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1. NEW LEGISLATION - ACQUISITION AND RETIREMENT OF RETAIL ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGE LICENSES BY MUNICIPALITIES IN CERTAIN CASES, - :

Senatey, No. 286 was approved by.thejGovernor on January
5, 1967, and thereupon became Chapter 317 of-the Laws of 1966,
e%fective.immediately@ It reads as follows: -

"AN ACT concerning wunicipalities in relation to the
acquisition and retirement of alceoholic beverage retail licenses
in certain cases and supplementing chapter 48 of Title 4O of the
Revised Statutes,. .- e o : _

BE IT ENACTED by the Senate and General Assembly of
the State of New Jerseys .- . . - y -

» 1. In any case in which a municipality acquires by
purchase or condemnatlion any real estate within the
municipality whieh includes any licensed premlses for
the retall sale:of alcoheolic beverages, the governing
body of the municipality, whenever it finds that a .
transfer of the license to, and the retirement of the
license by, the municipali%y is in the publie interest,
may contract with the licensee for such transfer upon
such terms and for such consideration as shall be
mitually agreeable and as the governing body shall deem -
to be reasonable., Upon the transfer of any retail
alecholic beverage license as herein provided, such
license shall thereupon be retired by the municipality
and shall not thereafter be reissued to any applican?,

20 Tﬁié act shall take effeck i@mediatelyo" |

JOSEPE P. LORDI
~ DIRECTR

Dated:l February 17, 19.67.:‘3- .
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2;' APPE LLA T DECISIONS - MONTCLAIR CIVIC. LEAGUE v, MONTCLAIR.,

: MONTCLAIR CIVIC LEAGUE, )
~ Appellant, ON APPEAL
- ‘ CONCLUSIONS
Ve

. AND ORDER

)
- o )
" BOARD OF 'COMMISSIONERS OF )

THE TOWN OF MONTCLAIR, )

Respondent.

B0 ks e s o ot T e > L - S B S € S " > WD Iy o et o O I

Louis M. Turco, Esq., and Irwin A. Horowitz, Esq., Atnorneys
for Appellant.
Rooert B. Shepard, Jr., Esq., Attorney for Respondent.
BY THE DIRECTOR: | | |
The Hearer has filed the follovlng report herein.

Hearer's Report

_ Appellant filed this appeal from an adverse determlnatlon
- by respondent on appellant's application for place~to~place
transfer of its plenary retail consumption license from premises-
[56 Glenridge Avenne to premises 61 Glenridge Avenue, Montolair.

The resolution of respondent, adopted April 26, 1966
:denylna the application stated its reasons as follows: :

"A publlc hearing was held on this application -
by the Board of Commissioners on March 15, 1966, at
which time a large number of objectors con81sting :
largely of persons resident in the neighborhood
appeared by their attorney to oppose the granting of
the transfer. The applicant also was present with
its attorney. Following the close of the hearing, the
Board of Commissioners decided to postpone action on
the application to enable it to study and consider
~the application more exten31vely. ,

"As a result of.thorough and careful con31derat10n,
. it is the conclusion of the Board of Commissioners that
. the granting of this application would be contrary to .
~the best interests of the Town of Monteclair. It is the
unanimous opinion of all of the members of said Board
who were in attendance at the hearing on this apnllcatlon,
- that to permit this licensee to transfer its alcoholic -
“beverage consumption license to the site proposed would
adversely affect to a much greater extent than at present
the relatively large number of persons resident in the
buildings adjacent to and in the immediate area and
_nelrhborhood of the proposed new location; and would
increase substantially its detrimental effect upon the
" welfare of the children attending classes at the
various schools nearby, more particularly those children
attending the Mount Carmel parochial school.
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"The lipqnsee presently operates its consumption
‘business at 56 Glenridge Avenue, which is situated on
the south side of the street; between Pine Street on

- .the west and Bay Street on the east -~ just two short
. blocks east of Grove Street., The south side of
" Glenridge Avenue in the immediate neighborhood of the
present location between Bay Street and Grove Street
is occupied prinecipally by commercial and industrial
concerns consisting, among others, of storesy two
- taverns, a ligquor s%ore$ a gasoline service station,
a construction company, a large coal yard, a trucking
company, & live poulbtry store, a luncheonetite, and
two warehouses used by importers, formerly used for
plastics manufacturing. :

"There are relatively few residences on the south

side of Glenridge Avenue between Grove Street and Bay

~ Street, the number of residential dwelling units A
approximating 18. Moreover, the rear of the presently

'~ licensed premises and the @%hef premises in the

. vicinity are adjacent to the freight yards and tracks :
of the Erie-Lackawanna Railroad -~ all of which property
is zoned for industrial use. : ' .

‘ "The site of ths proposed lecation for the operation
of the license is on the north side of Glenridge Avenue,
between Pine Street and Bay Street. The premises
adjacent on both sides of the proposed site are
occupled by residentizl buildings which, alone, cone-
tain a total of 6 residen®tial dwelling units. Indeed,

. there are at least 24 residentisl dwelling units on the

- north side of Glenridge Averme in the shori block '

~ between Pine Street and Bay Street: and & total of 48
dwelling units in the three blocks between Grove
Street and Bay Street, '

. "In the single block, betwesn Bay Street and
Baldwin Street theré are an additional 43 residential
"dwelling units on the north side of Glenridge Avenue

