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DISCIPLINARY .. PHOCEEDHJGS ~ ILLICIT LIOUOR - ADIVIISSIJN· TU REFILLil\;Cr 
FROM HALF~GALLOt~· BOTTLE INTCJ QUART" BOTTLE. UF SAME" BRAND - 10 DAYS I 

SUSPENSIQN_. 
·: ; .. · .... · .. 

In the· Matter . o"f·: Disci.plhiary 
Proc~edi~~s ~giinit. ··. · .· 

) 

)_. 
BERTY ANDREW CECH, 
502 Lamberton 8treet 9 

Trenton, N. J a J' 
:,-) 

) 

.) . . 

Hold.er of Plen[.:.ry Hetai.1 Consump-­
tiori License __ C~l~ issued by:t~e ... 
Board o{:corill:hissiori~:rs of the· City 
of Trenton. ) 

~ _: ~ . - . ~ - . --~ . - :._. - · .. ~ . - - ·- - -

Berty Andrew Cech, Pro Ge. 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Abraham Merin, Esq., Attorney for Dcpart~cint 0f 
Aleoholic Bev:erag· e Control. 

BY THE COMMISSlJNEH: · 

; : 

. '• ' 

· Charges were preferved against the licenseo alleging . 
(1) that, on September 17, 1941, he p·osscssed illicit alcoholic bev­
erages in that two bottles found on his premises contained alcoholic 
beverages which varied from genuine samples in proof; and (2) that, 
without ho_lding a proper license .therefor, he refilled the afor0saic1 
bottles ih: violation of' H . .8. · 33:·1-?8. · 

The>evidence establishes that licensee.ts wife .poured s;Jme 
liquor froni- a· half-go.llon bottl·e of Gr sen Hi vor Blended Whiskey 86. 8 
Proof '-into·; n :quart bottle of Gresn ·Hi ver Blended Whiskey· 90 ·Proof, 
thus reducing the proof of conte:nts of the latter bottle to 87 .6 
proof. The ev:!-dence E:stablishes also that she pcmred some liquor 
from a· half ..:gallon· bottle· of Old Drum Brand Bll-:;nded vvhisl~ey 90 Proof 
into a quart· hottle of· Uld· DrlUn Brand Blended Whiskey. 86 Proof, thus 
increasing the proof of c0nt2nts of the.latter bottle to 89 proof. 

As·. 8. ·resui t of tht.~se ·acts of licc~nsee ~ s wife, .the :alcoholic 
beverage · iri each of the sei·zed b·0ttles became an illicit beverage 
because the'1abel thereofi no longer.truly d0scribetl the contents of 
each· bottle. Lik0wise the licensGci is responsibl~ fcir his wife's 
acts in refilling the bottles. Henc·e I find him guilty as charg.edo 

Mrs. Cech has stated that she ref~ll0¢1 the b.ottles in ques~ 
tion because she 'could not easily ·lift the 'half-galL..m -bottles due . 
to the neuritis frorh which she was~ suffering.. Giving ·the licensee 
the benefit o.f the doubt and accepting the expla~i.i:itiun of what hap­
pened -as a true i.)fl~j, places· this case in a S\Jmewhat dlfferent 
category from th0sf2 cases where liquor of one brnr1cl is .pour~d int(.) 
bottles of. another, or where bootleg liquor is usetl in making t~e 
refills. .See iri He· Smith, Bulletin 482, Item 1, whQre a thir-ty-day 
penalty was imposeda The action of Mrs. Cech is, none the less, _· 
reprehensible,, and· in the interest of sound enfurceniE:nt must not. be: 
permittecl. Licensees and their agents must learn that they cannot 
tamper with tho con ten.ts of open bottles. 
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Under all of the circumstances, I shall suspend the license 
for ten days. It is to be hoped that this case will serve as a 
warning to other licensees. In the event that licensees fail to 
heed the same they may expect more severe penalties. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 17th day of April, 1942, 

ORDERED, that License C-15, issued by the Board of-Commis­
sioners of the City of Trenton to Berty Andrew Cech for premises at. 
502 Lamberton Street, Trenton, be and· the same is hereby suspended · 
for ten (10) days, commencing April 21, 1942, at 2:00 A.HL and ter­
minating May 1, 1942, at 2:00 A~ M. 

'</' 

... ·ALFRED E. DRISCOLL, 
Commissiow:;r o 

2. MORAL TUHPITUDE - SALE OF NAECOTICS INVOLVES iViORAL TUHPITUDE., 

DISQUALIFICATION - APPLICATION TO LIFT - GOOD CONDUCT FOR FIVE 
YEARS AND NOT CONTRARY TO PUBLIC INTEREST - APPLICATION GRANTED. 

In the Matte~ of an Application ) 
to Remove Disqualif~cation be­
cause of a Conviction, Pursuant ) 
to Ro S. 33:1-31.2. 

Case No. 198. 
--·------

BY ·THE CONffillISSIONER: 

) 

- - - - - -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Petitioner, in his application for employment permit 
necessitated by reason of his non-citizenship, disclosed that in 1924 
he was convicted of unlawful possession and sale of narcotics, a 
crime :which involves moral turpitude. Re Case Noo 300, Bulletin 353, 
Item 13. No facts have been presented to cleanse petitioner's con­
viction of tnat elemento 

Although sentenced to ten years in jail, petitioner was 
released in 1928. He now seeks to have the disqualification result­
ing fro~ his conviction removed. See R. S. 33:1-31.20 ...... 

Three character witnesses appeetred on petitioner's behalf­
a lawyer, a butcher and a shoE.? salesman. They have known petitioner 
for fourteen,·seven and six years, respectively. All testified that 
petitioner is industrious, associates only with respectable citizens 
and bears a good reputation in bis cornmuni ty for being· honest and 
law-abiding() 

Petitioner stated that his profession is that of a chef 
and frankly. admitted that ever since Repeal he has been working in 
that capacity on premises licensed for the sale of liquor.· Concern­
ing his ineligibility· due to his non-citizenship, petitioner testi­
fied that his wife, whom he married in 1915, is a citizen of the 
United States and he believed that he thereby also became such a 
citizen. It was not until the enactment of the recent Federal Alion 
Registration Act that he learned for the first tittle that he was not· 
a citizen of this cotmtry-. ·As to his criminal conviction, he tes­
tified that he had never handled alcoholic bever.ages in ·any of the 
licensed premises where he has been employed and that it never oc­
curred to him that any disqualification might attach to his being 
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employ'ed' merely" as ci chef'-.. , albeit on premises_ where alcoholic bever- , .. ,, 
ages vvere·,sold. 

