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l. . APPELLATE "nECI.SI'ONS. -· ELMWOOD BAR AND G.RILL; I.Na.·. v. NORTH -
BERGEN. 

. . . . ' . . - . ' ' . . 

EL~VOOD ~AR AND ·GRILL, INC .• , , 
t/a ·ELMWOOD BAR & GRILL.1 , . . 

·.Appellant; 

v •. 

MUNICIPAL BOARD ,·OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL .OF THE T.'OftSHIP 
OF NORTH ]3ERGEN I . 

· · Respondent e 

-:-~---~-----~~~-~---~--~-------~-~--

) 

r 
) 

) 

). 

) 

ON APPEAL· .. 
CO-NCLUSIONS 

. AND ORDER 

Samuel Raff·aelo ~·Esq.,· Attorney -for ·Appellant. . .. 
_Nicholas s •.. s.ohloed~r·, Esq., by Robert We Bazzani, l!Jsq. I Attorney 

, for Respond~nt~·- · 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

· ... The Hearer. has· fil.ed the following Report here.in: 

. t'This· is an app~al from the ao·t1on of ~e.sp·ond.ent whereby· on. 
January 25, 1960, by- resolutfon, it re:voked appeliant' s· plenary· 
-retail consum.ption license effective February 1 1 .1960, after. 
f'in~ing appellant· gull ty -on charges all.aging the follow:tri~: . · 

· 'Sale 1 : se.rvice and delivery ·and S:llowin.g, ·perm! t-ting 
I and: Suffering the SS.le, Service a,.nd deli very·· Of 

_alcoho:Lic "beverages, and allowing the conswnpt~on ·· 
o:r alcoholi:c· beverages ·on the licensed ·premises · 
between the hours-of 3:00_A.M. and 7:00'.A.M. on 
Saturday; October 10, 1959; in.violation of Section 
9 of' an ordinance adopted. by the Board of· Comm:f.:ssioners· ._ · 

.. _of . the T~wnship of North Be·rgen on December ·4,· 194;0. ·-

':Allowtmg,. permltting anci sliffering in and upon -the . . . 
"li9ensed premises, foul and filthy and obscene language 
·and conduct~ brawls, acts of violence, disturbances 
and unneoes~t;try noise.; and allowing,: permitting .and 
suffering the licensed place of business to· be co·n ....... 
ducted in suc_h manner· as.· to become a n\lisance; all. 

· i'n viol~tion of·State Re·gulation No. 20,, Rule 5 of. 
the Rules and Regulations of the State of New ·Jersey 1 

·Depa·rtment of Law and Public Safety, Divisi_on of 
Alcohd~io Beverag~ Control~' -

. . 

"Appellant Is premises are located at 704 : ... 74.~h" s.t~eet, ... 
North Be:r;agen •. · · · · .- · · . . 

. . . 

"Upon· the .filing· of the appeal, -an· o~der was ·entered by the 
Director on· February· 15 1 · 1960, .. staying respondent J s order of 
revocat:to~ tmtil entry of a further order heretn_ •. , R.S •. _33:1-31• 

11 ~n its petition of appeal,. as amended, appellruit alieges .· 
in subste.nc~ that respondent 1 s · ac·tion was erroneous in that it :was 

. againa t the· weight -of the evidenc~; that respondent abused'. its 
- ,·; 

. .,, . 
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'discretion and. \;hat the penalty imposed 'is out of all proportion 
to the ~eriousness of the alleged violations charged.' 

0 Respondent in its answer denies appellant's allegations 
and.avers in su~stance that its determination to revoke the licerise 
was· predicated upon the· factual evidence adduced _before 1 t 0 

·. nAt the hearing ·herein the transcript of the proceedings 
befor.e respondent Boa.rd was reoei ved in evidence pursuant to Rule 
8 of State Regulation No. 15, end both sides rested. 

. . ".It appears from the transcript that the witnesses called by 
respondent to substantiate the f'irst charge were Captain Kvilesz,. 
·Lieutenant Eller and Detective ·Rosatelli of the North Bergen PG.lice -­
Department, and Mrso Emma Dick, and that those called to substantiate 
the second charge were.Mrso Ennna..Dick, her·,;:omother Mrs~ Emma Lang, 
Mrso Anna Ranuro and Mrs8 Ruth Strobel. Appellant's witness was its . 
. bartender (Louis Urcinole). 

"Lieutenant ·Eller te-s·tified iri substance that at 2:58 a.m. 
Saturday, October 10, 1959, he received a ·,~:phorie call at. Police 
Headquarters that .a man was being beaten in front of the Elmwood 
Tavern and dispatched Captain Kvilesz., Detective Rosatelli and 
Officer Campbell to investigate; that at 3:35 aomo he receiv~d another 
'phone call and proceeded with Detective Rosatelli to the same 
pranises where. he saw· .Officer· Campbell; that he. and Officer Campbell . 
entered the premises wherein he spoke to the bartender, 'I told him 
that I understand everybody was. chased out of ·here at 3.:00 o'clock,, 
and he said "yes"' and that thereafter Detective Rosa.tell!., who bad 
remained outside, showed hfm blood spots on the sidewalko 

"Captain Kvilesz testified in substance that he arrived .at 
the Elmwood Tave,rn at '3:00 o'.olock, give a little one way or ·the 
other• and v a.fter ·we dispersed the few th.at congregated. on the 
outside of the place, I came into headquarter·s.', On cross­
examina.tion he testified.that the patrons cleared out at one 
minute to three and tha.t 1 so far as he was concerned, 'there was. 
no fight in the tavern.• · 

J 
11 De.tective Rosa.telli testified in substance that he arrived 

at the Elmwood Tavern at about 2:58 a.m •. and foun4 no one lying on 
the sidewa1k; that, as he entered the tavern, ·the patrons were 
leaving; that he ·and Lieutenant Eller -were dispatched to the tavern 
at 3:35 a.m.; ·that Lieutenant Eller. went .J . ..z1 and he remai'ned outside 
and that,. while he was waiting for Lieutenant ·-·Eller, no one entered:· 
the tavern. · 

"Mrs.· Emma DiGk testified in substance that she liv:.e.s directly 
across the street from the Elmwood Tavern; that close to 3.:00 o'clock 
October 10, 1959, she called the police about men beating ·a.· man in the 
street; that the police chased them; that about 3:30 a.omo e. ·1ot of 
men and women got out of -a car and went back-in the barroom; that 
she could hear.the cash register going and glasses going and th~ juke 
box playing, and she again called the po+ice and watched Until every­
body was out of the place., Respect;in·g the .alleged fight, she" stated 
at first that she didn't kilow where the participants crune fro1n and, . 
when her memory was refreshed by' refe·rence to a statement she gave to 1 

the police_, she stated that they c~~· ou~: pf the Elmwood Tavern and 
that the fight occurred after 3:00 o' clocka However, on .. crosa­
examirtation she testified that she 'Saw only ·one of the men who 
engaged in the fight come out of the taveirne · As to Charge 2,, Mrs. 
Dick testified that on the earlyf morning of October 10 there was a 
lot of noise outside the tavern;· tha·t men and women were using filthy 
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la,nguage L that. a~ 3:03 &'.9-d 3·:30 a.m~ she ha a.rd. the· juke box playing · 
in the tavorn;. cars star.ting and stopping; that on Octobe:r 9 she 
flaw a man _and· a .woman ·in a car :pa.rke.d on her property; that the man. 
who had come f'r9n1 the taver;n was .. partially undrease d; that she ·called 
the police;· that: :at a,bq.ut 1:00 a.m. October 9 she ~aw a woman sitting · 
on the tave:rn· steps wi·th a highball in her hand singing at the top · 
of. he.:r voi.~e an9. hollering into the barroom, ., Boys, I •.m th~ night . 
show here.f'' ·that. these things occurred two o·r three times a week. 
after 3:00, 4:00, 5:00 and ·6:00 o'clock and that s~e- saw people 
going ;l?lto the tavern at 7 :.oo a.m. · 

. "Mrs~.;EmmaLang (.mother o.f Mrs. Dick) testified that·ahe 
lives directly across the street f'rom the tavern;.; that on .October 
10, 1959, she saw a man lying on the sidewalk ·and being kicked by 
other men; that the police caine an~, after they left, .. p,eople went 
into the -tavern and stayed until af.ter 5:oo· or 6:.oo;· that she hearO. 
women .outside the tavern use f'ilthy language and _saw them 'take their 
undeI'Wear off' and flash_it around in the street, ·kicking their legs 
up', arid that she 'B'QW a man c.ome out of the. tave:cn and throw into 
the· street. a fir~ cracker which exploded like .dynamite. 