- compared to 5 residential dwelling wnits on the south
side,

o "In comparison with the railroad yards and
~industrial property to the rear of the property on
the south side of Glenridge Avenue, the properties to
~the rear of the premises on the north side of Glenridge
. Avenue, for the most part, are zoned and used for two
. o family and multi-fanily residential dwelling use. Our
»Lady of Mount Carmel Roman Catholic Church is located
'on the west side of Pine Street Jjust around the corner
from the site of the proposed new premisez; and the
i patochial grade school owned and operated by Hound
" Carmel Church is situated on the northerly side of
- Glenridge Avenue at its Intersection with Baldwin
.. Street. - - T -

... . "There was evidence at the hearing from which it

.+ fairly may be concluded that The patrons of this licensee
7 on.various occasions are not only noisy and cause dis-

-.turbances both: inside and outside the present license

~premises, but also engage in other conduct even less

- palatable to the residents and passersby -- loitering - -
."generally, use of profanity, use of the streets, side= "
. walks and private property as public tollets, and the like,
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“"At the hearing, testimony was adduced to the
effeet that, by far %he greater amount of the :
pedestrian traffic along this portion of Glenridge
Avenue was concentrated on the north side of the street o=
particularly the school children and women., With most 3
of . the residences in this nelghborhood being located on
the north side of Glenridge Avenue and in the area north .-
of Glenridge Avenue, with the parochial school being
located on the north side of Glenridge Avenue, and with
Mount Carmel Church being located on Pine Screet north
of Glenridge Avenue, this evidence 1s not surprising. And
’it was not controverted. s

‘ i"In the light of the foregoing, the operation of
this license at its present 1ocation is something less
than an asset to the community and benefits the neighbor-
‘hood not at ali. Yo permit the re-~location of the -
‘license at the site proposed, where the effedt and
results of its operation would be brought into the midst
‘of a heavier concentration and greater number of
.Tresidences and dwellings,; and where the avoidance of
the crude and rude conduct of its patrons by the
passing resident, schecol c¢hild, church-goer, and casual
pedestrian would be even more ﬁiifiumlt Than at :
present, would simply be to worsen and compound an
already unhealthy situation, S

"It is our conclusion, therefore, that the location
of an establishment for %he on=premises consumption of
alecoholic beverages at the site proposed would be harmful
not only to the neighborhood and its residents,; but o
the entire Town and 1%% citizens., And, consequently,
that we would not be fulflliing the obiigations imposed
‘upon us under the provisions of the Aieoholic Beverage =
‘uaw, were we to approve %he Ttan for requested,” Co

Appellant contends  in its peﬁition of appeal that the
action of respondent was erroneous Lov the Ffollowing reasons:

‘-i‘"(A) It wab baoed on aonolusinnb got supﬂcvt@d
;by the record of the proceedlngselu~

- (B) It was based or findings which are @ontrary
jto actudl fact and- flnd na support in the eV1dence '
jpresented.=w‘,;,:~r TR .

: (C)0 The'action of the Respond@nt @onsﬁituted a
Uclear abuse of - dlscretion.A SR , - ,.:a

o (D). The ev;dence tending to establish the hardshin,_
fof the denial on the Appellant was not given sufficient .

conglderatlon,"' . o N ‘;4ﬁc$qiﬁ,.m
. L Respondent?s answer denies the allegations in appellant3 s
‘petltion of appeal and:further avers that the denial of the v
~transfer was reasonably proper and lawfu& and in the best 1nterest,{
"of the town, T ”

o - The appeal herein was heard de noOvo pursuant to Rule 6
of State Regulation No., 15, The transcript of the proceedings g
before respondent was received in evidence pursuant to Rule & of
‘State Regulation No, 15. At the hearing herein additional .
witnesses testified on behalf of the parties to this appeale-g.g,-

,. Frank andara {president of appellant? testified that ' 
the proposed premises ccnsist of "a new bulilding, air eonditionedg
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:private back yard" and that the present premises have been
/permitted to deteriorate; that be supervises the business after
7 pem, and closes the place at 1l pom, with the exception of
Lweekends when the establishment is allowed to vemain open until”
3;1:30>p.m.; that Sebastino LaRussa (vice president of appellant)
-opens the premises at 9 a.m, and remains in charge until 7 po.m.s
~that "most of the business is done after four-thirtys" that for
smore than twenty years appellant hes held a liguor 1dcense and
~was never charged with a violation of the alcoholic beverage laws;.
“that on the side of Glenridge Avenue where the proposed new .
/premises .are located there are homes and business establishments,
‘and to the rear of the said premises is a large brick structure
used as a factory, and that thé side of Glenridge Avenue where the
wgiesent licensed premises are sltuabted also has homes and business
acesS, N . . . . '

- . On cross examination Lendara testified that he only
‘remembered the pelice being called on July 1, 1966 because a man
.was using profane language. Landars further stated that the bar
‘at the proposed premises is "twice as large® as the one im use at
the present premises and the wvard to the rear of the proposed site
Qwill be available for the exelusive use of club members. R

o Sebastine LaRussa (vice president of appellant) testified
that he opens the licensed premises ai 9 g.m. and supervises the
. Place until relieved by Landara about "6:30, a guarter to 73 '
~depends what time he come down;® that the establisbment is closed
-in the morning when children pass on their way to the parochial
‘school and in the afternoon there is no business until “around
,4430, a guarter to 5, 5 o'clocks? that, when the school bus is
"in operation, seldom more than "twelve or thirteen® children pass
the premisess that, to his (LaRussa's) knowledge, there have neyer
been any liquor violations or have there been complaints from Our
%ad{nof Mount Carmel Church with respect To the conduct of the
usiness, : ,

o Maria Chiovetta {(who has rezided at 72 Olenridge Avenue
for the past two years) testified that her ftwo children attend

Our Lady of Moun%t Carmel sgchool, which is tweo and one-half blocks
away from her home, and that they pass the present premises but
the children have never experienced any trouble with anyone .
patronizing appellant's establishment, ’

v Nicholas Zarra testified that he 1s a "trustees and
part-time bartender®™ in appellant?s premises and, although he
has resided for the past twenty years a block away from the
premises, his six children never had any difficulty or trouble
with anyone from appellant's place of business. -

Lo At the hearing held before respondent four persons
residing in the area of the licensed premises objected to the
transfer of the license. Thelr complaints were based on'nolse -

~and improper. conduct of certaln patrons of appellant. Mary
Del Visco (employed by the municipality as a crossing guard to
assist the children attending the parochial school located two .