Petitioner has a clear record ever since 1928. The Chief of 
Police of the municipality in which petitioner resides reports that 
a check of his files discloses no pending complaints or investiga­
tions against petitionero 

Petitioner's. ernploymE-mt on 11cen::;ed prerniS8S. is. necessarily 
limited, because of bis non-citizenship, to duties other than to · 
n sell or solicit the sale or participate in the manufacture,· rec ti.:... 
fication, blending, treating, fortificatlon, mixing, processing or, 
bottling of any alcoholic bcvero.ge. u Sec: R. S. 33:1-260 Under the·· 
circumstances, and in vievv that petitioner has apparently completely 
rehabilitated himself and thnt his prior employment on licensed 
premises does not appco.r to have res'ulted fro111 any deliberate. intent 
to evade the provisions of the Alcoho1ic Beverage Li1w, I shall lift 
the disqualification arising from his conviction and give him. 
another.- c.haricJ,j, to earn his· living in his chosen profession.e 

Accordingly, it is, on this 17th clo.y of April, 1942; 

ORDERED, t~1.a t petitioner's statutory c.1..i squalific a ti on be­
cause of the conviction de~cribed _hor0in be and tne ~ame is hereby 
lifted, in accordance with thE~ provisions of 1~. So 33:1-31.2. 

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL, 
Commissionc:;r .. 

3" ELIGIBILITY :- OPERATION OF ILLICIT STILL SINCE REPEAL INVOLVES 
MORAL TURPITUbE - APPLICANT, DECLARED INELIGIBLE TO HOLD A LIQUOE 
LICENSE OR.TO BE EMPLOYED BY A LIQUOR LICENSEE. 

April 20,·1942 

R.e: Ca!3e No. 410 

In May 1938 applidant pleadetl guilty in a Federal Court to 
two indictments in which it was alleged that h2 and others had oper­
at(!;d ill~gal stills. He was sentenced too. yeu.r and a day; actually 
served nine months and uighteen do.ys of his sentence and. was then . 
placed on probation for five years. 

·At the hearing lH~rein nppliccmt testifiu:J ·that he vvas not 
connected in any way with th,:; operation of el ther still. However, 
the question of his guilt or innocence cannot be rccletermineCl in . 
this proceeding.. The severe sentence :Lmposec1 leaC:.s to the conclu­
sion that the crime of 'Nhich he was convicte(~ inv,)lved moral turni­
tude. .Hemova,l Case No. 177, Bulletin 478, Item 10, and cases .. 
therein cited. 

It is recommended that applicant be advise~ that he is not 
eligible to be employed by or connected in any business capacity 
with a liquor licensee in the State of New Jersey. 

APPROVED: 
ALFRED Eo DRISCOLL, 

Conm1is sioner. 

EDWARD J. DORTON 1 

Deputy Conunissioner and 
Counsel. 
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4 • DISCIPLINARY PFWCE'EDINGS ~- FAILURE TO .DISCLOS.E.·. INTEREST. IN· .LICENSED . . . ·. . . .. . . . . .. . .'. ' ' . . ., . . . . . . . . .. . . ., .. . \ .. " .. ' 

PREMISES IN APPLICATION FOR E::'.iIPLOYMENT PERMIT, IN VIO~A';rION OF .. · -~ 
R. Sa 33:1-26 - EXERCISING Trm RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES OF A LICENSE -
;EMPLOYMENT .PEIUJ.[~~- REYOKED.. . "·: ., .. '-'· 

In t~~~--JJiatt"er =of· D:Lsciplih~ry; · ·: ~·) 
Proceccli:hgs ·a:gai:hst · ·· - " · 

) 
BEN. -BAPPAPOHT, .... CONCLUSIONS, ·. 
19i. ,Pr.osp~'c:: ~·Avenue;··. ) . -~ : .. :· . . AND -OIW.ER: .l.:' 

Hact~nsri~k,.N~ J., · 
.. 1 • : •• • • • • ~- ) 

Hold or o.f. Efuployin~n:{ Per'mi t" .... : ... · 
No! .··344~·. fo"r t~=-i~.·. curr.ent ~rear, ) 
issued· by. t.:t1e-·State Copunis.sion·cr 
of. Als:o~101'~c B.ev~rag9 Con.~ti,ol.... ·) 

~~-.-~ 7 -~~ - -~ - - ~ -.-

... · ... 

·~ .... 

,..;._ ... ·: . 

Richard .. E.· .. -~j_i'~~~rn.an, ,E.sq~,, :Atto~ney· for t~1e S~-ate· .. '.pepar-trnent. of .... -.. 
Alcoholic Beverage Contro_l. 

BY ':CHE cm..flv1ISSIOJ>lER: 

·. Th~. def~i+c1~~~-perm:t'ttee:· ;:a~t n:ot·. ~ppe~n~ _. p.t· ·tbe "iieari.ng ·:·to 
contest t:tt~. C~'19..J;gE\ that::; .. - ... ·. J ·-~- _ .. : · 

"F'rqr~_·:on. o~- aJ?out ·September 3, · 1940 to ·and .in­
cluding December 29,--1941J you, ~ot being the licensee, 
exercised,. attempted to exercise and held yourself out 
as authorized to exercise the ri~hts and privileges of 
P:lenary: _·R~tail· .. Dist.rib~t:Lort Lic-ense· D'""'.'4 'fb~. the ··year.'. 
l.940-41 _and D-16 ·for.·:· the year 1941-42, .. issued··to.'.Gold 
Label Liquor Coo,'. _.Inc.· •.. for .. pre1nises ./±29 ·-IJ1ain :street, · 
Hackensack, No J. by the City- Council of the City of 
Hac~ensac:k, in _violation of .ct. S. 33~1-26.n 

Investigators' reports_\) ·ar:id s~gned_. st.atements of Ben Rappa­
port o.nd Samuel Rappaport, his brot'her·, iri the Departmental file, · · 
clearly establ],sh t:Q.at Ben Rappaport, di:squa,li!'.iec~. from '.holding a 
liquo.r licen$e py lack of fiye years' residence in this·.State, ·organ~1 
ize~ .· G.o.1d -Label L_iquor ,Co., In9 o, which obtalned the .. o.bove ·.·11censes; . : 
·that he act-µally ovmed.-.- this retail liquor business bu.t .: concenled ·his·· 
renl interest therein by manipulating the st·:i_ck ._of s.uch cor.porati:on. 
so ns to make it appear that he 1Nas the. ov~ner of less than ten per 
cent, qnd ~s ,brothe:r, . Sar.g.U,,el Rappap91;1t, ·the owner. ~of the .,.maj or.ity 
-of suc-h .. s:tock. · ·. · · · · ·· ·· .. 