"Anna Ranuro testified.that'.she lives directly across the 
street· from the Elmwood Tavern; that on October 10, between the 
hours ·of 3:30 and 4:00 a.m., she heard the .juke box play in the 
tavern; that at 3:50 a.m. she saw two couples enter the tavern and 
that· at 7:50 p.m~. she saw a· woman who used filthy language being 
pushed by a man into a station wagon; that on· one. pccasi.on· she 
-heard an explosion and heard a motorcycle backf'iring, and.that on 
another occasion she requested the owner to quiet do.wn ·the 'juke 
box. · \ 

. "Mrs. Ruth Strobel testified that. she lives directly across 
the street from the Elmwood Tavern; that between 3:30 a.m. and 
4:00 a..m. October 10,, 1959, she heard the juke box playing· in 
appellant's tavern; that people were constantly going in and out. or . 

. the ·premises; .that on another ~:>ecasion around midnight she saw a 
girl.come out of t;he tavern with a glass _in .her hand.and danee 
picking her dress up -and down, and that occasionally she heard fire 
crackers .exploding •. On. cross-examination she testified that on 
October 10 she· did hot· see anyth~ng go:tng on outside the ·tavern 
and that, on the occasion when s.he saw the girl dancing outside the· 
tavern., she. did not hear the girl ·use any foul·. language or make. any 
statement whatsoever. · 

11Louis Urc1nole testified that the tavern opens at 8:00 
p.m~; that on October 10, when the Capta.tn came in:1 . -•Frarik: and 
niyself were there alone and a few other·a were there helping me 
clean up;' that the helpers· were corilmittee members of a CC?.~wnbus 
Day party held at the tavern _that night; that no drinks were served 
af'.ter 3:00 a~m.; that he and , his helpers were out _of the .:;premises 
at· 3:45 a.m.; that during the evening two fellows pad an argument 
and he.told them to leavej which they did; that he lmew nothing or 
any fight outside the ·premis.es ~and did not hear any offensive 
·language bei~g used• 

, "Section 9 of the ordinance in question prohibits the sale, 
service or delivery of alcoholic .beverages between 3:00 a.m .•. and 
7:00 a.m. ·on weekdays, and also· provides t~at no licensee sh~ll 
ailow the consilmption of any alcoholic beverages on licensed premises 
during said hours. Having carefully cons_idered the evide·nce adducad · 
before ~eapondent Bt>a-~d, and particularly_ the testimony ·of the police 
officers, I ·find that there is ·no evidence to substantiate the 

·charge that· alcohol!~ ·beverages were. served rb<l> or consumed by anyone 

/ 
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·_f~tf_ter 3:00 a_•~~ Resp~·dt:ing the nuisance charge~ I find that 
credence. -cannot be 'gfven to·. the testimony of- the woman as to what 
a~legedly oco.urred during the early hours of October 10$ ·To do so 
would necessitate a. finding. that the alleged disturbances were · 

· oonuni tted in the presence o;t: one or, more of' the police officers 
whose test~mony is that. they were in or near appellant•a"ta.v.ern 
from 2:58 to 3:45 .a·.m. - Respecting the fight and t;he other alleged 
distu;r'bances testified to· by the women, it is evident that none ot 
them occurred in arid upon the licensed premlses., To predicate guilt 
upon the evidence adduced herein and to revoke appellant's licena·e 
as a result.of such finding appears to me to be both arbitrary and 
capricious and an unreasonable exercise of discretionary power. Cf• 
Robinson Ve.Glassboro, Bulletin 829, Item 10. 

_ -"In·-view of the -aforesaid, i conclude that. the evidence fails 
· to· support ·a finding of appellant's guilt as to- ai ther change; and 

I reconunend, therefore, that an order be entered reve·rsing respondent*~ 
· a.c ti on•" _ · _ · . 

·p:µ.rsuant to the provisions of Rule 14 of State Regulation 
No. 15; the attorney for respondent filed with me exceptions to the 
Hearer•-~ Report and written argument thereto. After reviewing the 
file, I notified the attorneys for appellant and respondent·that I 
desired to hear oral argument,, and oral argument was heard by me . 
on May 27, 1960. _ . - . 

·I have- carefully considered the evidence presented 1.n the 
proceedings held by the Municipal Board, the briefs filed with the 
Hearer, the exceptions to the Hearer's Heport and the oral argument~ -
I disagree with the conclusions of the Hearer and shall not accept. 
his reconnnenda.tion of reversal, for the following reasons: 

1. While the police officers testified 1that, whe.r~ they_ 
first arrived at the prem.is-es shortly after 3 a.m., they understood· 
that 0 everybody was chased out of here at 3:00 o ',clock", neverthe-· 

··less the women who resi'de across the street testified that a ·number 
of people entered the premises after the police left and one woman 
testified that she could then. hear the cash register going and the 
'juke box playing. 

. 2o There is definite proof that there was a fresh pool of 
blood on the sidewalk in front of the premises when the police 
arri.ved shortly after 3 a.m. _ There is a clear inference that this 
resulted from a beating which a patron received from another patron 
directly outside the premises, after the_y had started· an a.rgument 
within the premiseso 

3. ''rhare is testimony by neighbors that on various .. oooasions 
women sat on the steps of: the lic·ense d premises, drinking·,· .. singing 
loudly and making obsc·ene r:em.arks to those in the tavem and tha-t oi:i 
orie occasion a woman was· dancing ~round outside,the premises without 

. undergarments• · 

· 4 0 The barten,der was ·the only witness, for appellant, indicating 
a lack of- interest on the part of the ownerso 

. . 

. 5. Th~ manner of 'OP3 iration, including the ·lack of ·consideration· 
--£._or thos~ residing in the neighborhood, th,e violation of closing 
hours and the conduct of the· patrons outside the premises, .establishes, 
in my opinion, the guilt of appellant as .to the charges herein. 

For the aforesaid reasons, I shall afftrm the action of 
reJ;lpondent whereby it, found appelle.:q.t guilty as_ cha1~ged and revoked 
its lipense. Revooatio~ was not too severe a penalty in view of the 
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. 'f(il6t that, _in a. p·rior appeal,. the. action ·or "r~spondent where.by· it sus'-
- .. pended appellant's license.for_ pennittingoonsumpt~lon:.during p~oh1bited 
- ·hours was affirmed~· Elmwood Bar&·Grfll, Ina·. v.- North Bergen,_. 

Bulletin 132'8, --Item 2. - --

~. .A.cco1~dlngly ~ ':i. t. is, on this 6th day of June 1960, 

- _ - - - ORDERED" .that_ the_ action of .re·spondent be and the same '.is· .. 
hereby affirmed:, ·and ·the. order or revocation, stayed_·.by my or.der - -

· . dated Februa;ry 15, 1960, is, hereby restored -to- become e!'fec·tive 
immediate lY: a 

( 

WILLIAM HOWE- DAVIS 
DIRECTOR -

..... -

·- . .• _ .... ·.:, 

2~ DISCIPLINARY-PROCEEDINGS - SALES TO MINORS - MITIGATI-NG dfRCUM•1
-· 

STANCES -~ LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20. DAYS 41 - -

In ~he Matter of Disciplinary -
Proceedings against " 

) 

) 
MAJESTia:· BOWLING ACADEMY 1 INC" 
.t/a MAJESTIC BOWLING ACADEMY - . ) 

. CONCLUSIONS' .- -
--AND_ ·oRDE}1 ·.-

-N. J. Highway No. 9 and Penrisylv~~ia 'Ave. 
Woo.dbr:J: dge· Township - ) 
Po· Box 999, Perth· Amboy, N. · J '-

Holder or_ Plenary Retail Consumption 
License C-32, issued by the Township 
Committee O·f the Township ·or Woo-dbridge. 

