
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
744 Broad Street, Newark, No Je 

BULLETIN NUMBER 1770 MAY ~24, 1937 

1. DISCIPLINAHY PROCEEDINGS - IRREGULARITIES OF PROCEDUHE CURED BY 
CONSENT - HEREIN OF THE KEYPOET VIGILANTES AND THE SPEED itECORD 
THEY ESTABLISHEDo 

May 14, 1937. 

Dear Commissioner Burnett: 

I am writing you in reference to an ~ction taken by 
the Police Committee of the Borough of Keyport. 

It seems that the Monmouth Vv'ine :.:,nd Liquor Company of 
Keyport have a plenary retail consumption license and on Sunday· 
morning, Msy 9th, 1937, I understand that they were guilty of a 
violation in keeping open after the regular closing time. 

The Police Committee immedictely met nnd received evi­
dence of the police officers. 

They c::.lled Mr. Einzinger i.n who is he2d of the Monmouth 
Wine and Liquor Company -and .he admitted his guilt and wni ved the 
required notice of hearing and the Police Committee imposed a pen­

" alty by suspending his license for five days, from the morriing of 
May 12th, 1937 until the opening on i\!I('.~y 17th, 1937. 

The council of course took a short cut to justice and I 
advised them that vvha.t they should have done was to hCLve a regular 
complaint signed, revocation proceedihgs taken, being served with 
the proper notice nnd hqlding n hearingo 

However, on checking up the m0.tter, I find that if they 
erred ~t nll, it w8s in their zeal in the directi~n of enforcement. 

At least Qther licensE holders in tho Borough will know 
that in case of violo.tions, purdshmont will not only be certain 
but hction will be speedy and I think will have a salutary effect. 

I undcrstnnd trmt th(:; licensee is complying ·vvi th the 
action 0f the Police C,:.nrkli ttec ;;_rnd ru:~s suspended. buslnoss and 1,vill 
observG tho pl°jna.l ty, reg(irdles~; of the inf·Jruwl procedure.. · 

I one lose you hsrc;ii th 2 copy of th0 lett>:;r· thri. t vvc.s 
served upon him by the pJlice officers. 

In orc~cr that the: matter mc.y be in ;;r-.Jper shape: up,-:m 
the iec0rds of the Bor~ugh of Keyp~rt, as the Council meets at 
their next reguln.r meeting 1Jn Mo.y 2t.1th~ I th-.)ught that I ·would 
have prGpared a complete report cf the mctt0r by the P~lice Com­
mittee and have their action ratified by the Council by formal 
resolution so that this will be on the records of the ~orough 
Council. 

I would apprccia t0 ycmr cornm.:mts in tho n1r:_ tter, 

Yours very truly, 

HOWARD ~. ROBERTS 
Borough Counsel ,J:f the Borough of Keyport. 
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Howard Wo R~bcrts, Esqo, 
Atl"·ntic Highlands, No Jo 

Niy dt.:.?r Mr. IL)b er ts: 

SHEET 2. 

·JVIay 17th, 1937. 

I have yours .Jf tho 14th ro M,)ru.n.:mth Wine ~tr1d Liquor 

The speed of Jersey justice is proverbial but for sheer 
sprinting ability, Keyport leads us alll The Soviet itself 
couldn't hnve moved fQster, or more highhnndedlyll Even the 
Caliph of Bagdad, the old Shinto himself, who meted out justice 
Qmbidextrously as he wnlked to 2nd fro, - indicting, convicting 
and sentencing poor devils Jn the tvvink of c.~n eye - ii\iould h2.ve h~~~d 
to step on the gas to 1-ceep pctce with the KGypo:rt Police J J l 

Since the licensee wo.;3 caught red-handed, .'.~dmi tted .its 
guilt, "vv'n:ived the required notice of hearing", and has submitted 
without e .. murmur to nn enforced vnce;.tion, no rights have been in­
v2ded 2nd no injury done, assuming, of course, th~t it was the li­
censee who did the nw.·.:dving" and not tho Police Committee as proxy 
for him. The inco.nt:~Ltion volenti Q.QD fit injuri~. h::..s s~.ved many 
cnother day as welll 