: " ~. : . . ' \' . : : 
. .:· ~eing· ·ai.so .'di?qua.lifiecI tn work on -li·certsecl pre~~ises because . .' 

of non-~e~idence, h~ ·abta~µ~d ·frqm this Department an~employment: 
permi~ and,.: ·v-1~11: hqlqing ~11~$ e1nployrnent p~rmi~,, .. a~~"Y:~l+.y._·:9.pe!:ate,d. '.· 
the licensed business s.s his ovvr10 . .. .. ·.-. · .'. '. . ·;: ·· .. 

" ·; I fi.nd the. dcfenclan"(;;-permit.tee -guilty ns cb.c.trge.d, : .. e;md :J1is 
permit-will be revokf;3cl out.r-ighto ·.,He hc:is abused. the 'privi.leg .. ~ exten.ded 
to him by the perni1t by· hqlding a pr.ohiblteci 'in_tere.st in a. retail li-. 
cense. See Re Klimenko, · B~lletin 500 ~ Iteru 4_. 

Accordingly, .it :ls; on this 18th G.ay of April, 1942, 
•. 

ORDERED, that Et1ployment Permit No. 3443, heretofore is sued 
to B~2n. Rappaport by .tbe State Commissioner of Alcoholic Beveragti ·-co.n.o-. . 
trol.!I be and the same is hereby revoked,· effecti'{,e. ·_iinme~ia~ely~; .· 

ALFRED Eo DRISCOLL, 
Commissioner. 
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5·. ELIGIBILITY - THE CRITurn· OF RECEIVING STOLEN GOODS INVOLVES MORAL · 
TURPITUDE - APPLICANT DECLARED INELIGIBLE TO HOLD A LIQUOFt LICENSE 
OR TO BE E1fPLOYED BY A LIC~UOH LICENSEE., 

April 20; 1942 

~: Case No. 42°1 

Applicant, n~t being a five-years' resident of~ the State, 
seeks a permit (under H. S. 33:1-26) to work for a liquO'r licensee 
in· New Jersey. 

Since applicant has a criminal record, hearing was held on 
his application to determine whether he has ever been convicted of 
a crinw involving moral turpitude, thus being peremptorily barred 
from obtaining a liquor licen·se or working for a liquor licensee in 
th . St t 0 1.'' S . ,..,.3 1 °5 .., -, , i s · o. e • u e e .Lt • • u .: ".""'?.:,, , . t::, 6 • 

, In· 1937 applicant was arrested in New York City for 
ttf elonious assault n but was appu.rontly acqni tted. · 

However, theretofore, in 1912, when applicant was about 
twenty-five years of age, he plc~o.ded guilty to "receiving stolen 
goodsH and was sc-.:ntenced to Staf.e Reformatory, whert~ he remained ·for 
some fourteen months. 

The facts appear to be that, appl:Lccmt was found, at three 
o 1 clock in the morning, vdth a valise cont:~lin:Lng some ~~50. 00 worth 
of merchandise which had just be:::.:n stolen from a dry goods store. 
Arrested for breaking into this storu, sueh charge was c:ppa.rently 
dropped· when applicant pleaded guilty to the; nrcceivingti~ charge·o · 

Although applicant now disclaims ;~my· guilt in the matter,· 
he may not here collaterally attack his own confe.ssivc plea or the 
merits of his convi.ction in the criminal court. He Case 162 2 Bulle­
tin 4?'7, Item 6, and c·ases there cited; He. Case 1'72, Bulletin 484, 
Item 9; He Case 39LJ: 1 Bulletin 486, ItGrn 5. · 

"Receiving stolen goods"· is a erilile which, from its- very 
nature, ordinnrily involves inurt:tl turp_ i tude. Re Case 198 Bulletin _.,,,,._.. ____ ~ 
220, Item 9; Re Case 242, Bulletin 292, I ten~ 2; Re Case 67 i .Bulletin 
345, Item 7; Rf:: Case! 30:L_ BullEjtin 363, It(::lil 7. Nothing is shown in 
the present case to free petitioner's crime of that element. 

Accordingly, it is rucommended that .:.:.pplicant be declared 
disqualified_, by reason of sueh convietion, from holding a Liquor 
license or working for cl liquqr licensee in New Jersey, and tl1at his 
pending applicati~n for employment permit be denied. 

APPHOVED: 
ALFRED E. DRISCOLL, 

ComE1is sioner. 

Nathan Davis, 
Attorney-in-Chief. 
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6. MORAL TURPI!flJDE.: -::., :;THiik."Cif:IlgJE 01f::· "ADULTERY .. ; INVD.LY.ES-. .MORAL' TT.IBPITUDE. 
. : ': ;~ .. ~- -~ . : . : .:. .. . . . 

DISQUALIFICATION -- APPLICATION: .·T°o: LIFT .. - GOOD. CONDUCT FOR· FIVE 
YEA.i"1S AND NOT CONTRARY TO PUBLIC INTEHEST - APPLICATION GRANTED. 

In the.Matter of an Ap~lication) 
to Remove Disqualification be-..... r_ . ._ 

cause of a Conviction, Pursuant ) 
to R~ S. 33:1L31~2~ 

Case No. 2130 

BY THE COivilJIISSIONER:. 

) 

------) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDER· 

· · ·In 1930 petitj_oner p.1.eaded llQn _yult to the crime: of adultery 
and was placed on probation for three years. He ·applies herein for 
a lifting of the disqualification resu.1 ting· from said convictlono . On 
.March 6, .. 19~39 petj_ tioner was arrested on a charge of rn.anslaughter by 
automobile. Subsequently a nolle .proese was ent;-:31:-ed to an indict-· 
ment founded on sa:Ld charge. 

( 

At the hearing, petitioner testifir.~d· .that for the past 
fourteen years. hG nas been employed by a trucking eompany as·a driver 
and that for the past thlrty-·six years he has lJ.ved j_n the· city 
where he now resid~s. Report-received from the Chief of Police of' 
said city has advised that there are no complaints·or criminal in-
vestigations pending against peti tiorH;r. · ~ 

At the· hearing herein, three witnesses ·o.ppeared on peti­
tioner's behalf~ .. ; They testified that they ,have ·knovm him, respec­
tively, for twenty yf:nrs, twelv~J years and ten yec"rs; that he is 
married and that, ·since 1929, he has been ~aw~abiding •. 