- -

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

....... 

William K.. Miller, Esq., Attorney for Def'endant~.licenseee 
Edward F.;- Ambrose,· Esq., Appearing for the Division of' _AlcoholJ.c · 

Bevei:-age Control.-

-BY THE- Dt'RECTOR: 

The Hea:re·r has filed the ~ollowing ·Report herein: 
{ ".'t 

"De~endant ple8:ded not guilty to the foll~w~ng charge·:: 

'You sold,_ served and delivered and allowed, 
perni.i tted and suffered the sale, service and 
delivery of alcoholic ·}?averages, dire.ctly or 
indirectly,- ·to persons urider the age of' twe.nty-

-one ( 21) .years, viz., Frank --- , age 17 ·on · 
November 3, 1959, Kenneth ---, age 16 on 
Nov:ember 15, 1959 and Ma.:r.ti.n Ker._91.Jn~r, - Jr., age 
19.ori November. 20, 1959, and all.owed, permitte·a 
and suffered the conaumption of' alcoholic 
beverages by-said Kenneth --- and Martin -
Kerchner, -Jr-~, in and upon your licensed 
premises· on· November 15 arid 20, 1959, _ 
respectively;· in vi_olation of' .Rule 1 of' State 
Regul~tion No.- 20c, v 

"Frank ---, age 17, testified that he and John K visi,:ted· ' 
· deferida.nt' s · 1icensed premises at 'about 8:00' b' clock~ on the · _ 
evening _qf' November 3, 1959 where they ·renia~ned for •about' ~:11- __ 
hour, hour and a ~lf'; that just prior to leaving the place he 
we'nt into the barroom where he purchased f-rom bartender Hyman ... _ 
Shihar four bottles of beer (shorties_ or nips) which the bartender 
•uncappe4•; that after pay:ment for the beer he '{Frank) walked c;>ut · · 

,. ··. 

> ~ 

'•,'• 

·· ... 
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of. :the ·premises to· t'fie · parking :tot where he met . ;John K · ·and· bbti1 -< 

cbnsumed the beer; that befqre service of the beer, he ·w_as .not 
questioned as to his age nor d~d he malte any written represei:ita:tion -
.thereof; the. t some time, thereaft~r, A]3C agents ~all_ed at the- scl).o_ol 
w~ich he attended and, after he di'acuas.ed- the: m~tt_er wit_h .thein,- they 
1 thre.atene.d to take my lic~nse (griv~r' El) away! unl~ss. he(·gaV~? th.em 

13.: statement; that in a~swer to· ~ que ~tiQn ·as to his physical. 
description, he stated that ;h.e was. 'six ~e~-~-- tal,l .. '...t. ;we,~glJ.ed_ -, . 
/•~approximately ·· 175:.• pounds and ~P.~ve d; · · that.:_he '.tqlp( ·tb$ ·, e.geµts the 
same. story as to wha·t occurred at the time iri quest·ion·.-~.s- that Which 
he tes tifie·d to as a wi tnea~ a'(j 'vh~ ,.nst'$nt- hea·rfng~ ' . ·-.. -. '. -. :_ -

. . 

"John K. testified that gp Nov~rnl:>er .3,-.1959 he accomp~nied 
F~ank to defendarit. 1·s licens;e.~ pr,~µiises, arrj.ving ~here .•$.bout 8:00 
o'clock' 1~ .the evening; tp.at t~~Y bovrle.d r9-·r· '~u:1 h9ur or twp• a;nd, 
when leaving, he _went toward th~ ... door and obs~rved Fr~k •near the 
bar· when I last seen ~im'; that···f;r~nk ·then •came· from the direction, 

·or the bar' With •three o·~ f'our(qottl~s pf'be~r $ll.4 a.fter t~ey . 
went. to t~e .parking ·lot 1 .·he ~nd ~·pank .. <;l~an.k .. the b~~r.. . .-

.;} "Kenneth ---,·age· 161, t~-~tifieQ: t;hat e.t ~boµt l::Oo.· p.m •. on 
November·-·1-5 1- 195~, he and. a co~p~nion (Job.Ii K)' w:ent t·o defendant• s 
premises for. the· purpose or povil.+.~g; t·~t ·while ·th.ere they met· John 
T, who la~e·r. accompanied :Qj.l,Jl tp._ .. ~h~ b~r~qc:np.; that when he· ordered 
two glasses o_f beer, the b~rte:qd,;f'-~·-~slte d that :q.~ ~ow proo.r ~s _to . 
his age and that· he then pr,.pqu~~;d. ~· ~4~~f~ <}~rd.'- wh:Lc11 had· bfJ~~ · r 

issued to another pers911 and. di.~·plgs~~ t~t .. p~~sop.' s .age to pe: 21 
year~; that John T cou.ld prod~9~ ri.6 P.:r9of- or age. ~d~ ~s. a re SJ ult, 
the be.rt.ender served. only 011~ g*~~ s or·· b.fje.:r ~d ~ ~coke~ ; th,at 
thereafter he and John T w~n~ fµ~o. ·the ··p~r.t of the pr~nil~~s where 
the bowling alleys ar~ ~oca.~~4,·: .at >n,hich pl~ce," he· handed the ;-beer 
to John T who drank same; t}J:a t. d,uring ·· ~ne q.~y qi:i tb:re~ ''c:>r foµ.r 
occasions~ he pu.rchas_ed, a g~-~s.~. ().:f b~~·!', re~peqt:tveiy, a:n.d a" 'coke 1 ,, 
and each time after taking a· sip-' 6,f t~~ · p_~E)r ha.,~d~ci ~ t to John ~; · 
that just prior to leaving tJ1e: <;l·~tab:t.ishmerit b~- pµr(}ha~ed a pottle 
of beer for' off-p:remises. ~qnswn:Ptiori· ~porn th~ ba~t~nderr anq when he 

· re~ched the parking lot he gav~ · i·t ~.o J.o~P ~; t'hs; t. he coulct tj.ot 
. identify the bartender who se:r.v~:~· ~izjl q~ tp.e· d~y;: .in qµ~stion: and) 

who, after . t~ first purcJ;l~~.e,_, Q,id np.t; q,~~ st·io~·· him as to hi~ a g~. 
' . . '. . .. ' . ' 

"John K testified th.at he. arid. Kenneth visited d~fendant's 
b:owlipg. establishment s.'ioo-µ.t" .. i~ Q,(.j,· ·P.-~.m. ~-9n· ·w~ . .J.empe:r · t5., · 1959 ~Ci 
that -t;hey met J.ohn T; that K~np~th an~l. J9hn.W we~t into tne bar­
·room and, ·when they· came out · '.lCeA:nY ViJ~ts hol_d~t).g ~ ·cok~ and a: beer•; 
t~t Kenneth .took a· _sip qf ·tbe·t~~e.~. ~nd han~~"p; the glas.s. t·o John T; 
t_ha t· during. their st_ay of 'abou(C,. tW.o }).ours.~ K~I1neth mad.e · ~ey,e:r:aal 
trips to, the barroom and. returp~p; each .t+rne. wi~}l,- f'be~r .and coke' . 
apd each time gave the. b~er ~o···~o@ T; th~t. a·t; ~o· t1m~ di4i he see 
Kenneth purchase beer ·~t t,4~ b~~t~ · -

11 John. T ·testified tha~ o-~, ~9Vf)mb~r 15, .1959 h~ met Kep.ne.tb .. 

. .. -. 

and Johll ·K in defendant •s bowl,,,f;#g ~ca_de~y and:'f?hat .ori ()lle ·O~casion 
he accompani~d Kenne th to t_he:· 'l;)(ir.r9oni· whe ~e ·' ~en:ny· · iJru,:1ie diately asked 
for beer•-; that the bartend~r· Jf,e~qU:~$te:.d proof of age ~d 1Ket.iny fJhowed 
proof, but I didn't have any. prp,pf'•, aa~a result--of' which K~nneth 
w~s served a .glass of beer- ·an.d 11- got. ~ c.oke.1-; th~t wh~,n they r~_tu~"ned 
to ·the bowling. areas Kenne.th ga~~ the gla..f3.S of· b~ep· to,· him".wl'.Uch he 
consume di'· that thereafter, ~ennet~h ·made. 'thre_e ~r fo:U.1"' · t,Dipa to the 

<barroom and returned each time with b~e:-r from which he took a sip and 
then ·gave the · glass .o.f · bee.r, to, f.i:tin:;. 'f?hat · w~1en _Kenneth o ame o~t of the. 
pr~mises h:e had ·a bottle of. bee~, which, he gav~ to John K. 