When licensees knovi1 th::. t pun1shrnent is svvift nnd surt:::, a 
giant stride is tnken toward the gonl of law and order. Th2t is 
why my hat is off to the Kl:;;/ port vigilcmtes 9 

In the future, however, it ':J. .. _:.uld be prefcrD.ble t,J do it 
the Awcrican ~2Y and give the licGnse~ ~ chance to plead, if not 
pr2y, before he did penance, for if the licensee had cppenled, it 
·would have been my painful duty, much as I c~pplaud the celerity of 
the PJlice C...:Hnmlttec, to have set aside the pr:Jcedurc~ unless the 
evidence wore cogent ~nd convincing thot he had WQived his rights 
t0 be he:.'.rd., ::·~nc. the. t without :.-Lny duress. 

The r.2tific~ti~n pr~cecdings yJu recoumcnd ~re ~pproved 
as sl1bmi ttcd. 

Very truly y·:.mrs, 

2. LICENSEES - LEWD PEHFOEMANCES -- DUTY OF LICENSEES TO KNOW M:m 
CONTROL AT ALL TIMES vmAT GOES ON IN LICENSED PllEMISES 0 

We ~1.re indebted t,) The C.~)mni.uni ty N·2·ks J ,Jf lvforchantville, 
for the following edit0ri~l: 

"DROP THE CURTAIN ON THESE fJHOWS o 

"The .:it her night .::m agent .. )f s·c.;:~ te C1JmmissL)DCI' Burnett 
went tJ c:-·.n inn in Pcrms:.rnken Townshin t~:.nd st:Jppcd r:~ 'girl sh.Yw.' 
It isn't in the nevrn bec.J.USC'. there wc:rc ru C:.rrt~sts an2i. no lcg1.l 
o.ction t.'.:.kcn. It wo.s [·~ •priv,~te party', CLvv:~.~Y from the regulnr 
cust.:Jmers. 

"N Jt mentioning nG..tn8 s might be:. unL:.ir to, sumc ,jf the 
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township inns, but not to thosG inn-Keepers generally known as men 
-vv-i th too much sonsc t.,) stoop to such methods of helping the cash 
registera Such shows are ,Jperated carefully and the police didn 1 t 
know about this one until after the evidence had been disp0sod of. 

"It is becoming fashionable to hc.:-i..vs a 'strip tease' act 
in SJme shovvs in some cities tho.t vvill permit ·~:hat r~~cy burlesque 
c.Jmpanios have offered for several years. Such acts are 'refined' 

· c Jmp,;tred with wh0. t is comm·Jnly called n 'girl sh.Jiiv 1 o 

"We take no pleasure in kn:)vd.ng tho t we live in a com­
munity in which lgirl shows' are c~mducted.. Thoy are held private­
ly nnd the next day 'half the town' knows about them. When one is 
held nt an inn,. it injures the reputati":m ·,)f E::very other inn in 
the tcnmship vd th someone hen ring the gcJssip, end n-.Jt kn.Jwing 
·which inn. It is fo) credit to the: members )f the g~)verning b'Jdy, 
the pJlice Jr the citizens when SJme Philadelphia or Camden 1play 
b.Jy' tells of the lh~Jt show' h8 sn.w in Pen:nsc.uirnn T.Jwnshi). 

"There is nJthing we ~nuw of tlr·.t ccm be dlspcnssd vdth 
to cause lsss loss th:::m obscene shJYJ'S. HJldfng them ~)rivately in 
a club or inn mal·rns them n.J less :Jffensive t,) honest citizens u.nd 
the laYv, thn.n if they were held .o:;ponly o" 

William J. Paul, Editor, 
The Community News, 
Mbrchantville, N. Jo 

DE:c::.r Mr. Po..ul: 

May 15, 1937. 