+and one-half blocks away) testified that the majority of the .-
children use the north side of Glenridge Avenue where the =~

proposed premises are located. -

v Robert F, Edwards (municipal town plammer and executive
~director of the redevelopment agency, and who also acts as .
‘sécretary to the Board of A&justmemtg testified at the hearing - .
herein that it is his opinion the grant of the transfer would
have an adverse effect in the neighborhood. " Edwards stated that
"I-myself just can't think in terms of moving of a bar into 2
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"nelghborhood as a means of perpetuating and advancing the welfare.f
of the citizens of that nelghborhcod.” He further said that o
"the present location is on what is referred to.as the south side.
of Glenridge Avenue and backs up against the railroad facilities .
tracks and is really on the boundary, ihe border, of this so~ =
called neighborhood," Edwards testified that between 3:00 and
4:00 p.m. on September 7, 1966, he made a count of the number of .
children passing the respective premises and observed tfenty~five

“or thirty children pass the proposed location and only two -

.-¢hildren pacs the present licensed premises. Edwards further

testified that, although located in a commercial zone, he .~ -
considers the site of the propcsed ‘premises as a nonaconforming
use. : _ , )

: On cross examlnatlan Hdwards testified that, the day
when.he made the check of the children walking on Glenridge Avenueq
the school bus was not in operation. Edwards also expressed the

~opinion that, although more families reside on the side of e
Glenridge Avenue where the proposed premises are losated, "it is.-
“not bubstantialm" B ‘ o . : ,

: When asked whether The new premises Would not increase
,property values, he replied “Noa I dontt follow that because if ”«
‘the use isn't what you intend to promote in the neighborhood then,“
‘merely enlarging the use snd making it more enhanced doebn’t 3
“better it, It goes the copposite. It would create greater. el
nuisances than the present location." Edwards also testified that}’
the side of the street where the licensed premises are at present i
.is included in the urban renewal development plan whereas the
jside of the street where the proposed- pPQMiSGo are located is;not.

- Ellen Scda (daugntermlnmlaw of the owner of the AR
bulldlng where the appellantts 13quor license is now located) A
testified that her main objsction to the transfer of the’ 1icense,5iﬂ
'is for the children who will pass the new licensed premises. Co

: Antoinette Rubino objects to the tfansfer of the RO
*license because she resides next deor to the proposed premises. L
She states that at present the licensed premiseq are "bad enough."f;;

The complaints made by obgectors r931d1ng in the area
.are based on noise and other amnoyances resulting from patrons . ' ..
of appellant's place of business. Some of the' objectors: indicated
‘that on occasion they had called the police but there is no. FR
indication that a formal complaint was ever made against the . = _g~
operation of appellant“s establishment., Although appellant has
held a liquor license in excess of twenty years, there is no .
record that at any. time charges of mismanagement or. mlsconduct ‘
were. instituted against it. It appears significant. that if the
conditions were as bad as. cbjectors! witnesses. contend, %h PR
municipallty had never preferred. discﬁplinary proceedingo against
appeljant@ "It is quite apparent, if the objections are 0" be’ ‘
accepted that the failure to start proceedings was not due to a ;"
lack of awareness by the town offlcials with reference to the: 7
,alleged ‘conditions. ‘I might add that there was no testimony given,
by ‘any ‘member  of’ the respondent Board of Commissioners, It — .
appears odd that, at this time when a transfer of the license,- _
from-an‘old building on oneé side of the street to a new structure o
immediately across the street is sought, objections charging - .
misconduct or mismanagement by appellan% should arise, If the
operation of a licensed premises becomes intolerable to persons
residing in the area thereof, it 1s the duty of the municipal:-
authorities to takc action to suppress the contlnuance of such
c@naiiicnsa S e
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e During the testimony of Robert F, Edwards (town

“;planner) ‘he” stated that he considered that the north side of

" Glenridge Avenue whereon the new premises are located as a
non-conforming use. However, no definite probative evidence with
_nelation thereto was presented. ,

P -~ The transfer of a liquor license is not an inherent
or automatic right, If denied om reasonable grounds, such
~action will be affirmed. Richmon, Inc, v. Trenton éulletin
1560, Item 4. However, where it appears that the &enial was
“arbitrary and unreasoname9 the actlon will be reversed.
Tompkins v, Seaside Heights, Bulletin 1398, Item 13 Bomwell v,
Newark, Bulletin J 1639, Item L. The instant case appears comparable
to tbe case of Blvona V. Hock et al., 5 N.J. Super. 118. 1In
:that case the couwrt staved as follows:

".o.the issue is; not whether a discretionary
power has been. improp@aly\exerelsed but rather whether
in the exercise of the power Teapec%ing transfers,

‘ReSs 33:1-26, authority existed in the local body to
~refuse a txansfer of a license for the reason upon which
- the refusal was based.” Cf. South Jersey Retail
Liquor Dealers Assoeiation v, Burnett, 125 N.J.L. 105
(Sup,.Ct, 19%0)0

The court further puintec out thatsz .