. . , "-Martin Kerchner; -Sr •. - te~,tifi~,d t_hat- on· t~1~ .. :'.~~V,,~_Q;~:-pg of . · . 
November 20,, · 1959 he and his·. sop,.. C,19 ·years of ag~~t,'. ... Jtp:~2:~;*l~{.'~~1ili ta1-.y · 

' - ;:. ~- .•. -- ' - . ; . "":).'".'~?:~·:·: .. ; ; ~ ;·.:~ .~·. ' -· 

.. :-~:;';,~-~:)~;:·>:-~;:-:~);-~<:;1" .· - ... 
r; 
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-uniform) visite'd defendant•s +icen.sed prem1.ses; t):l.at .. during the 
·time the son ·went to the IDien' s room he (the father) er de red two 
glasses ·of beer; that the bal".tender placea--the glasses of beer on 
the bar and when the son o~me 'rrom the men's room he pi.eked up_ one 
of the glasses of beer and took a 'sip' ther~from; that there aft-er, 
he was present when the· ·son was being questioned by ABC agents and 
that one of the agents, in endeavoring to obtain a statement from 
the son, threatened him with confinement to rja.11 if he did not sign 
the statement. · · 

"An ABC agent testified that on November 20, 1959 he was _ 
_ seated at the bar in defendant's licensed premises When two males 
(subsequently identified as father and son) entered and tpok seats -
a. t the bar across from him; that_ the bartender ·_ (subsequently · 

. identified as Hyman Shihar)- placed a glass of b(3er on the bar in -
front of each of the males; that .as the younger man took-·a sip of 
the beer his fellow. agent approached the young man and questioning 
of him .disclosed that he was 19 years of age; that the agentf!· and -
the two men entered the· manager's office and he (the a.gent_) asked 
Hyman Shiha.r whether he served i~he youth and his fathel:', to which 
Shihar answered, 'Yes, sir, two beers and I to-ok 30 ·cents in pay-
ment from'::the father.' -

tfMorris Shihar, secretary of defendant corpbrate-lic~nsee, 
testifisd that he was present on November 20,- 19-5.9 when Martin­
Kerchner, Sr. was served beer and that he did not see Kerchner's 
son until the agent 'dragged him into the office•;.·that he was-­
present when the agent interrogated the son and heard the agent 
request the son to sign the statement and, when he refused,. the 
~gen~ .•told him if he didn't sign it he would have to look him -up 
and he would not be able to get back to camp and he would report _ 
him to. his superior officer; then he took him out ·o·f the pl·ace and 
took hini down to police headquarters. ' -- · 

_ "Hyman Shiha.r testified that he sold beer to Kenneth on· 
the' Sunday afternoon (November 15-, 1959) after Kenneth. showed him· 
a •G.I., identificat;ton c·ard' which disclosed the. age to l:)e 21-years; 
t~t he re'fused to se-11~'..beer to John T when he could not show any 
identification; that on November 20, 1959 he sold beer .to- _Martin 

- Kerchner,_ Sr. but not to his son; .that he did not know Frank,_ who 
p.ever ordered beer or anything to drink from him. 

"Inasmuch as t}\e charge preferred in this ma-tter contains 
allegations of alleged sale of alcoholic beverages t9 three 
different minors on three different dates, I shall discuss the 
evidence presented herein somewhat in detail. -

I 

11 There appears to be no dispute that· on Nov~mbar 15, 1959 
.on -th?'ee· or foUr occasions be·er was sold to Kenneth by bartender 
Hyman Shihar after Kenneth displayed a -'draft card' which-had 
been issued to another person and upon which the age appeared to 
ba 21 years.. R.S. 33:1-77 provides that: -

'Anyone who sells any alcoholic beverage to a 
minor shall be guilty of a misdemeanor; provided, 
however, that.the establishment of all of the 
following facts by a pe~son making any such sale 
shall constitute a defense to ~ny prosecu~ion 
therefor: (a) that the minor falsely ·rep~esented 
in wri~ing that_ he or she was twenty-one· (21) years 
of age or over, and (b) that the appearance of .. the , 
minor was such that an ordinary prudent person w'Ould 
bolievo him or her to be twenty-onci ·(21} years of age 
or over,- and (c) that th~ sale was _made in·good faith 
relying upon such written i .. epresentation -and appearance 
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and in the reasonable belier:'. that the. minor . 
was actually twenty-o.ne ·. ( 21). years. of age 
or over.' 

. . . ' . ' . . 

"The·· defense outlin~d in the aforesaid statute- has been . 
rule~ to ~e effective in -dis.ciplinary procee-dings ~s we:ll JlS· in_ 

.. : criminal proceedings_a Cf. Caruso .. v. Jersey City, Bulle-tin 694_. 
Item 1. · · 

· _"Although a Selective Servtce Card belonging to another 
person was. presented by the minor whe·reon it appeare_d that the 
said person was twenty~one years of a.ge., · 1 t ls· not a repre--senta.tion 
in writing within the meaning of R.s. 33:1~77. This evidence m~gb.t 
well be conside_red merely as ·a mitigating ciro~mstance in this case. 
Cf. Re Roey; Bulletin 747, Item 3. · 

"Frank -te-stified on the .. e'.vening of November 3, 1959, without 
belng questionea: .. ··a.a to his age, he purchased· from.bartender Hyman 
Shihe.r four bo.ttles of beer which the bartender 'uncapped' and that 
he brought the said bottles of Qeer outslde. of the premises 1io the 
parking lot where it was consmned by him and ·John K, The latter's 
testimony. disclosed that Fr~nk came from the direction of the bar 
with the beer and corroborated the tes·timony of Frank that both 
he and Jobn K consumed. the same. · 

"Hyman Shiha.r testified that he did not know Frank and 
never.sold him beer at the time in question. 

''·Martin Kerchner, Sr. testified that on- N.ovember 20, 1969 he 
. 'ordered and was served two. glasses. of beer by the bartender and, 

upo:q his son's re turn from the men's room, '.the son· took a sip or 
the beer that he (the father} had purchased i'or him. The ABC 

. agent's testimony co~roborates that o,f Martin Kerchne.r; ·sr. about 
the son taking a sip of the beer but the agent cont·anfis that· the 
son was seated along~ide.of-his father a~ the bar when, the two 
glas~es of beer were served.. - · 

"There was te~timony tha·t the agent mad~ threats in order 
to _obtain a statement _from Martin, Jr. and Frank. This ,was cate­
gorically dented by the agent. Whether or not hhis wa.s ·so has no 

· betaring on the case now under consideration as I shall be guided 
·solely by the evidence presented at the instant hearing and my 
recommenda.tions a.hall be made accordingly •. 

"Afte:r> conside:ration of· the' evidence produced her-~in, I 
am s_atisfied that on November 3, 1959 Hyman Shihar sold :rour. 
bottles of beer to Frank, who then left defendant .1>s premises .with 
the beer; that on the evening of November 15, 1959.·K~nne_th. pu.iachased­
several gl_asses of beer from bartender Hyman Shihar and.-Consl;lllied a 

·po_rtion there.of on the ·11censed premises, and that 'he purchased 
a bottle of' beer which he·took £rom'the'premises and gave to one or · 

' . . ' ' . . ) / 

· hi.s companions. and also that Martin,, Jr. consumed a po·rtion of the . 
beer that was purchased for h~m by his father. 