I find that petitioner has not been convicted of any crime 
within the past twelve .yec:n·so Hi_s test1mony that the nw.ns1aughter 
charge arose as a result of un <:.utomobilc accident for whj_ch he was 
blameless is supported by the subsequent disposi tio:n of tht:~ criminal 
case. Under the circumstances, I. do not b:2lieve that his arre;3t in 
1939 should:. bar him. from relisf" in this procoeding. In vir::;vv of the 
testimony g:Lven herein, I conclude that peti t.ionc~r • s association 
with the alcoholic beverage incl us try will not. b(? ·contrary to. the 
public interest. I shall, there:f\)re, lift r.d.s disqualification. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 20th day of April, ·1942, 

ORDERED, that petitioner's statut6ry disqualificntion beca~se 
of the conviction described herein .. be and the ·SO.me is hcreb;1;r lifteC:~, 
in accordance with the provisions of R. S. 33:1-31.20 

ALFRED ~o ~RISCOLL~ 
Cornnn.ssioncr .. 
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7. DISCIPLII~ATIY ·p:noCEEDINGS .- DISTURBANCE ON LICENS!W PREIVIISEb RESULT­
ING ·IN ·INJURY- TO UNHULY . C.USTOMER - DEPAH'fi/IEl\J"fr FAILED~ 'I'C C.i:UliW THE 
BURDEN. OF PHOOF THA1r LICENSEE WAS THE .AGGRESSOH OR USED 'MORE' FOHCE 
THAN, ·NECESSARY . TO DEFEND HIMSELF ,_:. CHA.EGE DISMISSED. 

In the MattGr of Dtsciplinary 
Proceeding·s ag.niri;s t . · · 

.. ·JOSE-PH. DUBNOWSKI.,. . .. 
~38 T1~Iarket ~treet, . · .. 
'Newark,· No .. ;,J., ,. 

~ - -·- - - ~ - ~ ~.- - - - - - - -

) 

) 

) 

COiJCLUSIONS· 
AND ORPER 

Sidn?y Lasser, Esq., by Harold J. Cavanaugh, Esq., Attorney for 
the L.i.cense(;. 

Hi chard E. 0i-lberman, 'Esq., A.ttorrwy for the ·Department of 
· Alcoholic Beverage Control~ 

BY· TBE COMMISSIONER: 

License~ pleaded not guilty· to the following charge: 

uon or about November 5, 1940 you allowed, per­
mitted and suffered a brawl and disturbance in ond upon 
your licensed premises in violD.tion of Hulc 5 of State 
Regulci.tions No. 20. 11 

On the dc:.y i.a question there was a disturbance in the li­
censed premises during which Watkins, a. patron, received head 
injuries ·which required ho;3pi tal trc~ei. tmcnt. 

It is difficult to ascertain v.rha t actually occlU-'rud o · The 
matter did not c0r.18 irrimedhltely to the c.:.tta1tio~1 of the police :J :1nd 
it was three weeks after the trouble whcm they obtained written 
statements from Watkins and thu licensee. At th.c: hearing herein both 
varied their stories, color:ing tho d2t[.lils to their own ndvantage. 

They both agreed that the row started about closing tiLlc 
and after there vve.s . sowething sai.d nbout a trfrce 71' beer, or nightcap. 
According to Watkins, he. had been well behaved tlrroughout the tiLls ho 
was there, and when informed th2t closing time.was near, merely ex­
claimed, nvlhat, no b2er on ttllJ house n, wher1:::upon the licensee, v;i th­
out any further provocation, shouted "Got out Yi, D.nd at the s&rne ti:et1e 
struck him over the head witl1 a stick, inflicting the injuries in 
question. · Hmvever, bis friend He ill er, whq was with him in the 
tavern, testified that Watkins vms nut nexactly quietn; further, th2~t 
Watkins was in back of him when he vvas injured and when he (Heiller) 
turned aroru-1d he c~id not see nny stick in th0 licensee's hand. 

According to the licensee's writtcm statmHent 9 it was the 
first time that Watkins had visi tecl his tavern; that pi"'actically frGD 

·the time he entered he vvas abusive nnd insulting, and finally, whcm 
requested to lenve at closing tiue, 1'1c! c.:emanded a free nightcap; that 
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when· his request was refused, he threatened to ·strike the licei~se.e 
and thereupon the licensee brought· out a sticl-£ fr.om behind· ·the._ bar 
and again told· Watkins to leave_; that instecid· Watkins ·again- ·tried t() 
strilrn him, whereupon he hit Watkins on the head with the ·stick.· 

At the hearing the licensee denied that he had actually 
struck Watkins with the stick and instead, claimed that Watkin~ ·. 
:ceached across the bar and struck' him in the face and that he re­
turned the blow, whereupon Watkins slipped to. the.fl6or. and.struck 
his head on the rail; that when Watkins regained.his·feot; he 
threatened to again strike the licensee, who thereupon obtained. ·a. 
stick from behind the bar, but did not use it because Watkins then 
left the premises without any further trouble. 

The licensee, in his present ve~sion ~f the affair~-­
heightened the threat of danger to himself and minimized the·extent. 

·to which he participated in the row. I suspect that this story is 
not altogether true, although it may be difficult for. him to. recall 
lqng after the event just who. t actually took -place.· Another factor .. 
in his favor is that he has had a licensed tavern since 1938 and ·this 
is the first timo in the conduct of such· business that he has been·in 
trouble. 

On the other hand, Watkins• story is open to greate1~ suspi­
cion because he·has a long criminal record.and further, because, 
after the disturbance he extr~cted money:from the licensee, under 
pressure, in payment of alleged damages which he suffered and signed 
a receipt in which he stated, rr1 will bother for money .no· raore"; yet·· 
despite this he later endeavored to hold up the licensee for more 
money -- first, by a threatened suit, and later by what savored of 
an offer to stay away. from the hearing. 

The case turns on the question as to whether.·the··licensee, 
with or without provocatLm, attacked Watkins·, in which e-.:l8nt l_rn · 
would be at fault (Re~ Polster, Bulletin 388,. Item 10), or whether he 
merely defended himself in the face of actual or threatened attack, 
in which event he would not be guilty of, rn.is·con<luct (Re Silver 2 

Bulletin 441, Item 12). 

There is no independent, impe~rtial testimony to aid mr::~ in 
reaching a decision upon that question.· I merely have the word of 
Watkins against that uf the lict~nsee and his son, each of w110m are 
influenced by their self-interest.· The licensee sh:Juld not be con­
victed unless the burden of proof necessetry tv sustain the truth 
of the charges has been met, and Watkins' testimony is insufficient 
for that purpose. It does not appear cl0arly that the licensee was 
th•3 aggressor in the disturbance, or. that he used more f·orce than 
necessary under the circurCLstancos to protect· himself. Consequently !J 

I cannot in fairness conclude that the license2 is guilty of the 
charge. 