I havo just come ncross, in tho cli~ping service, your 
incisive and fo.r-sightcd edi t:=irie.l ·:::>f last m0nth cnti tled Tl Drop 
the Cur~ain Jn These Shows''; -- incisive, because it goGs straight 
to the ~')it of this dirty mess; fnr-sightcd, bcco.usc it antici~Jatcd 
the house--cleaning wh.ich .Jccurrod )Dly lEt.st vveek in New· Y·Jrl\: City 
where renewol licenses were refused t~ s0-cnlled burlosque shows 
fec::.turing "stri~! to~•.sc 11 2nd cithc~r jrgi8S :Jf lovi/cr smut; far-sighted 
too because evary decent licensee Kno~s thnt these revolting 
"girl shJws" :mark.~· milestone t·JW.Drd the d~)om of Re~Jeal. 

Long Branch, to its credit, rev~ked outright the liquor 
license of o pluce Vlhich stGged r.'. sh:YV'i ·-Jf this kind. 

Licensees Yih<::i f·Jul their ·J'Wn ncs ts vd.th fj_l th o.nd de­
grade their places with wnnt0n lewdness sh~uld be exterminated as 
fast ns Jossiblo. Responsibility cnnnut be shslved. It is th8 
duty 0f licensocs t.J J:\:n.Jw ;.~·.nd c x1tr· . .)l 2.t .:J.11 times vvho.t goes on in 
licens0d )remises. 

I am sur1:; that every right-thinking ci tizcn and clenn 
licensee appl&uds your edit~rinl. 

Sincerely y.Jurs, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
c,)rnmissionor. 
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3. APPELLATE DECISIONS - BLUI\ll VS. BOROUGH OF POMPTON LAA:ES. 

ISIDORE BLrJM, 

-vs-

BCROUGH COUNCIL OF THE 
BO:tWUGH OF POMPTON LAKES 
( p II(~ C' !\I f"'I COU'NT'') \ 1-' .. uU.t-.>. _ \.._. _.. • J. ,. 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Na th: .. :.niel Wel tchek, .Esc;., Attorney for AppelL-mt. 
John McN.:.:.ughton, Esq., Attorney for Respondent e 

BY S:HE COVWIISSIONER: 

Appellnnt appecd.s from dcnL1l of plenc.ry retrdl distribu­
tion license :for. premisi:~s. lociJ.ted <:Lt 124_, Vi2nc1.qu? Avc~me, PomRton 
L~-Lkc;s. The parties to T~his appo::,l ~:md t11e premises u1 question 
are the S2.rue as those involved in ?c previous ap;Je~11 entitled Blum 
vs. Pom-;Jton ;L(~ke..§_, Bulletin 1/126.J I~e:m <L 

Resnondent denh~d the :::.;JDlicr:'.tion in thi~3 c.~~se for the 
S~ffiC re~son given for its denicl in.the ~rcvious c~sd, n~mely, be­
cr~use the Borough Council of PomJ_)ton L:_•J:eos hn.cJ_ ndo~~/ced .:ln ordi­
n:Jnce on Nio.y 2nd., 1905 llmi ting the number of plcrinry retL~il dls­
tri.bution licE.mses to four :•.ncl bect'..mse the. ,:.i_llottcd number had nl­
re~dy been issued. 

_ In this D.~)j)e:~tl 2:-;pell~u1t m2Jrns no direct r;tt;::_ck u~Jon the 
reosonnbleness of the ordinsnc8 itsclfo He claims, however, that 
tho terms of the or dins.nee . hnv0· not bc8n enforced ::t.nc alleges, 
therefore, the.:. t rt-~spondent hc:s .~.cte:d lmrc2.son2bly r:.nd in bad fr~ith 
in denying his license be:cnuse: of the turms of s.::dd ordino..nce ~ 