", ..the Legislature has nobt sought to delegate
unlimited 'discretion! tec these ag@nmiesg but rather
has spelled out a system within the principles of
which the agencies shall acte A@cozd1ngly,-ﬁ< - courts
mest measure the propwlety of the administrative
actlon by the authority g?ﬂnfed and may nob merely
surrender the subject matter to the agencies on the
premise that theirs is a discretion exercisable on

~ the basis of any and all factors which pe%ﬁain to th

-political issue of prohibitlmnm“ B

are located dlrectly across the stroeﬁ from itu' vosent lo
Thus such transfer would not result in a new liguor outlet in

the area, Cf, Plecirillo v. lyndhurst, Bull@tln 1;78 Item 3

affirmed Moderelli ond. Iyndhurst v, PlCerLliﬁ and Div1sien o%
Alcoholic Beverage Control (App.Div, 1966), not offigiﬁllﬁr“““'
_reported, recorded in Bulletin 1662, Ttem %

See also BemwelL~4,
Nevark, supra, affirmed id nom. (App Div, 1966), not officially
‘reported, recorded in Bulletin 16(9'79 ltem i3 L&m§ub1§kyi Inc0 v.
Pateroon, Bulletin 1662, Item 2. T

It is an uncontraverted Lact that th license sought.
for transfer is in the same area and within a comparatively ‘shor
distance of its present location. After cdrcjul examination of
the evidence presented in this matter, I conclude that responde
denial of the appellant?s application for the placeafo place“
transfer of its license was unreasonable, arbitrary and an abuse
‘of its discretion., . Therefore it is recommenaed that respondent
‘action in the case sub Judice be revers and that the
application for transfer be granted condi%ioned upon proof of

,Acompliance with all the necessary prerequisites. - ."1i};?

Conclueioﬂs and Orde?

' No exceptions to the Hearer'“ report were iiled
,pursuant to Rule 1% of State Regulation No, 15,
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- exhibits and

After careful examination and consideration of the L
record herein 1nc1uding the transcripts of the testimony, the
the Hearer's report, I concur in the findings and

- conclusions of the Hearer and adopt them as my conclusions

herein. I find that the denial of the transfer was unreasonable.jf

35The action of respondent will therefore be reversed. N

"'at midnight, June 30, 1966, Appellant, during the pendency of
- this appeal, obtained

The 1icense originally sought to be transferred expired*f{

a renewal of its 1icense for the current

+ licensing year for premises 56 Glenridge Avenuei which renewal

. is subject to the ultimate outcome of the appea
- State Regulation No, 15»}

| Rule 13 of '

Aceordingiy, 1t isy on this 13th day of December, 966,
ORDERED that the aotlon of re3pondent be and the same i@

t; hereby reversed and respondent is directed to transfer appellant's

- éurrent plenary retail consumption license to 61 Glenridge Avenue

3.

" ABELARDO RAUL SOTO "PRUNA,

appellant.

'BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF
| THE TOWN OF WEST NEW YORK,

ABY THE DIRECTOR.

in accordance with the transfer application heretofore filed by

/

JOSEPH P. tORDI
DIRECTOR

APPELLATE DECISIONS - S0TO PRUNA v, WEST NEW YORK,
t/a THE TROTTERS CLUB,

ON APPEAL

'Appellant9‘ ORDER

Ve

)
)
)
)
)
)

Respondent,

" o e . - o - - > 50 o0 I e O o S B SAm SR TR W U OTD T A €D MED B8 O

.Anthony P. Peduto, Esq., Attorney for Appelle,nte .
‘Samuel L. Hirschberg, Esqs,,by Louis L. Flaum% Esqe9 Attorney

- for Responden

<

Appellant appeals. from respondent‘s action revoking

‘his license effective October 20, 1966-for permitting acts of -

' violence, brawls and disturbances on the licensed premises and -

conducting the licensed business as a nuisance. : Upon filing of

" the appeal I entered an order staying the revocatlon pending

- the determination of the appeal.

' On December 5, 1966 I revoked the license of appellant:?ff

in disciplinary proceedings conducted by me for procurement for-
prostitution, permitting acceptance of numbers bets on the 1i- i
-censed premises and sale In violation of State Regulation No. 38 o
‘Re. Soto Pruna,, Bulletin 1713, Item Too 0 o :

B Prior to the hearing of the appeal hereln by letter
dated December 13, 1966 appellant advised me that the appeal was’

,w1thdrawn., No. reason appearing to the contrary,

It is, on this 15th day of December 1966
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ORDERLD that the appeal herein be and the same is -
~ hereby dismissed and the order staying respondent's order of
revocation is vacated. It is further

ORDERED that respondent's order of revocation be re-
instated against Plenary Retail Consumption License C-46,
issued by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of West New
York to Abelardo Raul Soto Pruna, t/a The Trotters Club, for
‘premises 5816 Hudson Avenue, West New York. :

JOSEPH P. LORDI
DIRECTOR

+,; DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - PURCHASE FROM ANOTHER RETAILER -
UNLAWFUL TRANSPORTATION - LICENSE -SUSPENDED FOR 30 DAYS,
LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Disclplinary
Proceedings against

WILLIAM L. OAKLEY -~
t/a RAMA LANES ,
74l Hamburg. Turnplke
Pompton Lakes, N I

- CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary’ Retail Consumption
License C~7, issued by the Borough
Council of the Borough of Pompton Lakes

3N G W T P ben i P G Nes SOV Ben Tve W S S0 W WY WD CEp M Pewe T e WA LI A SN LD L A8 AN P G0 e il M S0 Pt W

o’ - | N’ N’ s

Licensee, Pro se. ‘ ' ~
David S. Plltzer, Esq., Appearing for Div131on of Alcoholic
. Beverage Control,

BY ‘THE DIRECTOR:

Llcensee pleads guilty to charges alleglng that on
divers date& between September 12 and October 10, 1966, he
(1) purchasod atcoholic beverages from another. retaller in

violation of Rule 15 of State Regulation No. 20, and (23 transported
suoh alcoholic beverages in a vehicle not bearing transit insignia,
in v1olaulon of Rule 2 of State Regulation No. 17.