. ···~ . .i 

- , I . 

"I realize that a heavy burden i!3 placed upon licensees where 
_bowling alleys comprise part of the licensed premises. be-caus-e of 
its attraction for young people. Hewever, the law makes n_o dis­
tinction. with reference to licensed premif?es and, consequently, 
the defend~nt and its employees must-·be constantly on the alert 

·to.see that the Alc.oholic Beverage Law is scrupulously obeye·d. 
· Ordinarily, where,. three minors of the agfJ, s. of 16, 17 and 19 ~re 
·involved and have· been sold or permitted to consume alcoholic . 
beverages on licensed premises, a t!11rty-d~y penalty 'ts warr~nted. 
Cf. Re Conne~ arid Kunisch, Bulletin 1328,, Item. 5 •. ·Howeverl in 
this case the evidence shows that· the ba.i"tender.ti befo·re servtce 



. ' ,-- ' '. 

BULT.JETIN. i34? .. 
-I>:·':-·:· 

of bea:r::;tc>;Kenri~tl1'1 requested, p!~oor.·, of' age anCi was sh6wn. a:. dl'aft 
card whj:~h :Pad bee·n issueq. to a.nother pa;rson. who was 21, ye~rs of. 
age. Alsof~there· ls. no dispute that .Martlh Kerchner, Sr~··'o±'dered.· 

.·two glasse~ .of· l?eer and th.at his son merely took a sip of 'beer 1 

before. being con.fronted by ABC ·agents. In view of thls'I ·::Lt is· · ,. 
'my recon:mtendatlon that some mitigating cirqumstanO'ea appear ih 

. 'thi.s ca~~"~\"/hich would warrant a lesser than the usual penalty. 
·.I ·recommend after consideration of all the evidence adduced· herein 

that.· def~nd~t' .. ~.1 ~icense be suspended for a, period of twenty days." 

· Wrl~ten. exceptions to _the. Hea.rerv s. Report .-and w:r,·1 tten 
argument in substantiation thereof were filed with me by the 
Attorney for the de_fendant, pursuant to Rule 6 of ~tate ijegulation 
No• 16.;e 

·Arter carefully, considering the entire record in this case, 
including the,transcript of testimony, the Heaver's Report, the 

.·exceptions and written argument filed herein, I. concur in the 
Hearer's fin~ings. ·and adopt his· recommendationa 

.Accordingly, it, is, on this 8th day of- June .1960,. · 

. · ORDEBEP that Plenary. Retail. Consumption License G-32 1 
issued by the Township Committee of the T~wnship of \Woodbridge to 
Majestic Bowling Academy, Inc., t/a Majestic Bowling Academy, for 
premises on N. J. Highway N~. 9 and Pennsylvania Ave., Woodbridge 
Township, be and the same is hereby ·suspended for the balance of 
its term,·er:f'ective at2:00 a.m., Monday, June 13, 1960·;.and it is. 
further 

ORDERED that.any renewal for the 1960-61 licensing year 
or transfer of said. li'cense shall be and remain under suspension 
unt~l 3: 00 a.m. ,· Stin'day, July 3, 1960& , · . 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

3. DISQ,l!JALIFICATION REMOVAL PROCEED!NGS - FIVE YEARS GOOD CONDUCT 
· NOT SHOWN • APPLICATION DENIED. 

' -

Inthe Matter·of an Application 
to Remove Disqualification because 

. or· a Convi'c.tion, Pursuant to 
R.S. 33:1-31.2. 

Case ·No. 1545 
---~---~-~-~---~~----~---~--~~----~~~ 
BY THE DIRECTOH: 

) 

) 

') 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

. _Applicant's. criminal record discloses that on August 22, · . 
.. 1941 he was placed on probation and ordered to make resti.tution · · 
in the sum of $572 following two convictions of grand larceny; . · 

· that on December 5, 1941 following two convictions of l~rceny, he 
was sentenced to serve three months on one charge.and placed on 
probation on the second· charge; that on February 5,_1945 folilowing 
a conviction of non-support· he was placed on probation and ordered 
to·pay. $17- a week for·50 weeks; that on May 4, 1946 he.was sentenced 
in a foreign .jurisdiction.to serve ten years in a state priso~ on an 
armed robbery conviction and was paroled on Mar.ch 15, 1948; that on· 
March 29,~ 19'i18 following a. conviction of carr:V,,ing a concealed weapon 
he was sentenced in- a foreign jurisdicti-on to serve .90 days in a 
county :jai'l; that. ori · November 14, 1948 he was f'ine d $7 · llllde r a 

·dlsor.derly 'person• s conviction; that on October 17, 1949 following 
. . . ·," ' . . 
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o. conviction for ass·ault and robbery ha was sentenced to serve 
three to fiv~ years in N. Jo State Prison, from whicih institution 
he was paroled on. December 27 ,. 1951.; that on August 27, 1956 
following a conviction in a magistr•a te ~ s court under the Disorderly 
J?.erson' s Act (fighting), he ·was sentenced to serve six months in a 
county ja.~l ·and on March 17, 1959 he· was a.gain sentenced to serve 
six months upon a. conviction under the ·n1aorderly Person• s Act (drunk 
and destroying private property)~ . 

The crime of robbery, per se, involves the element of moral 
turpitude . (Re Case . No. 1061, Bulle tin 981 j Item 9) • The appllc ant 
was thereby rendered ineligible to be engaged. in the alcoholic 
beverage indu.stry in this State., · R.S. 33:1-25, 260 It is un- .· 
necessary, therefore, to determine whether or not the other crimes 
of which applicant was convicted involved that element. , 

At .the haa·ring held hereinj the applicant testified that 
since April 1,1960 he has been unempl.oyed; that since· his.pa.role 
on December 27, 1951 he has held various ..jobs, including that of 
a. bus operator for a period of four years and that it is his 
intention, if relief is· granted, to accept employment . as a bartender. 

The police department.of the muni.cipality wherein applicant 
resides reports there are ·no complaints or investigations p:,resently 
pending against the applicante · 

The applicant produced· three character witnesses (a police­
man, a truck driver and a public service employee) who testified . 
that they have known the applicant for five years and, in _their 
opinion, he is now an honest, law-abiding citizen with a good 
reputation. 

After careful examination of the petitioner's record, 
particularly with reference to the fact tha.t during the past five· 
years he was .twice adjudged a disorderly person (for fighting .and 
for being drunk and destroying private property), I am not , 
satisfied that he has sufficiently rehabilitated himself so that 
his association with the alcoholic beverage industry would not be 
detrimental to the public interest. In addition, the· applicant has 
a most unenviable criminal record. 

To afford pe ti ti oner the relief reque.sted, it is necess·ary 
that I find that he has been conducting himself in a law-abiding 
manner for five years last past and that his association with the 
alcoholic beverage industry will not be contrary to the pµblic 
interest. See R.S. 33:1-31.20 Although his above convictions in 
1956 and 1959 as a disorderly person do _not constitute convictions 
of' "crimes," (Re Case No. 1277, Bulletin 1124, Item 7), t:t?,..,ey are 
pertinent circumstances in considering the question whether he has 
successfully. rehabilitated himself and has been living in· a tU_law­
·a.biding" manner during the above requisi ta period. I ,c,anno·t find 
under the facts in this case, that petitioner has been la:w-abidihg 
for five years last past. and, hence,, I shall deny his petiti·on. 

Ac'cordlngly,, it is, on this 17th day of June 1960, 

r(])RDERED that the petition herein be and the same is hereby 
disml.s:sed .. 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS 
DIRf~;CTOR 



4·~. · SEIZUfl.E. ·-.. ..,,F.ORF.EI_TURE :~·~oqEED~ NGS .~·.STILL, . MOTOR VEHICLE: AND .. 
OTHER APPURTENA~.NT .·PERSONAL PROPERTY. ·ORDERED· PORFEITED . • · 
·PADLOCKING ... W.A;IVE·D. . . . . . . 