If in f~ct respondent has issued distribution licenses in 
excess of the: numbc::r as J.imitcu. in its ordinr:.nco, the .:~~;~)lic~·'.tion 
of ths limi t::~.tion to t_h0 cxclusi.Jn of -);>cllc.nt v· .. .Juld !_-~-~-ipear to be 

·y,,_...,ri ~·bl·:._ qnr1 :i·· 0 •. i r-'t·"' "l> Cf K,-. ·'"'.lr) c• rp-,-,;-:. t. B ·1·1 0 t~• UYL .. t..:.·c.S.Jn,~. _ t:; c...c.L-1-•....i. C"l.,crim_n _t ul y. _. \.<.t , ... n V0 ._ ~l. ~n Jn; U_ ...1...1;.~ lD 
'#41, Itom 9~ 

The evidence in this cnsc ,- howcv:.:.:r, c~oes not sh0vJ that 
ros'.·:10ndont isEnJ.ed mor.:::: thc~n f,~mr distributi.Jn 1iccm~h~s after the 
ad,·):rtion ;.Jf j_ ts or'cUnanec. .h.~:\:·i~:::llc-~nt dl_:ic~.s n-::>t si.) c\:;:ntend. Hi.s on-
.tire argument is based u~on the f~ct th:t r0s~ondcnt IDQ~8 no at­
tern:;t t.:> 'close a ·)c1.ckage·, go,Jds sturE: .. ):1enod by Louis Schlenger J Inc o 

in Oct . .Jbcr 1936, c.ics-:;itc the f c ct th:-: t n ~~;)e:ll;::nt, )ri.Jr to filing 
his )resent ~;~lic~tion, sent Q i~tt0r t.J res)ondGntJ through his 
::itt.,.n•n0y, insisting th:J.t "since the B:Jrough has .seen fit t~) :.·icrm1t 
the continuance in r~~Lct ...:f n fifth distri.but:Lon est~·'..bl1shment", 
the ·~ll"'dinanct~ ho.s bc(m vi-.Jlr: tcd. 

The files A"' this D8~lrn:tmont sl:Dw tho.t L.Juls SchlLnger, 
Inc. is the holder of ?. )lunary 1"1...:ti~dl c<m.sum.r.Jti·,Jn J.icens0 j_ssucd. 
t.J it by rcs:1ondent Lw )re:mises J:enDwn r~.s 260 Wm1n.que Avenue, 
:P.om:-rt::::in Lr:t.1tcs; th1.t ·::irL)r t0 October 1936 it C'-Jnducti...::d [-~ t~·:.vcrn nt 
tha:t ~Lddrcss; thc;,t in Oct,Jb(;r 1936 it ji»E::nod c. sc)nr.':~te )ELcj_r.::-'g.,-:: 
g Jods _store at 258 Wr.:mo.que Avenue o 

Prior to the opening of its J~cknge goods stars, Louis 
Schl.:.mgsr, !nc. inquired uf this De;~ru·trncnt if the '~))Ol'C1.ti:JJ:1 c:f th8 
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po.cknge goods store was )Crmissiblc under its consumption license, 
and was 2dvised that the answer de]cnded entirely upon the de­
·scription of the licensed premises set forth in the Qp,lication for 
the license. The 2~plicnti0n f0r its license described the li­
censed :)remises as 258-260 Wo.nGque Av8nue. The entire premises at 
258-260 Wano.que Avenue is knovm ns the C0L:inial H1Jtcl, but a sit­
ting room o.b·JUt twenty (20) feet in width, and c~ he..llwo.y, S8paro.ted 
the tavern nnd the ~nckago gJods store in the Colnninl Hotel. In­
vestigators from this De~nrtment checked the u~~licntion on file 
and, j_)ending a final decisL:m, L:Juis Schlenger, Inc. operc1tcd both 
the tavern and the -~x1ckage gci.:Jds store under its plennry retail 
consumption license. At first sight it 2.:i.)lJenred. the.t the ·operc:.tion 
wo.s prJ:x::r and within the rule laid dovm in In re Kochler, Bulle­
tin #59, Item 13, vvhorein it VVG.s ruled that a c.Jnsum)tion licensee 
might D.rrange the licensed -,Jrerniscs in such m.-=·.nner that the front 
portion thereof is opcrntcd-as ~ distribution store and the rear 
as a bar. U)on further consider2ti~n, however, it was ruled, on 
February 27, 1937, that u~on all the facts disclosed by the in­
vestigation the ,Jper~ .. tion of t11r. tnvern raid ;x1cka.ge goods store 
under the consum:)tion license issued to Louis Schlenger-, Inc. was 
im-;:Jro~Jer o The licensee was ordered to discontinue the l)i)ero. ti;..m 
of the 1_Jacxo..ge go-Jds store. Bull8tin /;l-165, Item 11 .. 