' Reports of investigation disclose that between the
dates alleged the licensee was listed on the Non-Delivery List
pursuant to Rule 3 of State Regulation No, 39 by reason of long
continued listing on the Default List, in consequence of which
“he obtained his requiremento of alcoholic beverages from another- »
retailer and transported his purchases to his licensed premwses e
In an” unllcensed vehlcleo »

: - Absent prior record, the license will be suspended I
on the first . charge for twenty days (Re Hauge, Bulletin 1629, Item
+3) and on- the second charge for ten days (Re Flohtelberg,

Bulletln 1575, Item 1), or a total of thirty days, with re=-
“mission of five days for the plea entered leavlng a net suspen51on
of. twenty—Flve days. L 3 ) A

Accordingly, it 1s, on this 6th day of December, 1966

_ORDERED - that Plenary Retall Consumption License C~ 75
ssued. by the Borough Council of the Borough of Pompton Lakes to
Wllllam L. Oalkley, t/a Rama Lanes, for premises 7+ Hamburg

‘Turnpike, Pompton Lakes, be and the same is hereby suspended for :'
tw ntwaife (25) days, commencing at 3:00 a.nm. Thursday December_

1906 ~and termln&blng at 33 OO 8oMa Monday, January 2, 1967

JOSEPH P, LORDI
©DIRECTOR -
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‘5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~ SALE TO MINORS - LICENSE SUoPENDED
TOH 15 DAYS, LESS 5 POR PLEA - DEEERRnD EFFECTIVE DATE OF
JSPENSION.

”In the Mauter of Disciplinary

Proceedings. agalnst ‘
FRED L. TRAUTWEIN ~ CONCLUSIONS
t/a SARATOGA BAR

AND ORDER
203 S, New York Ave. ‘
"~ Atlantic City, New Jersey

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-20%, issued by the Board

of Commissioners of the City of

Atlantic City.

Samuel Epstein, Esq., Attofney for Licensee,

Fdward F. Ambrose, Esqo, Appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

L L N ~ N~ N

BY THE DIRECTOR°

. Llcensee pleads non vult to a charge. alleglng that on
September s 1966, he sold “drinks of beer to two minors, ages: 19 L
_and 20, in v1olation of Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 50 y“ :

: Absent prlor reéord the license will be suspended for -
.fﬁfteen days, with remission cf five days for the plea- entered,
~leaving a net suspension of ten days@ Be Ralnbow Rooma Inca,
.Bulletin 1678, Item k4, ~

. Recent report of investigation dlscloses that the
“licensed business is not preeently Leing ¢onducted, usually
. closing in early fall and reopening in the late spring or early.
summer. . Thus, no effective penalty can be imposed at this time, -
-Hence’ the effective dates for the suspension will be fixed by -
“the entry. of a further order herein after the operatlon of the -
"licensed hu31ness shall ‘have Dbeen fully resumed on a substantial
}basis.A . 4 o . :

. Accordlngly, it is, on thls l2th day. of December, 1966,v

‘ ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-20%,
issued by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Atlantic Ci%y'
to Fred L. Trautwein, t/a Saratoga Bar, for:premises 203 S. New ..
York Avenue Atlantlc City, be and the same 15 hereby suspended -
for ten (103 days, the eflective dates of such suspension to be
flxed by further order as’ aforesaldo

JOSEPHiP; LoRDIV
' DIRECTOR =~

Q
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6. . : ACTIVITY REPORT FOR DECEMBER 1966

ARRESTS3 : , ,

Total mumber of persons arrested = = = - « = e mam - e e e m e e ca e e ..o .-
Licensees and enployees = = = « = = = = = = - 10 '
BOOTIEggers - = = ~ m v = 0 o e e e oo 9

SEIZURES: A :
Distilled alcocholic beverages = gallofs = = = = = = = = - ;e = e m 2 e v e oo == - -
Uing =gallons = = = - e o 0 c e o - e e h e e e e L e mr e mc e el e
Brewed malt alcoholic beverages -28ll0NS ~ - = =« =~ = = e wr o e e e .- - m———

RETAIL LICENSEESs . ) - '
Premises fnspecied = » = = - o o e e c D e e e f e e e mm e e et e .- - -
- Premises where alcohollc beverages were gauged ~ - = = < - - < - - o oo oo .- ..

Boitles govged = =~ = = = = o o ;e e e e e n e W e e e m e e e, ... ... 8,568

Preujses where violations were Found --------- e e .- - e e e e
© Violations found - = « < = = = = = . R T T L e S e~
Ungualified employees = = = = = = = « = 50 Dlsrosal permﬁ necessary = = = - - -
Application copy not availeble - - - - - Pronibited Signs = = = ~ = = = = = = = |
Ofher mnrcmﬂle busingess ~ = = = = = - : 9 Other’ vmlafions ........... 17

- Rea. 433 sign.not posted = = - « - = - o )

STATE LICENSEES: : ; : )

Premises inspecfed = - = = ~ = o = om0 oo o I
- Llcense applications jnvestigated = = « = = = = = 0 2 - c 4 - o e am o e et e m e -
. COMPLAINTS: - ‘ :

