner testified that ~after the
local issuing authority refused to renew his license, he conducted a
cigar store for a period of approximately four years; and discontinued
operation of said business. béecause he was unable- to renew the lease
for his premises. Theredfter he was uhemployed for a time because of
sickness, and for the last four or five years he has been employed by
a son-in-law who conducts a grocery and delicatessen store. Peti-
tioner testified that he has not engafed in any alcohollc beverace
act1v1ty 31nce 1941 .. :

At the ‘hearing an attornem at- law who has known petltloner for
twenty years, a probation officer who has known petitioner for about
- .twelve years, and a police sergeant who has known petitioner for
~ about ten years, testified that since 1941 petltloner has conductea
\nlnself in‘a law- abldlnO manner., - :

A Thls is the second case in which an appllcatlon has been ‘made
to . remove. dlsquallflcatlon because of a conviction occurring arfter
the entry of a previous order removing: dlsquallllcatlon. In the
prior case (Case NO, 856, Bulletin 8/, Ttem 15), relief was granted,

apparently with soiie reluctance where it appeared that petitioner
had conducted hims€lf in a law- abldlng manner for five years.after
being convicted of a crime committed after the date of the entry of




DLAE ;4 ' o BULLETIN 949

an order remov1ng his disqualificdtion’ ‘because of the conv1ctlon of

a prior crime., - 'In the present case ‘thé- conv1ctlon from which peti-
tioner seeks relief occurred in Junaary lCAl but the crime had been
committed ‘in 1936 (more. than: four yedrs. prlor to the conviction and
two years prior to the entry of an order in the. prior proceedings).

Lt the hearing herein petitioner: testlfled that his- sole connection
with the conspiracy, which took olace in 1936 was that he had rented
the premises where the still was found. Slnce he was not arrested on
the conspiracy charge until October 1939, I shall accept as true his
. testimony that "when I came before Commissioner Burnett, I didn®t.
know anything about this thing." : C

From the evidence herein I find that-petitioner has been law-
abiding for more than five years last past, and I conclude that his
qssoclatlon with the alcohollc bever ge 1ndustry will not be cont“erv
to the publlc 1nterest. : : »

Accordlngly, it 1s, on tﬂlS lhth dey of November, 1952

ORDmRED that petltloner?s statutory dlsquallflcatlon, becauoo
of his >ubsequent conviction on’January 10, l9hl be and the same is
nereby removed in accordance WWth the prov1olons 0f " ReSe 33 1-31, 2.f;

 DOMINIC k. CAVICCHIA
Director.-

g. DISCLPLINARv PROCELDING° ;’OhDuR DOSTjONING EFFE CTIVH DATES‘OF'.

SUSPENSION, . _— o
In the Matter of D1501p11nary ' 'T' )
oceedlnﬁs agalnst o R
INTERNATIONAL WINES, INC., t/a )

LRDITO WINES CO., LARO WINERY, BAY )

WINE COs, DeMAR WINE CO., UNION WINE -

GC., GLEN WINE CC., S.K. VINEYARDS CO.; )

ROMA BOTTLING CO, OF JERSEY CITY,' N.Jd.,- '~ . = .
LARO WINE CO. and GARDEN STATE WINE CO., | ON PETITTON

SACR;MFNTAL WINE ASSOCIATION cnd DuBAR?‘f o 0 R'D EiR
WINE CO., oy -
161-167 First: Street ; ‘ .
- Jersey City 2, No Jeo, .. I )

Holder of Plenary Winery License V=43, issued .
by the Director of the Division: of klcoholic ),
bcverag Controlo

Jack. Solomon, hso°; Attornev for etltloner.

BY~ THF DIRECTORQ~.

An order hav1nn been entered herein on November 3, 1,52 sus-
pending defendantts Ticense for 2 period of ten days commenc1no at -
7:00- a.m. November lO 1952 and Lermlnatlng at 7 00 a.m. November 20
1952, - and S

It apoearlng from the verjfled petition. of Nllllam J° Chlgllone
Vice President and Secretary of defendant corporation, that, prior to
“ne entry of said order, the defendant had entered into contracts
with numerous New Jersey wholesale and retail licensees and whole-
salers outside the State of Neéw- Jersey for the. sale of large quarti-
tles of wines bearing its label, and it ‘further.appearing that the

general public will be unable: to ‘purchase said brands.of wineés.Br’ thejj

Trenksgiving holiday if.said" sates tQ wholesalers. and retailers arej“
or011b1ted durlng the perlod orlﬁlnally fixed for the suspen31on of
the Llcense and o . : RS s
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It thus . appearing.that the general publlc ‘would be inconveni-
enced by the suspension of deiendant?s license for the period
commen01ng November 10, 1952:

It is, on this 10th day of November 1952

ORDERED that the,suspen51on of ten days imposed in-this pro-
ceeding, instead of commencing at 7:00 a.m. November 10, 1952, shall,
in lieu thereof, commence at 7 OO a,m, November 26, 1952 and
termlnate at 73 60 Qelle December . 1952ﬂ A

DOMINIC &, CAVICCHIA
“Director,

9. DISCIPLINARY PROCDLDINGS - SLLE TO MINORS - LICENSE SUSPENDLD FCR
15 DAYS,

~ In the Matter of Dlsc1n11nary )
Proceedlngs against

HARBOR INN, INC, | )

T/s HARBOR INN | o 'CONCLUSIONS
ﬂenley Avenue - S ) AND ORDER
Bl"ielle, No J., ) » ’ )

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- .

tion License C-2, issued by the )

Mayor and Coun01l of the Borough

of Brielle..