Accordingly, it is, on· this 21st.day of April, 1942, 

ORDEHED, that the charge be and the same is hereby dismissed. 

ALFRED· E. DRISCOLL, 
Commissioner. 
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8. APPELLATE DECISIONS . .:.._· NEMDEROL'OC. SOCIAL' ctuB· .. ·v .. ,. ·.TOWNSfftP OF. 
. ·.· ...... . 

SOUTH BRUNSWICK~ 

NEMDEROLOC SOCIAL CLUB, ) 

.Appellant, ) 

-vs-

TOWN-SHIP COM1VIITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP ·OF SOUTH BRUNSWICK, 

) 

) 

) 
Resp.onfferit e 

- - - - - - - ) 

! i .... :' 

·ON APPEAL 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Charles R. Sperling, Esq., Attorney for App~llanto 
Klernrt18r. Kalteissen, Esq~, :.Attorne;>r for Respo:i:1dent,, 

BY THE COl\fil\JIISSIONEH: 

.. 
. ' j 

This is~a~ ~~pb~l-ftom'the denial: or ~·6l~b lic~n~e for 
pre11ises on State ~U.ghway · Ro'.J.te l'Jo o 27, Solfth 'Brunswick ~I1ownship o 

Sub-sequent· to the· perfecting of the: t~ppeal herein; 're..:.. 
spondent amended its ordinance· by inserting therei:n or· adding 
thereto a pruvis:Lon __ that J+.o ,club licens~s .sb.all be. issued in South 
Brunswick Townshi.:P. ·Counsel· for thE~· appel_l«int; having .advfsecl the .. 
Comruissioner J: ·as· well as C 1JU11~3el for the _rqs_·p.ur1dent, that his · 
clieilt int'f;ridecl to' Wi thdravv .it$ appeal, rio 0.f10 ;<?~ppeared. at ·the · 
heari·ng· scheduled to· be.:held on April 9~ i942., Bu1e· 10 of State ... 
Regulations No~ ·14 pro~ides that the failure bf appellant t0. appe~r 
at the time and place 4esignated for the he~ring of an appeal shall 
be cause ·for dismissal. · · 

Acco~dirigii,··it is, on this ·20th d~y ~f Aptil, 1942,. 

. . ORDERED;· that ·the within appeal be· ari~l .th¥ sariie is hereby 
dismissed. 

..... 

. , 

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL; 
Comrn.i_s·sic)ner •· . 
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9. ELIGIBILITY - APPLICANT PLEADED GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT CHARGING 
SALES OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES TU MINOHS IN VIOLATION OF R. S. 
33:1-7'7 - SALES ON A CONSIDERABLE SCAIJE TO MINORS RANGING IN AGE 
FHOIVI FIFTEEN· TU NINETEEN INCLUSIVE·.- MORAL TURPITUDE - APPLICANT 
DECLARED. ·n;ELIGIBLE ·TO HOLD A LIQUOR LICENSE OR .T() BE EMPLOYED BY 
A LIQUOR LICENSEE. 

In the Matter of Eligibility ) 
to receive a liquor license 
or to be employed by_a liquor ) 
licensee. 

) 
Case No. 4220 

- - - - - - - - ) 

CONCLUSIONS 

I. William Aronsohn, Esq·., Attorn(-;y for Applicant. · 

BY THE COMMISSIOIJEH: 

The purpose of this -proceeding is to determine the elig­
ibility of the applicant to receive a liquor license or to be 
employed by a liquor licensee. 

. On March 17, 1941 applicant pleaded guilty to an indictment 
charging him-·with selling- al_coholic beverages to minors in violation 
of the .. Alcoholic"Bt-;verage Lav;; R. S. 33:1-77. Thereafter, on May 
16, 1941, the Cour_t of Sp~G_inl· Sessions of Bergen County imposed 
upon him' the . mini1nrnn fine of ~1aoo. oo .. 

. . . ' . . . . 

Before ~e; ~ay det~r~ine the eligibility of the applicant, 
it is he_c·essary ·to; ascertain whett1er the crime af.oresaid involved 
the elem.ent ·of moral turpi tudc, in which· evfmt the applicant i.s 
nei the1~· ?_ligihl.e t9 hol~. a. liq_uor. license nor may he be; employed on 
li~en.sed premises in this State'. R. s·. 33;1-25, · 26. 

The record before me i:n.cludes volundnous testimony and 
three stipulations covering the various crimirn:i.l proceeding.s which 
followed the. sales in question. The facts appear to be ·as follovvs: 

On Oetober 19, 194Q, a party of eight persons.-- four boys 
and £our girls-~ entered applicantts licensed premises Rnd-seated 
themselves at a table in the dining room. Applicant approached 
them, inquired what thc.:y wantcd 3 and th8n scmt his wife to wait upon 
them. The applicant was apparently a little suspicious of their 
ages and testifi 12d that he instructed his vvife to ascertain how old 
they were. When asked what w.:.d·e him suspicious he answered, HTh~;y _ 
looked kind of small." Although he testified thut he heard his wife 
question the boys as to their o.ges, his testimony is c~)nfusing as 
t·.J whether his wife asked the same question of one girl or of all 
four of the girls. In nny event, it is apparent that t.he ::1.pplico.nt 
did not adopt the safeguards set forth in H. S. 33:1-7?. The appli­
cant, who had proceeded behind the bar after tolling h.i;3 wife to 
t<~~ke the order, served the party vvi th their first round of alcoholic 
beverages. This consisted of four beersJ three Tom Collins and one 
sodn. During their stay at the licensed prchlises, which is teported 
not to hs.v12 last·:~::c.1 ru1Jre than cm hour, four rounds of drinks were 
served to the party. In all these youngsters consumed eightl::en 
buers, ten Tom Collins and t~J sodas. The four girls appeared, tes­
tified, and were under my personal observation at the heo.ring. 
Despite the fact that the h·2aring took place more than a yeo.r after 
their visit to th0 appli.cant ts preuises, · nll of the girls weru so 
unmist:1kably und.er twenty-one years of age that an ordinary prudent 
ptJrson could not possibly have been misled as to their ages.. Actu­
ally these girls at the.time they were served alcoholic beverages 
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at· the. -appl·ice~nt Is· _t-av~rn, ... wo.re e .. 15, 16 ,. l? nnd 18. -In di+ect .con-: 
tradicti'on .. of'. a'pplfc~lllt-:r-s:_ testimony' 'three 'of: the _girls 'testified 
thri t .they we-i;-e. not. as'lced ' .. :the'ir. ages by ·cJ~nyoiw aiid one girl said 
that·: she:·h·acl ov-erlieard·'--one ·of. -thG .. , boys (wr10 was twenty-two ye~.rs 
old): :·~frty<tc» -the· 0.:hplic-ant' s· vvife .that. he· ~vas "old enough to know 
bett·e:r·. Ti · ,.. · · ... .. · .. · · · 