- Complaints assigned for investigation = « = = = = = = = = = g —— - .- _————-
Investigations completed < = = = - - e e c s c cc c e e e C e et r e m e et e e .- =
Investigations pending = = = » = = - = e e a - e e e e e e e e ..., e .. —.— -

LABORATORY 2 ‘ - : : - ' ~
Eralyses mads - w = e o v o - v o - .- e m - ..o - e e mm . e- - ‘-
Refills from licensed premises = bottles = e = w ~ e o e c c c e e v e e c m e e e = —-— -
Bottles from unlicensed premises = = = = = =« « = = - e m e m e e e o e o -- -

IDENTIFICATIONs
Criminal fingerprint fdentificationsmade = = - = = o c 0 = 0 o - o d i e f e r e e s e e ===
Persons fingerprinted For non-criminal PUTPOSES = = = = = = = c = o = = = e == oo w e w=
Identification confac’rs nade.with other enforcement agencles = = - = « e = m e o o o - - =

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS :

Cases fransmitted to mumcipaliﬂes . e m A e e b e e d e ... —————— -
Violations involved = = = = =« c = = 2 e c e e v m o n oo T T
Sale curing prohibited hours - - - - - - 6
Sale TORINOTS = = = = = = = = o = = = 5
Cases instituted at Di\nsmn -------- e e n e - - - m e e e s e m e .. -
. ¥iclations involved - = = = = = = = - < - B
Sale during prohibited hours = = = = = - 7 Sale Yo non-members by clb - - ~ - - -1
_Possessing liquor nat truly labeled - - -~ 5  Solicitor aiding & abetting unauth. sale 1
Pemn’rhng lottery acﬂvﬁy on prem. - - 4 Possession by sol. of ill. beverages w/
Sgie 10 MiNOrS = = = = ='= = = = -——— 5 intent to sell = = = = == = = = = = 1
Sale fo intoxicated persons = - - « = < 2 S Fraud end front = = = = = = = == == 1
. Sale outside scope of license = - - ~ = Permitting bookmeking on premises - - -
-Failure to close prem. during proh. hrs. - 2 Permitting females at bar (local reg. ) -
Fraud in epplication = = = = = = = =« - - Hindering investigation = = - = = = -'- T
Cases brought by municipalities on own imﬂahve and reported 10 Division.= = = s = = = = = - - -
. ¥iolations involved = ~ve = = = « = = = D S T T T e
"Sale to MiNOrS = ===~ ======="12 Licensee working while intoxicated - - . 1
- Permitting brawl on premases - 2 . Sele to intoxicated persons = -+ < == -
-Conducting business as & nuisance - --. -~ 2- Hindering investigation = = = - - = T
. Permitting persons.of i1l repute on prem. ‘1. Pemitting gembling on premlses - -
~ - Permifting immoral acty. on premlses =< 1 Fraud in appkicafion e e m e
~ HEARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: - . R ) o e ]
" Total nuaber of hearmgs held - X ' ' . : - -
Appeals = = == w = = = == e e Seizures I
S Disciplingry proceedings « == == = = == - 27 Tax revocations « = = = =« ~"=
CEligihililY r e e s e e e e s e s e’ 8 _Applicahons for llcense -
- STM‘-' LICEMSES AND PERMITS ISSUED: Dol o sl e
“Total nunber asaued e et e, .. e — e ————— - = R R T I

TLIQENSES en e e - — - e T S Social aFFair pernits - » =< - - -~ 355 .

. Soliciters? pem:?s el e e m e === 25 Yine permits - - - = - mim - - Sy
iEmployment permits = = == = = 2 - e am - 324 - Miscellaneous permits . B - 258
‘:,.;‘DCSposal perma’rs et e st e aie = e == 67 Trensit insignia = - =% = = - - == - 252 - -
y Sl . Trepsit cerhricaies Tt TR § N

Gt o Gt

ot et et ot Pt

OFFICE oF Amusmem GAHES CONTROLs RN
Llcensea issuw M e e m e 95

Joscgh P. Lord;.

oo ' Commls..mner of Amusemenf Gemes Control
: ﬁa%ed .Jam;ary 9, 1967 . o

""Incwdea one car«ccuaﬂon proceedmg - llcense improvidenﬂy lssuad in +ha+ llcen.,ee not bona f ide club.
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W7

Director of Alcoholic Beverage COn+rox‘ .
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'SEIZURL - FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS - UNLAWFUL TRANSPORTALION OP
}‘ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES - MOTOR VEHICLE AND ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES::
7 ORDERLD PORFPITED - CLAIM OF INNOCENT LIENOR RECOGNIZED._ ﬂ‘“

.%In Lhe Matter of the Seiyure. )y

~on August 29, 1966 of a .. - S Case No, 11,765
“quantity of alcohol and a ' 3 - ON HEARING .
Chevrolet sedan on the New ‘ CONCLUSIONS
Jersey Turnpike, 5% Mile Post, - ) AND ORDER -

‘in the Township of Bordentown B - o

‘County of Burlington and btato-~r )

of New Jersey. - , ‘
,Commercial Credit Corporation by Rlobard Horvathy District
o Manager.

_:I. Edward Amada, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic
b Beverage CQﬂE?Oin S :

ngY 1HE DIRBCTOR°

o ' - This matter came on for hearing puvsuanu to the pro~
vislons of Title 33, Chapter 1 of the Revised Statutes of New
Jersey and State Regulation No. 28 to determine whether six
-containers of alcohollc beverages and a Cherrolet sedan, more
particularly described in an inventory amnexed hereto, made
part hereof, and marked ocheduie HAY . selzed on Augus% 29, 1960
on the New 3ersey Turnpike, 54 Mile Polbﬂ Bordentown Townshilp
ANew Jersey constitutes unldwful preperty and uhﬁﬂjd be forfei%eda

- . When the matter came on for hearing purbuant to
R.S. 33: 1-66, the only appearance was one entered on behalf of
the Commercial Credlt Corporation which sought recognition of
its lien upon the :said motor wvehicle.