·In· the Mat'ter of .the Seizu~e on ) 
· M'arch l, ~960 ot ·8- sti.11, ·appurtenant, : 
~.quipment, a :quanti~y or alcohol, .a ' . ) 
Packard sedan,. and mis·c.ellaneous · 
propeiaty at a dwelling occupied by. ) 

·Saint Norman, located_ at or near the 
intersection· of ·Route 3s•and. Waiton .)' 
Road, Mt • ._Laurel Township, and in the· 

. vicinity ·o.f· East Main street "·end''·~ · · · ) · 
Pancoast Avenue, Moorestown, ·be.th .·in. 
the· County· of Burlington and Stat·e ··or. ) 
New Jersey. · · · 

./ 

. ' ' ' . _···. : :· 

ON HEARING: . . .... · ... 
CONCLUSIONS· . 
AND-ORDER 

,-' . .-·.; . 
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of R.S. 33:2~2 and 5, · ana.:·R•S• ·33:1-l(y),· R.S:. 33:1;..66. Forfeiture .. 
. of· such ·still, motor vehi'c·le and ·other pe·r·aonal prpperty ·roiiows · 
a~ of oourseil 

. Elsie Collins 'testif·ied that the dwelling where the a.till 
was r.ounq is· one of a nwnber .of buildings on the farm·o·r. which ·she 
is the owner; that Se.int Norman had been employed by he:r qn: the farm 
and that s;he, rented the dwelling to him in the fall o·r 1958·; that he 
paid his ren·t ·at the home she o.ooup:ted on the farm,, and she had ·no· 
knowledge tha.t .. he permitted a· s·till to be installed· in the oelle.rJ 
that she has been the owner for the past 45 yea.rs; that this . 
particular dwelling had. heretofore 'been used to houa~ workers on . 
the ta.rm and this was the first time she had .rented the· dwelling to: 
anyone J that Saint Norman va.cat~d the premises after the seizure · 
and that padlocking of such dwelling will deprive her of its, use 
by farm help. · 

:tam satisfied that Els~~ Collj_ns, the oW1le:ci or ·the premises, 
acted in good f'ai th an~ did not )o;iow or have .a:riy reason to suspe·ot 
the p'resence of an illicit still iri the cellar. of the" dwelling. . · 
I. shall therefor~ waive padlocking of such dwelling • 

. Acoordingly, it is PET~~~NED. -~hd ~RD~RED that the s.eized 
property, more fully descri~ed }P. Schedule "A" atns.ohed heret~, 
constitutes unlawful property arid the same. be ahd hereby is for• 
felted :tn accordance with the provisi¢>~s of. R.s. 33:1-66 and . 
R.s. 35:2-5, and shall be sold at public sale for the use of t.he 

... st·e.te in accordance with State Regulation No. 29. or. retained for 
the u·se of hosp:tta.l~. and state; cou.nty ariq ni~ioipal ins ti t:utions·, 
or destroyed 1~:~,,.~h~ .. le op Hi pa~t, ~t. the di?'ection of the Director 
of the Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control• · ·. 

Dated: JUhe 20.; 1960 

WILLIAM HOWE ·DAVIS 
DIRECTOR 

SCHEDULE "An 

AT. WALTOl'f.AVENUEi 

lL - 55· gal. steel preheater 
l - 275 gale . Steal Cooker 
1 - 275 gal. steal cooler 
i · pump 
l·- fan 

35: • feet copper coil 
· ff - wooden· barrels with mash 
58 - e,nipty bottle~ 

.. 2 -· j1Jgs alcohol · 
Miscellaneous personal 

property• 

VICI~iITY OF EAST MAIN STREET &. 
PANCOAST AVENUE: 

l - gal. jug With alcoholic 
beverages · . 

·l - ~ackard sedan, ·New Jersey 
· ·~egistrat1.on .. AJF236., 

empty jugs. ·· · · 

'· .. · .. · 
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ARRESTS I 
Total oumber'. of,jlersoos. arnsted - . - - ...; :_ • "'.' .~- ... - -· ...... - - - - - .. -- - - .. ;.. - - -: ~ - "" - • --
Licensees-~~ ·employees -· ... - .~ - ~ - ~ - 19 · · · · · · 
Bootlegger$ -: '""- - ~ ·- !" .. - ·"".· ... - .. - - .. -22 

,,•'\.!' 

SEIZURESa . · . · . . . - · · ·_ · · -· · _· · 
Mofor vehicles •·cars - - - - - ,. .;. ............ - ..... .. :.. ;,. ,;. .. ·,;.._ .. -·- .. ,. ~ .. -· ....... - ;.. ... ~ ~-- .,. 

· s.tills - 50 s;allqns or under.;. ...... - .. -~ .... --- - .... -·-.;;. ~ .. -·- .. .. : __ ~ - .. - _;.. .... ~ :- ... :.,.. ,;.· . l· 

.. ~~t 1.~'=:~E~,~~:b~~r~~s:-1~~i !~;~ : ::: :··t~;·~ ::,: : ~ E : e~ E:E'~ : ~ ~ F~ E ~" ·. r~i~;~· . 
_ · Brewed _malt al~ohol ic beverages __ ,gallons -... "!. - ... ~ .-- ...... .;. .. - :. - · - .- ..; ~ ~- - :..o· .. r .... -~ ·"'.' ~--· · -67.i.9 

RETAii.. LICENSEESa . - . · . - · . · · ·· . . . · · . 
Pre~lses inspected - - .- - - - - -' - ·- · .. "'.' · ... - .... .- ... ...;_ ~ - - ~ - - - - - · ... - ... : ~ .... - .. -~ · .. :::-• . :654: 

. Premises where alcohol le bev,er~es ·were Qwt;?ed -· ..;;~ ·"."' .. -- .. ~- • .. "'.' - ::. - : ... ·"". ~- ~/;;.: -:·-~ ;...,·:- -~--- :.._ . li6a · 
Bottles ~euged """. - - - .. - - - - ..... - · - - - - ..... ..., .... · ... -- - , .. - - ... · - -- - ....... '.'9 ·,;. -~ - .. -_ ..... -· ·.lOi.912 · 
Pre_m_ises ~here violaUon_s were·found ~.,. .. · .. -_• -~ "".'. ~-:- - .;. __ - .:. .. _- __ ;.. :· ... _ :._._-_-.:._ ~ - .- ~ :.,._-_: ... _ -' -~_-· 

Vlr:>lations found ... - ...... - - - -:- - - .. __ -._ .. ,_ ... -~-.~ .. - - - ....... : ..... -..... •:.-. - ... _ ............... -_.- ·:-64.-
Unr;tVEllified employees· - • - - ~ - .- - 35 · · · · ·. · " · ·· ·· ·· 
Application copy.not_ a\isileble - ... .:. .. _20. ··Prohibited slQns ~ :-: -~ - ~ ~-: ...... ·;.._ ~ :...1 .· 
Re~·-138 si~n not posted-·· - -·~-- ·- :r Dl~posalpermlt,ne~essar.y_ ~-·- ~- .. .- .. _ .. 'J 
Other mercantile business - • - .. - - 2 Other violati~s. - ... - • - • - ~· .. ~ .:. ~. 

·STATE L'JCENSEESa·.. . . . , .· . · · · ·. ·.· · · .· · '' 
-Premises Inspected..;. .. - ... -· - .... -. - ·-.. - ........ - -'··- :- - ~ ·----.· • -·-.-. ., •. :..; ... , ...... ' ... -· ..... '_, -53 
Lfc.ense applications lrnestigated - - :.: - - -. -·- - - ... - - - ~ .... - - • - - :.. .. -;;. '!"' -.· - - -. -.• 31 · 

-COPPL.Ail\ITS1 . · , · · . . . ... · .. .· . · ' · · _·:. .·. ; ~· · 
. COfll>laints assi!ined for investl~ation :•. ~-- -·- ·~ ~ - .. ..; --~·- ~ ... - ... _..; -.-. - o. • ~--.:. ~-~ ...... Jal( 
InvestiQ.di ons completed - .. - - - - ........ • - -. - ~ - - - - .. - - - - .. ..: - -. .. - • ... _ - .. _.,.. .. .. : a.Q9. 