The sale of alcoholic ~beverages to. minors ·is a .. most seri.ous 
offense. In disciplins.ry proceedings agaJ.nst a lic(;nsee, I hayu .. ~11-
ready indicated that wlwre sale.s u.re made to minors whose -youth and 
age are apparent from a most casual scrutiny, heavy-handed penalties· 
will b€::: imposed.·.· :fle La Co~cte? -?ulletin 474, Item 10~ · · · 

· ;r't~-~ off(mse in this cas~~ was highly. rep:rehen_sibl.e, -.involv­
ing, as it did, the sale of alcoholic beve~agt:=)s tQ _youngst~rs. ori an 
apparently large scale.. In addition to the girls, two of the boys 
in the po.rty · vvere o.lso minors·, one _ .. being. e_ightcen and. the· othe:p 11-~nc-­
teen yenrs of o.ge. The contemptible natur.e of the cTir~ie a:Q.d the": 
purpose of the sb1tutc prohibiting the. ~ale of liquor t.o por.sons · .. 
under twenty-one yc;ars of age is clE;nrly demonstratc~d by the _out-:-.­
g:rowth of this particule .. r affair. After tha y0.ungsters left. the ap­
plicant 1 s prem:j.ses the fiftecm ysar old girl vn.1s rc.peri by one of thG 
boys while riding .J.n. c:-m, automobil-2. Th~; boy was. subsequentiy apprE:-:-
hended and plea.d,e.o.·~.-guilty _,to' .the. cri11w.. . . . . . . ~ .. 

. ' ' .. ' . '• . 

·:The". c·_:Lr .. curnstan~·es surrounding the crime· for· whicb. the ap~ 
plicant W<iS convicted. o.r8 so aggrava.tucl o.s to clearly warrant a 
finding that the crime in question involved the element of moral 
turpitudeo 

1 · 

. ~·c:~<?r.dlpgly? it.: is, on· 'this 23rd day 9f April, 194.2, 

. , . _ .. :OR:DEB~ED. o.ncl tnt·cLAREb that tlie ·applicant, havii1g .· b\J~m con-
victed. bf a· criine. ii1volving m6rp.L turpitude, is disqualified unller 

·· th\~ Alcbho1ic · B8ve·i:·age ·1aw· from h()lding c1 liquor license or. being 
: emplpyed _by, 2 liquo~p ·licensee_ in .. this State. 

ALFRED.E.· DHISCJLL, 
· · Con).mi s sloner. 
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10. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FRONT - FALSE STATEMEN11 IN LICENSE 
APPLICATION - AIDING AND ABETTING .NON..-LICENSEE ·To EXERCISE .. THE 
HIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES UF .THE LICENSE~ LICENSE-SUSPENDED.FOR 
BALANCE OF TERNI WI'l'ii LEAVE TO PETITI~JN TO LIFT UPON. EXPIRATION. 
OF 40 DAYS UPON SATISFACTOR:-l PRUOF CJF BONA FIDES UF LICENSE 
TRANSFEFt. . --

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings_against 

ENIS FLECKENSTEIN~ 
T/a MILANO, 
1275 Anderson Ave., 
Fqrt Lee Borough, 
P. o. Palisade, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Consurnp­
tion ·License C-34 issued by the· ) . 
Mayor· and Couh~il of the Borough· 
of Fort Lee~ ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

CJNCLUSiuNS· 
·.AND ORDER 

Lloyd L •. Schroeder, Esq. and· William I. Aronsolm, -Esq., 
Attorneys for Defendant-License(=]. 

Richard E. Silberman, Esq., Attorney for the-.D~partment of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

BY 1'1-m COMMISS.IONE11: 

Licensee has pleaded guilty to charges alleging.that · 
(1) she ~alsely denie~ in her ~icense ~pplicat~ons~that_Enrico Volpi 
(her fatner) had any interest in her licEmse, in violation of 
R~ S. 33: 1-25, and (2) permitting him to exercis_e the privileges of 
he~ license contrary to R. So 33:1-26, ·in violation of R.S.33:1-52-. 

. . 

In written statemBnts obtained from th2. licerisee and Enrico 
Volpi and substantiated by oral testJ.mony at the hearing, it is ad­
mitted that ever since April 1941 tho licensee has been holding the 
license as a "front" for her father. Until that dats, the license 
for the premises in question had been issued in the name of Enrico 
Volpi, who, in March 1941, pleaded guilty to the crime of selling 
alcoholic beverages to minors. This crime has been ruled to involve 
the clement of moral turpitude (Re Case No. 422 2 Bulletin 505, Item 
9), tlrus rendering him ineligible for a liquor licen~e or employment 
by a liquor licensee in this State. R. S. 33:1-25, 26. It was be­
cause of this conviction that the license was placed in the name of 
Enis .fleckenstein. -

Because of the gravity of the violation involving the sale 
to minors (set~ He Case :No. 422 2 suura), and the subBequent attempt to 
circumvent the statutory disqualification arising from.the criminal 
conviction by employing the deliberate and fraudulent subterfuge of 
a tlfront", a severe suspension of the license is indicated. In fix­
ing the penalty, however, I shall tQke into consideration the fact 
that the m1disclosed principal 4as been ptn1ished in the criminal 
proceedings; that, in addition, his license was suspended for ten 
days at the conclusion of the disciplinary proceedings before the 
local authorities on charges arising out of the sale to minors, and 
that, umler the law, he vvill not bG eligible tu receive a liquor li­
cense for at least fiv6 years from tho date of his conviction. See 
R. S. 33:1-31.2. 
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-Und2r all of th:> ·ci~cW:nstmi9c~s-:, .I vv:ouid ·_IiO-!'}Ilally. impose :-:. 
pern.tl ty of forty dc.;.y s ln this case ... Howev2r, siricc_ tbe .bu_sirie5:s 
cannot be perrni tted. to operate lmtj_l tht::) "front TT is corrected, I 
shall suspend the license fo~ the balance of its term, with leave 
to lift the suspenshjr1 ·after for·ty days have ·e·lapsed from thE; effec-
tive dat~ of ~he susponsion her~in -~rupose~~ 