7 . The facts as they appeair Ifrom the wreports of ABC
‘agents and other documents in the file refleet the following-
.On Monday, August 29, 1956, at about 8:15 z.m. a WNew Jersey
"State trooper sfoop@i the motor vehicle in queoLLou on the
‘New Jersey Turnpike aforesaid. The said vehilcle bore North
<Carolina license plates No. 84786, cegistered in the name of
-Laura Lee Strong of Shelby, North CaroTina9 and was beling
‘operated by Johnny Lee Chapman, . The trooper found six onewgallon
jugs of alcohel in the car, two of whlch were on the floor, and -
fourof which were in the- %runk compartment. None of the jugo
had affixed to them any stamps indlcating payment of taxes,
The -trooper took possessiom of the sald jugs of alcohol and the
motor: vehicle, all of whlch were turned over o agents of this
Division,, . : _ .

: . Chapman was thereupon arreeted charged wjth transﬁ T
portation and possession of untaxed aloohol in violation of - -
"R484+33:1~2, pursuant to R.S. 33:1-50, and waa held in bail for e
:!arraignment in the Bordentown Townbhip Muniojpal Court., '

o on Sepbcmber 1y 1966 a'oample of the contents of one;“f

of the. said gjugs was analyzed bv the Division chemist who ' . -
“reports:that it is an alcoholic beverage, f£it for beverage
”burpoges9 with an alcoholic content of M? 58%

RS A The . alcoholic bevera es soiaed herein are- illlclt T
5~gbecauso they are: untaxed and were i]]egally transported. Thus, ?
'the said beverages and the motor vehiecle in which they were =

57,“trangportod constitute. unlawful property and should be forfoiﬁede-

R.5. 33:1-1(x and y), .S 33 1~¢, R.s. 3 1~ 50 R, S, 33 1- 66
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: Richard Horvath the Dlstrlct Manager of the East

J-Orange office of the Commerc1ai Credit Corporation testified
that the account covering the sale of the seized vehicle

~.was purchased by the Charlotte, North Carolina branch of this
.company, from City Chevrolet prior to which purchase it made a
;thorough background investlgatlon of Laura Lee Strong and
Jonnny Chapman.
Its investlgatlon disclosed that Laura Lee Strong was

69 years of age, retired, and had 2 bank account with the First
National Bank of Shelby, North Carclina. She had also had a
satisfactory credit standlng with local merchants, including
Sears, Roebuck and Co. In addition, the lienor checked with
‘the Criminal Identification Division of chelby, North Carolina
police department and the County Sheriffis Deparument at
Shelby, North Carolina and ascertained that there was no
criminal record with respect to the owner of the motor vehicle.

: A further check was made on the employment of Chapman

and it was ascertained that he is married and has been employed
~for the past three years as a master machinist with a local
-company s

, A check of hig credit references revealed that he
. had made prompt payments to the M and J Finance Company which
“had prev1ouoly financed his purchase of an automobile.

- I am satisfied from the evidence presented that the
claimant acted in good faith, and did not know or have any

- reason to believe that Laura Lee Strong and Johnny Chapman would -

“be dnvolved in Tthe unlawful possession or*transportation of the
illicit alcoholic beverages for which this motor wvehicle would
be used. Seizure Case No. 10,975, Bulletin 1507, Item 3;

',Selzure Case No. 10, Wb, Bulletin 1383, Item 5,

o . I shall, tharefore, recognize the lien of the
yCommer01a1 Credlt Corporation upon the motor vehicle in question -
- to the extent due on its conditional sales contract of a balance -
©of $3,201.90. - It appears that the appraised retail value of =~
- ~the Chevrolet motor vehicle would not exceed the amount of the
lien claim and costs of seizure and storage. Therefore, such
- motor vehicle shall be returned to the Commercial Credit
- Corporation upon- payment by claimant of costs .of seizure and
p:storage of the Chevrolet s»dano

' . Accordlngly it is DETERMINED and ORDERED that if on
‘cr before the 27th day of December, 1966, Commercial Credit
Corporation, a corporation, pays the costs of the seizure
~and” storage’ of the Chevrolet automobile, fully deseribed in .
~ Schedule "A" attached hereto, such motor, vehlcle w111 be R
»;returned to it; and it is further L o

. DETuRMINbD and ORDERED that the alcohoiic beveraves-
“'seized herein constitute unlawful property, and the same be andi

- ~hereby.are forfeited in accordance with the provisions of _

" .RyS, 33:1-66 and that they be retained for the use of hospltﬁls
and . State, county. and municipal institutions or destroyed, in
" whole or in part, at the direction of the Dlrector of” the ‘
:D1v1510n of Alcoholic ‘Beverage: Controlo .

 bated: December 16, 1967 .JOSEPH P. LORDL
| T - | DIRECTOR
SCHEDULE MAM \ .

6 ~ containers of dlCOhOlLC ‘beverages
1 - 1966 Chevrolet % door Hardtop, Serial No.
166 396 A JJO/M/, North Carolina License SZ 786,
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8, STATUTORY AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION. - ORDER LIFTING S_&PEN ION.