Saul Cs Schutzman; Dso,, Attorney for Defendant- llcensee. )

fdward F. Ambrose, nsq,, appearing for Division of Alcoholic
"Beverage Control

BY THE DIRECTOR 4
Defendant pleaded not gdllty to the follow1ng charge°

“0n beptember l, 1952, you sold, served and -delivered ahd .
allowed, permitted and suffered the sale,.service and delivery
of alcohollc beverages, directly or 1nd1rectly, at your -
licensed -premises to George ---, John --- .and Vincent --=,-
persdns under the age of twenty-one (21) years and allowed,
permitted and suffered the consumption of alcoholic: bever-

ages by ‘such persons upon your licensed premlses 1n v1olotlon

of Hule 1 of State Regulatlons No, 20,7 .

: At the hearlng_hereln the three mlnors, ‘who are, respectively, '
19, 19 and 18 years of age, testified that they spent- the Labor Day
week-end at Point Pleasant; that on Labor Day evening, while they
were dr1v1ng towards ﬁsbury Park, they decided to stop at defendant?s
premises in Brielle. The minors teetlfled that they entered defend-
ant's premises about 9:00 p.m. snd remained there for more than two
hours. ELach of the minors testified that he' consumed at least ten
glasses of beer which had been served to them at the bar by male
bartenders, and each of the minors testified that no one had ques-
tioned them as to their age whlle they were in the premlseso_

On behalf of defendant Lawrence Caln and Janlce Cain, who are.
stockholders and officers of defendent. corporation,. denled that the
minors were on defendant'®s premises at any. time on the evening of
Labor Day, September 1, 1952, Richard Barrett, who was employed at
that time as a bartender by defendant, also denled that the boys
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were in defendant?®s premieesioh:that,eveniho., ‘Four other persons
who testified that they were.in defendant?s premises between &: Q0 -
oo and midnight on Labor Day testified that they did not see dny
of the minors on the premlses durlﬂv th Xv porlod of tlmc°
Lfter carefully con51der1no all the ev1dence I conclude Lnat
the minors? testimony. nHSuMbe~.cceptea ag true. 1 have.reached. thls

'$esult for the following. reasons:. Tach of.the minors minutely = -

- described the interior ofithe’ licensed premises, although edch of.
them test111ed that they never visited’ Harbor Inn.prior to or sub=u:.
secuent to Labor Day. One of the minors testified that a bartender
had told him that hé went to college and that he was called #Dick+
Richard Barrett, the:bartender, testified that he was a college
student and that he was known as +Dick’, The most impressive cor-
roborative testimony is that given by each of the minors concerning
the payment of a cash prize.of ¥two hundred:and. some odd dollais*: ito
another patron on defendant?s premises. £lthough the minors were :
unable to 1dent1fy this patron, they testified thdt after the pa uron
received the prize money, he pu;chased two o more rounds of drinks
for all persons at the bar. The record shows that Oscar Donat, one-
of the patrons who testified on behalf of defendant, admitted that
on Labor Day evening, shortly after 9:00 p.m., he recelved in deflend-
ant®s premises from a mate of a fishing club a cash prize of $201.00
which he had won in a fishing contest. Donat also admitted that,
after receiving this prize, he purchased two and perhaps three rounds
of drinks for all patrons who were then in the¢ premises. It 1s in--;
conceivable that the three minors would have known anything of this;:
1n01dent unless thev were present when the-prize money was paid to -
Mr, Donate. There is & poselblllt* that deLendant?s witnesses may not
ﬂcve vaid any partlculer attention to-the presence. of the three
minors on the evening in question but in-any event, I conclude from:.
the evidence that tne minors were pr esenu and“purchQSed and consumed;
alcoholic beverages on defendant's premises. Hence I find defendant
guilty as charged,

Defendant has no prlor dgudlcaued record. Because of the num-
ber of minors involved in the instant case, T shall suspend defend-
ant?s license for o period of fifteen dajo, instead of the minimum
period of ten days imposed for a sale to a minor when no aogravating
circumstances appear. Re Cwmarda, DulWetln 9&6 Item 3 :

Accordingly, it is, on this 21st dav of hovember, 195~,

ORDERED that Plenary Pecail Con>umptlon License  C-2, issued by
the uayor and Council of- the Borough of Brielle to Harbor Inn, Inc.,
t/a Harbor Inn, for premises on*Lshle . Averitie), - Briglle, Dbe and the
same is hereby suspended for fifteen (15) doys, commen01ng at 2500

8.alile December l 1952 and termn&tlnm at 27 UO a m. December lé 1/52.

DOIINIu A. CAVICL&IA
’ Dlrector, J7fi'

10, Jm LICENSES - NEW AP’PLICATIONS.-F,ILED‘“-

Jefse"' Jarehouse Corporatlon ' - R l;“' ARSI
150 and 160-2 Bay St., Jersey City, No J. . e N
“pollcatlon flled Wovenber ,O 1952 for T'anubortatlon Llcenseg

Lurfav M. Radler .
11 Commerce St., Newark, N, Je . : Coa
‘Lpplication filed December 3, 1952 for Plenary Wholesale License.

s
)4 //
‘.A\/ )hu« LA e /ﬂ"l/ e 4_—/

Dominic A. Cavicchia

New Jeﬁ;eey State Library Director.