Acco_~(Ungly_, -~t is,-on· __ thip ·23rc~. day_: of Ap:i:'_~l",, 194_~, 

ORDEHED, that Plenc.~ry hetrdl :cans·mnptibn · Lie::en·s·e c~·3£1·, here-. 
toforG issued by the Mayor· ;J:nd Couneil of·. the Borough .of Fort Lee to· 
Enis Fleckenstein, ·for· pr_~2rnis(;s 12?5 ·Anders.on Avenue,. ·Fort: Lee 
Borough, P. 0. Palis ado J N. ,J • . 9 be and hereby is suspen~Gd. for the 
balance of. ·1ts term, effect~vc April 28, 194;.~,. at 1~~:01 A.~11.-; _and .i·t 
is further · · · · · 

OHDERED that, lf J.t ~atisfactorily. ~~-~ppears, on .verif~t;d 
petition." and proper prO()f, that th$ "front" has. been. fully nnd 
properly corrected,- the said suspension wiil be "lifted, provided, 
however, that iti n0 event ~hall su~h susp~nsion be lifted :Prio~ to 
the expiratiO:n O'f .forty ( 40) day-s frotn ··th0 eff'oct~ve .date of the 
suspension herein imposed. · 

ALF'RJ£D _E. "DRI"SCULL;. _ 
Co,Irm1is sioner ~ 

11. DISCIPLINAHY PHOCEEDINGS - SALg OF ALCOHOLIC . BIDVEEAGES BY A: · 
HETAILEE To· A WHULESALEH IN VIJ"LATIJN OF R." S. ;53: 1-~~ - LICENSEE 
GUILTY - .NO SUSPENSION BECAUSE OF LAPf3E (JF THH~ - VALIDATING 
PERMIT RE(iUIEED. 

In the Matter of Di~ciplinary 
Proceedings against 

TEANECK BEVERAGE· co., 
457 Cedar Lane, ·. · 
Teaneck, N. .J., 

INC., 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Ht.::tail Distribu..:. ) 
tion License D-1 issusd by t~e . 
Township Council of the Township 
of Teaneck, transfl:'.:rrE.;d. during- the; ) 
pendency of the proceedings to 

477-A Cedar Lane, 
Teaneck, N. J. 

) 

) 

... ·. CONCLUSIONS 
AND GRDEH 

Jerome Bo McKenna; f}sqa, Attorney for the D·epnrtmsnt of 
· ·· · ·Alcohol:ic Boverage .. Control• 

Ta an'~ ck Beverage Co. , :inc .• , . P1~0 S ~:; _7 by I1/lor~-ris 13;-. Weins t.ein', 
:.- · · · Se.~r-et2.ry. 

BY .TEE COMivII.SSIJNEH:· · 

This case was i:nsti tuted on April 12, . 1938,_ .::.md· c-~lthough 
heard on April ~27.th of tho si-nne year, ·no opiriion ho.'s becdi rend cared 
or order entered up to the .present moment. 

A review of the record discloses-· that chatg"es \tifere serv·fjd 
upon the licensee·. alleging tho. t on divers dates· betwe(.m July 8, 1 ~J37 . 
and December 10, 1937, it violated thG provisions· of Section 2- of 
.the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act (now H. S. ~33~ 1-2) by selling 



PAGE 14 BULLETIN 505 

alcoholic beverages not· pursuant to nnd within the terms of its li­
cense "in that it sold such beverages to the holder of ci plenary 
wholesale license. 

The licensee pleaded guilty to the charge. 

It appenrs that during the period in question, thn licensee 
(hereinafter refei·red to as "Teaneck") · was a customer of Gillhaus 
Beverage Co., Inc. (here.inafter referred to as "Gillho.us "), a licE:.msed 
wholesnier. Gillhaus was either unable to purchase Cutty Sark Scotch 
Whiskey from the manufacturer or other wholes::llers or fonnd it 1ncon­
venient so to do. Jn n nwnber of different occasions Gillh3.us ar­
ranged to pick up varying amounts of Cutty Sark Whisky from ~rem1eclr 
(which the latter had purchcLsed from another wholesaler) ·for sale and 
deli very to oth(~r reto.iler s, Teaneck 1 s open account with Gillhaus 
being credited ~ith the wholesale pric8 of the Cutty Sark so obtainedo 

The transaction clearly constitutes 2 snlc 6f alcoholic bev­
·erages· by n retailer tu a whol8suler. However, a retailer has no 
right to .sc~ll to wholcsalors, other retail2r:·s or anyone except o. con­
sumer or permittee.. Sec i'i.e Grimm, Bulleti.n 13, Item 2; Re Greer, 
Bulletin 50, Item 6. 

The Secr.etary of Tt.~,::.:rieck testified that he did not know that 
the:~ transactions were in -v-iolation of lnw. The ovicL:mce indicates 
that Teaneck derived no profit from the transaction and that it en­
gaged in the practice merely as an acco1mnod:1tion to Gillhaus. It 
further~appears that the practice wus Giscontinued as soon as its 
illegalit'y was called to th~ atttmtion of Teo.neck by .investigators of 
this Department. 

Ignorance of the l.:J.w is not an excuse. This was true in 1937 
when the Alcoholic Beverage Law had already been in operation for 
four years. Th0 go1Jcl intentions of" the licensee; c:.nd the lack of im­
proper motivati·.)n are factors that will be considered only in con­
nection with the penalty to be imposed. Evf".:m if the licensee had not 
pleaded gu1lty,·under the fncts as above set forth, I would have 
found it guilty ci.S. charged. 

I am not, howevt~r, inclined to impose any penalty of suspen­
sion of license in this case in view of tht.:.: long and unexplllined 
lapse of tir.:i.e that has occurred sincE~ the ins ti tu ti on of the pro­
cee.G.ings --- a period of four years. Mindful, too, of the· extenuating 
circumstances above mentioned, it SE.::.~.:~:iS to me tri.:_~ t it vmuld be un­
conscionable to penalize the licensee now for its ancient misdeed 
when there is no reason why tho.t p..:mal ty, if warranted, should nut 
have been imposed long ago by lilY pred.cecs sor .. 

On the other hand, licensee should not be permitted to escape 
scot-free merely because of the fortu'.i.tous circuE1sto.nce that no ordex· 
of suspension was entcff'l-jd for so long c::t period aft<:n-· the ease-:: was 
heardo Substantial justice will be achieved if the licE:m;;;ec is re­
quired. to obtain a special periili t to ve.lida te its unlawful sales, at 
a fee to be fixed cornr.Jensurate vfi th the quantity of ~lcuholic bever­
ages involved. 