Auto.Susp. r297 :

In the Matter of a Petitlion to Lift

the Automatic Suspension of Plenary

Retail Consumption License C-220,
-+1ssued by the Board of Alcoholic

Beverage Control for the Clty of

Paterson to

ON PETITION

Anna & Joseph Velky
t/a Getty Avenue Tavern
304 Getty Avenue

- Paterson, N. J. -

W e ace T GMp ST 'R ek GYR ONE MR WY (e NEB 5D (UM @B GTR GRY CIP SX3 WM S (N O3 S ST MSE 6N TR TRA IR T W NS MR DR WS B 0D

|
s " N - N | g

BY THE DIRECTOR:

It appears from the petition- filed@hereln“and the ,
‘records of this Division that on October 21,°1966, Anna Velky,
one of the licensees=-petitioners, was fined $- h the - '
Passaic County Court after pleading guilty to 'arge of sale
of alcoholic beverages to a minor on August 19,1966
violation of R.S, 33:1-77. The conviction resulted in the
automatic suspension of petitioners' license. for the balance
of its term. R.S. 33:1-31.,1. Because of the pendency. of this
: proceed:mgz the statutory automatic suspension not been
effectuatea, .

It further appears that in dlscipllnar : rbceedings
conducted by the municipal issuing authority, the dicense was
suspended for ten days effective 3:00 a,m. January 14 1967, and
terminating at 3:00 a,m. January 24 1967, on -a charge alleging
sale of alcoholic beverages to the Same minor, which sale was.
the subject of the previous criminal conviction. ‘Hence, I shall
1ift the automatic suspension in anticipatienco serviece of

_the municipal su3p9n31on. Re Zergiebel, Bulletl '1, Item 8.

Accordlngly, 1t is, on this 15th day of ecember, 1966

) : ORDERED that the statutory automatic suspension of
said license C-220 be and the same is hereby stayed in the
' ’meantime and 1s 11fted effective 3:00 eI, Tuesday, January 2% 1967.

" JOSEPH P. LORDI S
o DIRECTORV ’ '
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9« DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO A MINOR. - LICDNSB SUSPENDED
FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA, .

In the Matter of Dlsoiplinary
- Proceedings against
A.BeT. CORPORATION S
t/a hey Bar CONCLUSIONS -
202 8. 4th St,

AND "ORDER
Ca,mden9 New Jersey’ o

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-149, issued by the Municipal

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of
- The City of Camden.

T O 229 405wt Fs U 0 he3 0 By VI 0k £ Y A0 TS YO0 T B8 I A Mk (e T S8 A e 0 (g W S S (S e G B e

R N N Y

David NWovack, Esq., Attorney for Licensee,
Edward ¥, Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcdholic'
: Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR: - ‘*;:;-»4-

, . Licensece pleads non vult to a charge alleglnv that -
on October 28, 1966, it sold a drink of beer to a mlnor, age 18
“in v1olat10n of Rule 1 of State Regulation No, 20.

, Absent prior record the license will be suspended for
flfteen days, with remission of five days for the plea entered
leaying a ne% suspension of ten days. Re Enkoch, Inc. Bulletin
1678 Item o

Accordingly, it is, on bhls 27th day of December, 1966$

' - ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License lehm
‘issued by the Municipal Board of Alccholic Beverage Control of
the City of Camden to A.B.J. Corporation, t/a Key Bar, for :
premises 202 South 4th Street, Camden, be and the same is hereby
- suspended for ten (10) days, commen01ng at 2:00 a.m. Tuesday,
~January 34 1967, and. termlnating at 2:00 2o, Friday, January

139 1967,

~ JOSEPH P. LoRDI;s_*
DIRECTOR
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10;; DlWPIPEINARY PROCEEDINGS -~ ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT TRULY
' LABELED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 TOR PLEA.

4 In the Matter of D1301plinary : \ )
o Procaedlngs agalnst )
. AMALGAMATED LOCAL #731
United Automobile Workers of America D] CONCLUSIONS
1320 Parkway Avenue AND ORDER
Ewing Township - ) -
- PO Trenton, Ve J6 \
Hol@ev of Club License CB-1l, issued by - ’
the Tovmship Committee of the Township )

of Bwing.,

Pellettieri and Rabstein, Esqgs., by George La Pellettieri, Esqge,
Attorneys for Licen°eea : :

Philin Margulles, Esqe., Appearing for Division of Alcohollc
Beverage C»on%rol0 _

BY THu DIRECTOR"

Licensee pleads non vult to a charge alleging that on
July 6, 1966, it possessed an alcoholic beverage in a bottle
bearlnv a 1aoel which did not truly describe its contents, in
V101atlon of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20, -

Absent prlor record, the 1¢oense will be suspended
for ten days, with remission of five days for the plea entered,
leaving a nei suspension of five days. Re Sohaunchak, Bulletln
1697, Item 10, ~

Accordingly, it is, on this 3rd day of January 19675

ORDERED that Club Liceﬁbe CB~1l, issued by the iownshlp
Committee of the Township of Ewing to Amalgamated Local #731,
United Automobile Workers of Amer1039 for premises 1320 Parkway
Avenue, Ewing Townshlp, be and the same is heveby suspended for
o Tive (5) days, ccmmencing at 2:30 a.m, Monday, January 9, 1967,
-and Lermlnatlng at 23 30 a.m. Saturday, Jaﬁuary 1k, 1967, .

JOSEPH P, LORDI
DIRECTOR

11, STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATION FILED,

Dorchestery, Inc,

- 30 Bleeker Street

Millburn, New Jersey
Application filed February 16, 1967 for place-tprlace
transfer of Plenary Wholesale License W-69 from . . .
60 Rallroad Street Hasbrouck Heights, New Jerse;y‘0 .

/2 .‘?fil ﬁ’
"/;,_7 e g ’
9§cph’ﬁ~4iora¢ f

Director

New Jersey State Library