The We2.kness of ·1nr;ellant 's c mtcntion in this case is 
threefold: (1) Louis Schlcng~~' Inc. is not a )nrty to this )1'0-

ceeding and, hence, its right to opern te c~1ml.ot bo tcst2d herein; 
SteuJ vs. ~fyckoff, Bulletin #155, Item 12; (2) the resJondent ad­
mittedly hns not issued a fifth distribution license in vi~lation 
of its orG.irnmce; (3) n~JjJGllant ho.s fniled to sh-,::;-iN that E' .. ny af­
firmative action was taken by resJond0nt with reference t0 the al­
leged illegnl operation of the SG]arnto Jackage goods store nt the 
C0l0nial Hotel. The most that n~~ellant has shown is th~t res~ond­
ent ~ermitted the O)GrQti8n of th~ SCJnr~e )2ckngc goods star~ to 
C·.:mtinue. In vimd of the fnct th::" t n.J ste~;s were tc..ken by this 
DeJnrtment to close the o~er2tion of tho sc~arate J~ckage goods 
store until February 27, 1937, it cci.m1ot be so.id that such )t::rmis­
sive 2ction by res}ondent wns im~roper. 

A~)~)ellctnt has failec1 t·J sh0w nny bad fc.~i th on the )2.t"t 
of r·es~')vndent in denying his :~lp~3licatiJno 

The actL)n of res;_)undent is, therefore, nffirmed. 

.. 
Dnted: May 16, 1937. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissioner . 

4. APPELLATE DECISIONS - GOLDBERG vs. LITTLE FALLS 

MINNIE GOLDBERG, ) 

A ppe.llan t, ) 

-vs-

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF LITTLE FALLS, 

Respondent 

) 

) 

) 

) 

lVI. Metz Cohn, Esq., Attorney for Appell;:mt. 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Walter Jo Hunziker, Esq., Attorney for Respondente 
Vincent C. Duffy, Esq., by Joseph G. Sproviere, Esq., 

Attorney for Louis Cosloy, r.::.n Objector 
Rev. J. Co Wiedenger, an Objector, Pro Se. 
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BY THE COMLIISSIONER: 

This is en cppeal from the denio.l of 2ppellant's 
npplicntion to tr2nsfer her plennry retail consumption license 
for premises locr~ted nt 1/7 Paterson Avcmue, Little Fr.~lls, to 
premises including ll~S r~.nd #7 P:1terson Avenue, Little Fells. 

Until his dr:nth in 1919 ~:ppellc-~nt' s husband con-­
ducted the "Engle Hotel" at Paterson Avenue and Hc.~in Strec:t, 
Little Fal.Ls, ::··.ncl thereafter his widow, the o.ppellant herein, 
contirmE~d its opern.tion. In 1'329 the premises were replaced 
by ~ two-story brick building cont2ining four separate stores 
on thl~ strc~et flooro The corner store, numbered 7 Po.terson 
Avenue, and the floor nbov<_::: were continued in use by the 
c:ppellc:.nt as the "Engle Hotel" - the store itself b.;:dng used 
o.s ;.,;. cafG :.::nd the roJms above being usod :for thG eccommodntion 
··,f·' 1·1.-1t.e-l r:11e::.ct3 ''lllQ.~ ·tJ~y··.- .th(:~ ""''")'")•::11] .nnt 'IS hi:::.-r li'·vJ• '/12' nu·1 r·tr::irc; ..J .L · .......... <::>. •..J <.,. IL '-' L····j J·· v ___ , {., J. '-'-· .J.. 1-' \..,1 l.;, '-" .. , 0 