. Jnves ti !iat i ons pend i"' · - ~ - - - .. - .. ... ... .. • - ~ · - - - - - ... - - - - - - ;.;, ~ - - .:;. _.., ~ - · .. - - .... 1 S\i. 
LASORATO~Ya . . . .· · . · . -: .. · .-· · · . ·. ._. . , · 
· Analyses made - - · .. - - - - .. - ... ~ - ... ~ ... ·. - - .... ... -·. :.. . - -- __ - · ... .... • ..... - ..;._ .,; ... ... : -... .. . - · ..... - .. • · -270 · 

Refills from· ll censed· premises· • bottles ,;.. .. - - - .. - - • - .. - - '.'." - - - ~ - !" - - ... - • .... ~ · 'O 
. Bottles from unlicensed pre!llises·- ... - - - - - - "";. - - - - - - - - - • ~-- ..... - .. ·- - ... - ... ,. · ... · ,6, 
IDENTIFfCATIONa . . . - . . . . · . .. . . . .· ·_ · • . -_ . 

Crhiinal fln~erprint identifications made .. - ... ·,.. - - - -, - .:. - ..... - - -·- . ..; - .. · .. ;. - - ""~ - _ U 
Persons f in~erpr inted for non-er imiiial purposes· - . :_ - .- - - - - - - - - ·- .... - - .;. . - : .... :-- .. • '556 · .-
1 dent ifi cation contacts made with other enforcement 92enc I es .- ... - - - .. ... ,.. .. ... .. - - · - .. - ..;.: ~ . · 575· ·. 

, tt;>tor vehicle identifications via N. J. state PolJcc t13letype- -· - - ... - .. - -: - ... - ,;.. '."'·-. .:.. -'.. •· 2 
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGSa _ . . . . . . . 

Cases transmitted to munlci,:>alltles - - ...... - - - .;. - • - ;.. - - - ..;. - - - "'.' - ~ - .. -· ... :- ~ ,;;. "". · 11 ·· 
Vi 1)lati ons Involved - · .. - - ... - - .. - - .... - - - · - - - • ... - - ... - - .. - ~ .... - - · - • ... - ... .. : · · .·12 : 

Sale to minors - - - .. - - -~ .. - --~ 6. · · 
Sele durlng.prohiblteq hours - .. ...; ... - ' 
Sale on credit (1oc~l·ree.) - -· - -- - 2 

·. · Permitting females at bar {local .r.ee•) 1 . .· . · . . . . 
cases Instituted at Division ...... - .. - - - - - - - - ~ • - - - - ..... - -· - ..... • - ..... - - ~- -- ·. iz. 

vi~!r! 1 du;1~~vg:~~tbited hoCr;::: : ·: 5 - - ·P;r;lttine i~;ai ;ct1~1ty-~ ~r;m:: 'i .. ~ -~ ·: -1 

Possessin~ llQJor ·not tr ... ly labeled - 4 Permittin~ foul laneuc-'Je on premises - 1 
Perniittin1' fottery activity (numbers}.'."' 2 Permittin~ 2ant>llnQ1 (wa~erin5, darts)- 1 '_ 
S~le to minors - ·~ • ~ - - - ... - - ~ - 1 Permittin~ book~kln~ on premises ~ .. · 1 

cases brov~ht by llkJnicipallties .on oirJO lnlti1lltive end reported to Oh,ision .... ··- - - ~- - - :.. - :.. , .. 28 
Violations involved - - - - ~ - - - ...... '."' .. - - - - -.:.. .;.._ ........... ·- '."'- - - - "." ....... :...~ - _, ·. ~-9-

Sale to minors --- - - - - - .. - - - -1:5 t·Hi1der.iiig investigation - :.. - - - ~ -2 · · 
Conduct ln5 bus I ness ·as a nuisance - - 7 · Persons of ill repute on premises - · - 1 · 
Permitting brawls on preml :les - .. -- - 3 · · Per mi Hin~ ~ambl lne: ~cards) - - - - ~- 1 · 
Fal lure t6 close premises dJr ine proh.ibi ·ted. hovrs - - .. '." - '"'. - ... - - - .. - - - .. - 2-

fEARlNGS Hao AT DIVISIO.Ns ' ' . ' ' '. ' ' ·, . . 
Total number of hearines held - - - - '-' - - - - - - - - , - - - - - - - - - .- ... - .;_ ... : ..... - .. ·- - .-. .· · 46 
; Appeals - ~ .. - ... - - - , - .. _ - ... - - ..... - 1' · Se:i zure.s - ... - - - · - . - - - .......... - ... _ .. 2 , · 

Disciplinary proceedings - - - ..:. - - - - ..:2a· 1lmr: rey.ocations - - - .. - - - -·• - -- 2 · 
Elii&ibi Hf¥ - - .. - .. - - - .... - -· .. ::- -· ~ {); A'Qglllcat ions for li 1:ense - - · - - - "." - l. 

STATE LICENSES AND PERMI:TS. PS.SWKh . . . . 
Total nvrnber iissved - · - ... - ..-. -- - - -· - - ..... - - -· - .. ..: . .. · -· ~ · ... - ""' - · - ~ · - - -· - ..., ... - ... ... - - · .... , fh•.30iJ · 

Licenses ... - ........ - - ~ - -- .... - - ~ - · ': · Social affair p~rmlh .. · - ... - ....... :.. • ~50' · · · , 
Sollcifors• permits - - • .. - ~ - - -2,T55 Miscellaneous " - - - - ...... - 185 
Employme>.nt n· - .... -· - -- - - - -· IH2~ Tran~it -insi~nia - - ~· -,---··, ·-.- ·- --,zJ· 

. Disposal_ " --- - - - - - - - ;... 82 Transit -cert if icotes ,_ .-. .- .... ~ · .. - '•: 45: .. ·. 

Dateda July 7,. 196o '\iilLJ.I AM HOWE. DAVIS, DI HECTOR . 
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·6. DISCIPLINARY .PROCEEDINGS - SALES TO MINORS ... 'MITIGATING CIHCUM .. 
STANCES - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In the· Matter o.f Disciplinary 
P~oceedings against 

STEPHEN SABO AND STEPHEN. J. SABO 
t/a STEVE'S BAR · . 
Corner of Center and Pine Streets 
Lakehu~st~ N. Jo · 

Holders of Plenary Retail Consmnption 
License C-2, issued by the Borough 
CoWlcil of the Borough of Lakehurst. 

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

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

·CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Defendant-licensees~ Pro se. 
David Se Piltzer, Esq.~· _Appearing.for Divisi.on o·f Alcoholic 

1 Beverage Control. 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant plead_ed ~on vu~~- to the following charge: 

"On May·21, 1960, you sold, served and delivered and 
allowedj permitted and suffered the sale, ·service and· 
delivery of alcoholl.c beverages, directly or in­
directly, to pe rs om under the age. of twenty-one ( 21) 
yea.rs,, viz., Margaret _.;.._, age 18, Adrian---, age 19, 
and William.---, age 19, and ydu allowed, permitted 
and suffered the- consumption of alcoholic beverages by 
such persons in and upon your licensed premises, in 
~iolation .of Rule .1 of State Regulation No .• · 20." 