Accordirntly 
•;:) ' l. t i' s, u- ·n +·11i· ~ ~4·t1~1 a::,-:,r ,,r· i, pT'l. ·1 1942 - v - ..., ...... - l ~.,, iJ .t·i .... • ' • J 

(J'uDE:iRTi1D tl1'"1 t +11,:::; i·r ·1c:1 c::ir~i .. 1'7° hc~r:-:ii'11 be- ''.•nL·~ ..l- 1·1c_,,r 1'·1,~\-.-..~_.,b,y- '"r'::. l 1.J. I .w ' . - Cl l.J 'V J l. t: '-' .__.. -1 b 0 . L (_ L . J. .. • Li J.. '-• J' .J. v ..L \,:,:; L<- I.:;: 

terminated. No penalty of suspension or r1.::vocation 0.f license will be 
imposed provided that the licensee m3kes ~pplication to this Depart­
ment on or before April 29, 1942 for a special permit as above 
indicated@ 

ALFRED E. DHISCULL, 
Cor.mi.s sion2r. 
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l~. DISCIPLINARY PHOCEEDINGS - AIDING A.ND ABETTING A RETAIL LICENSEE IN 
THE UNLAWFUL .. SALE OP ALCOHOLIC BEVE~HAGES IN VIOLATION OF 
R" S. 33:1-52 - LICENSEE GUILTY - NO SUSPENSION BECAUSE OF LAPSE 
OF TIME - VALIDA'TING PERMIT HEQUIHED.· 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

) 

) 
GILLHAUS BEVEHAGE CO., INC., 
95 Temple Avenue, ) 
Hackensack, N. J., 

Holder of Plenary ~holesale 
License W-14. 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDER 

Jerome B. McKenna, Esq., Attorney for Department of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control. 

Gillhaus Bev.er age Co., .Inc.,. Pro So, by Harry C. Harper and 
Henry Gi1lhaus. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

~,This. is a companion case to Re T~aneck Beverage Co., Inc., 
Bulletin :505, ·Item 11, just decidedo In this case charges were also 
preferred on Ap:i·il 12, 1938, and, al though heard on April 27th of the 
same year, ·the~ proceedings werr.;; still pending when the present· Com-
missioner took· office. · · 

. .-_The qharge sprved upon th::; licens13e alleged that on divers 
dates· between July 8, 19:37 and December 10,. 19·37, it violated the -
provisions of Sectiort 50 of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act (now 
R. S. 33:1-52) by aiding and abetting Toonedk :Beverage Co., Inc., a 
licensed retailer, to make unlawful sales of alcoholic b_everages, in 
that Teaneck Beverage Co., Inc. sold such bevtirnges to the defendant-
licensee. · · 

The. licensee pleaded guilty to the eliar.ge. 

The facts are set forth in Re Teaneck Beverag~ Co.? Inc.9 
supra, and, for the reasons stated therein, these~proceedings will 
be disposed of in similar mo.iL.Yler. · 

Accordingly, it is, on this 24th day 6f April, 1942, 

- ORDERED, that the proceedings be and they hereby are ter­
minated. No penalty of suspension or revocation of license will be 
imposed provided that tht:; licensee makes application to this Depart­
ment on or· bof<;:>r.e April 29, 191-12, f..or a special permit to validate 
its unlp.wful· pilr.chases from TGaneck Beverage Co., Inc. at a fee to·: 
be fixed· cotmensurate. :wi.th .the quantity of alcoholic beverages 
involved. · 

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL, 
Comruissioner. 

•'. 
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13. DISCIPLINAHY PEOCEEDINGS - SUSPEN~SION FOl1 BiJ.s.ANCE OF TEEM WITH 
LEAVE TO PETITI1)N T:J LIFT :JN EXPII-LliTIJN OF 25 DAYS AND THE TRANSFER 
OP LICErISE TO A ·BQNL FIDE AND QUJ\~:LIPIED PURCHASEH iUJD APPEUVAL BY 
Mtll\JICIPALITY - 46 DAYS ELAPSED -.)?ETITIUN BY THANSFEREE TO LIFT AS 
AFCJRESAID GRA.NTED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

LOUIS KGVACS, 
67 C(mter St.:; 
Clifton, No J'.:; 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary I'l.eto.il Con.smup-
tion Tiicense C-89, issued by the ) 
Munici.pal Counci.l of the City 
of Clifton. ) ___ .. _ ------------··--·--

ON PETITluN 
OHDEH 

Louis p. ,Bertoni, i'l 

.r!.isq.' Attorr11.-;y for petitioners, Louis Kovacs 
and Rose Falcetta. 

BY THE COl\TI'JIISBIONEH ~ 

On Tvfarch ~5, 1942 I su~;pendi:;d. the license of the defGndant 
her2in for the balance of its term, effective March 9, 1942, after 
he had been found guilty of charges nlleging, among other thi.ngs, 
that he had permitted certain m1disclosed persons to exercise· the 
privileges of hj.s license. In the order suspending the license 
leave was given to lift t~e suspension after .the expiration of 
twenty-five days from March 9, 1942, upon showing a correction of the 
unlawful_ situation. Re Kovacs·, Bulletin 498, ItE?rn 4. 

Petitions have now been oresentetl to me by Louis Kovacs and 
Rose Falcetta.? from which it appears that the license ancl business 
conc~ucted thereunder have been sold to Hose Fnlcetta 3.nd. that ·she is 
tht:; only person now interested in saiC. license o.nd business. It also 
appears that the Municipal Cotmcil of the City of Clifton has trans­
ferred tho license to ho.se Faicetta on April 21J 1942 subject to 
the entry of an order by me lifting thG suspension heretofore im­
posed against Louis Kovacsa 

Since it appears that the unlawful situation has now been 
corrected and that more than tvve:nty-f i ve days· have elapsed since the 
suspension became effective, 

It is, on this 24~~-~ay of April, 1942, 

OHDEHED, thai/".'.the , .. ·suspension heretofore imposed against 
Plenary hetail Consum,ptio·n Liccmse C--89, i.ssued by. t"he 111Iilllicipa.l 
Council of the City :cif' Clifton for premise.s: 67 ·Center. St., Clifton, 
N. J. :1 be lifted;; anc~ it is hereby restored. to full force and 
operation, effeotive immediately. 

A .~ • .. 

:· . ~: . 