6n.::.:May 21$ 1960, at about 10 p.m •. ,. ABC agents entered 
defendants' premises and observed Margaret --- and. William --­
seated at the bar and Adrian standing near a pooltable consuming a 
glass o.f beer.., At _that time William wa·s also consuming ~ glass of 
beer but Margaret was not drinking. William left the bar and 
joined Adrian at the poolt'able, where they and two adults played 

. several games of po.olo William and Adri~n then went to the bar 
where each drank .a glass of beer served by Mary Sirianna (the bar­
tender) 'and then they· re.turned· to .the pd·oltable·. At this time 
Margaret, who remained.at the bar,'bad nothing to drink. Some- time 
later William called to Margaret to order two glasses of beer. 
Margaret gave the order and the b~:rtender placed two glasses of. beer 
on the .bar$ Margaret took a sip from one of the· gla-sses and handed 
it to Adrian {her husband) as.he ca~e to the bar. William also came 
to the bar· and partly consumed. the other glass or· beer. Tl).e agents " 
identified themselves and learned_ that Margaret was 18 years of age; 
Adrian was 19 years o:f age, and William was 19 years of age· •. The 
bartender immediately contended ti\at she had served only the male 
patrons and that she had never se-rved any alcoholic beverages. to 
M~rgaret or permitted her to consume any alcoholic beverages. 

Defendants have no prior re·cord. Ordinarily, the penalty 
·for sales to three minors, all of whom are 18 years of age or over,: 
is twenty days" Re Wo·lfe, Bulletin. 1301, Item. 4. However, .under· 
all the circumstances of this case; I shall. suspend defendants' 
lic'ense fo~ fifteen days. F:tve days will be remitted for the plea, 
leaving a ·net suspension of ten days. 

A:c:doDding~y,. it is, on this 13th day of June 1960,. 
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. . . 9RDERED .tp.at P_lenary Retail c·onsumption Li.cense C-2, 
1as.ued·. by ·,t·l'.le · BC>.:~ough,..Co.uno:tl ·of the Borough of' Lakehur·st to . . · . , 
Step~_~n · ~:abo.- ·_arid Stephei'r J. Sa.bo, t/a. ~te.ve '"·a Bar, for premlses :at· · 

.-.Cor~er· .of .Cen,t·~:r arid· .Pi~e· Stre~t~, Lakehu:rst, b_e and the same is. 
··he z:eQ,.Y. suspend$d'· for. ten. (10) days; oomn1eno:Lng. at 2 ~.a.mi Thursday_~ 
June:'.· 30,,, · l.96Q·! · . .. · · 

. - . . . . . 

wI.LLIAM Hmm nA:vis .· 
DIRECTOR' 

• DISCIPLI°NARY. PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVEHAGES.NQT.TRULY_LABELED -
LICENSE. SUSPENDED .FQR 10 DAYSj LESS" fr FOR PLEA .. · 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against. 

SIGMUND KOZLOWSit-I 
t/a ZIGGIE 1S TAVE'RN 
233 Palidade· Avenue 
Jersey Citf 7, N~ ;J~· 

Ho:Lder of Plenary 'Retail donsumption 
License C-329, ·issued by the Municipal 
Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of 
the City of Jersey City-8 

) 

' ) 

) 

) 

) 

}_ 

CONC0LUSIONS 
· AND -ORDER . 

--------------------~-----------~--------Defendant-licensee, Pro se. 
William F. Wood, Esq., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic_ 

· Beverage Control~ 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded non vult to a c~arge alleging that he 
·possessed .on his licensed pr0mises· an alcoholic beverage in a 
bottle bearing a label which did not truly describe its contents, 

- in violation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20.. · 

On April 27, 1960 an ABC agent tested defendant's open 
bottles of alcoholic beverages and seized a quart bottle of 
"-Seagram' a· Seven Crown American Blended Whiskey 86 P~oof" for 
further tests by the Di vision's chemisto Subs(iquent ·analysis 
by the chemist disclosed that the contents of the seized bottle 
we.re much higher in solids and· acids when ·compared with an_ analysis 
of- the genui·ne product.. · · 

· " :,~. · Defendan~ has no prior· adjudicated record~ I shall suspend.. 
his license for tell; days;_ the mini-mum-period ,where one bottle is 
involved. Re Pickle,, Bulletin 13381 Item 12, Five days wi,~l be 
remitted for the p1ea entered herein., leaving a net suspens_ion of 
r~ve days. . - -

Accord.1ng~y 1 1 t. is, on this 14th day of ·June, 1.960 1 _ 

. . :ORDERED ·that_ Plenary Retail Gonsumption License C-329, . 
issued by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the 
City ~.of Jersey City to Sigmiind Kozlowski, t/a Ziggie ';:J Ta~ern, ro·r -
premises 233;··pali-sade Avenu~, Jersey City, be and the same 1-s .hereby 

·suspended, for five (5) ~ays, commencing at 2:00 a.m.,-- Monday, 
June 2~, 1960, ,,and terminating at '2:00 a.m. 1 Saturday,, June_ 25, 1960• 

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS, 
DIRECTOR. 
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8 •. - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING.$ - ALCOHOLIC Bh~ERAGES NOT. TRULY LABELED -
'LICENSE SUSPEWDED FOR 20·'.nAYs:-! -LESS 5 FOH .PLEA. 

' . . - . . . . . . '~ - ' . - . 

In the- Matter of Di~rciplinary·. 
Proceedings against- - . 

- BRUCKER'S -CARLSTADT TAVERN & 
DINER, INC. 

Hoboken Road & 10th Street 
Carlsta':lt, N._J. 

-Holder of Plenary Retail. Consumption. _ ) _ 
License C-11, issued by the Borough 

- Council of the Bo_roug:p. of Carlstadt. ) 

----------------------------------------

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Macy Davidson, Esq;i 1 Attorney for Defendant--li_censee. 
·William F. Wood, Esq. 1 Appearing· for -the Diviaion of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 
. -

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

Defendant pleaded.non vult to a charge alleging that it 
possessed· on its licensed premis:es-alcop.olic- beverages in bot1;les 
bearing labels which did not ·truly des_cribe their con"t;ents, in 
violation of Rule 27 of-$tate Reg~lation No. 20. 

- On May 2; 1960 1 an ABC agent tes·ted defendant's open'. 
stock'- of' liquor and seized a number of -bot·tle s for further te--sts by 
the Division chemistEt Subsequent .analysis by t_be chemist discloseO. 

. that the contents of three of _sai.d bottles varie.d substanti-ally 
from the_ contents of genuine bottles- of_ the _labe_led -br~nds. 

Defendant ,has no prior a.d_judicated record. I shall suspe:q.d 
defendant's license tor twenty days, the miriimµm penal_ty imposed :tri 
oa·sas ln:volving three bo·ttles. Re- S & S Bar & Gr.ill, -Inc •. .J Bull,etin 
1339, Item s. Five days will be remitted f9r the-.'plea entered herein, 
leaving a net suspensi6n of ~ifteen days. 

_-Accordingly, it is, on th.1.s ·2ls·t day .of- June -1~60, 

_ ORDERED that BrlY renewal of .Plenary Retail Co:nsumption· 
License C-11, issued by the Bo.rough Coi.mci-1 of the Borough o·f . 
Carl'stadt to Bruckerv s Carlstadt Tavern & Diner, lno •, for premises 
on Hoboken Road & 10th Street, C.arlsta_dt, be and the same is hereby 
suspended for fifteen (15). days, commencing at 3-:.00 a.m.,' Tuesday, 
July 5; 1960 and terminating at· 3:00 a.ni.. Wednesday, July 29, 1.960. 

. . . 

9. STATE_ LICENSES-- NEW APPLICATIONS FILED 

Konrad Beer Distributo;r Inc. 
Northeast corner White Horse Pike f.lnd Suburb_an Aven~e 
Stratford, New Jersey - . 

Applicatfon filed July 291 1960 for person-to-person, place ... 
to-place- transfer of State Beverage Distr-t.but9r• fJ ·License SBD-~23 
from Waugh Bev .. erage, - Inc" 1 - West- Side De'lsea Drive:· at Hillside 1 -

_ ~venu~, Westville, New Jers.ey. 

California Vine Association 
35o·F1rth Avenue 
New _York 1., Nev York 

Application filed August 11 1960 for Wine Wholesale l:,icense. 

- -- (-: 