At present there are six guests. A register of.guests has 
been rc~gulr~rly m.-=1.intt.1_ined ti.nd. contd.ns entries .for m~_my years. 
A large E:lectric sign cont:1ining ths words "E2glc; H·,)tc:l-Cafe­
Wines -Llquors" hcmgs fr(Jnl the exterior of #7 Pe.terson Avenue. 

T,. ,... . , ,..:! • ,.., , .. ,,. ..j.. "' .l- , .. , .u.f:.. P" t .. , ... ( fl .. . . .·) • . ,. t Ill.:! d.uJc .. Ce.i.lL.. 0LOl\:;' "ftv cl t;;rson .b.V\...llU(: .. , 1.S c..L 

present vacant. Tho remaining two stores nro occupiodo 
J~15pell<~nt dcs:irc~s to cmlnrgL the licensc:d promises to incluc~c 
the v~cant store. She Jroposcs to close thb entrance to 
#5 P:.ltcrson Avenue cmcl opcr:.;.te .the enll."'i.rged :)rEmiiscs c~s o. 
.single plnc~ 0f business, using solely the entrance t8 #7 
Po..tersor~ Avenue. To effect such ;_mrp,Jsc she c.:~J)lled f,Jr trr:ms­
fer of license in accordance with the 0rocedure set forth in 
D1illetin 89, Item 7o Objections to th~ transfer were uigcd on 
tl·;o o·r·"\trir~ -'-·~".;+··+-1--ia·~· ·):1T't of the .. 'lr0mis<:::~ 1Jresentlv somr.ht t··' 

-·• '-· (..> \,) •,, • •·'~c l_, ~l·- l· »J... . V ,:.- '- -· · ;_· · " ,_,. .L '- J Cl U 

b0 licGnsGd for th~ first time since R~oeal were within 200 
feet o.f the First Ruf -.:>rmed Church, 2.nd .~n thn ln.sis. thm·0of 
the l"'(;Sj_)·:Jndent dsntcd the np~:~:lic,;.tiuno · 

The Church ::)roperty consists of c brown stone 
church edifice c.:.nd 8. one-story shingle building used for Sunday­
School, meetings of church societles, ~)ncl in cc .. ses of emergencies, 
for the conduct of church services D The contention vv::;.s advrinced 
that the latter building, \vhich is subst2nt1c1 lly less thc.n 200 
feet from ;//5 ::rnd ~~7 Paterson Avenue,· should be considered ns 
po.rt of the church · .. ,i thin the:; me~:.ning of Section 76 o The 
decision of. the Nt:.:w Jersey Su_[.,rome Court in Newc.~rk Athletic 
Club v o _Board of "''l~Ug2_:t_l.11§nt _of.. Newar~.:i 7 N. J 0 lvlisc. 55 (19~~9) 
so ems to com~;el c.~ contrc~.ry rosul t. However, in vlew of tho 
fin~ings hereinnftor mnde, this issue need not be determined. 

The cntrc:i.ncc::: door to the~ church cdj_fice its elf is 
located approximately 42 fe0t from the sidewalk; about 9 feet 
from the sidewalk there nre three steps connecting with a 
r~iscd concrete )~th lending directly to thu 8ntrQnce door. 
There is 2 l~wn loc2ted on both sides ~f the concrete ~nth. 
The object.Jrs c . .Jntend that under these circumsh::.nc(:0S the 
200 feet referred to in Section 76 should be meusured from 
the beginning of the three steps to tho entr~nce of the 
liccns()d ")r,::··rrd SC-~ W1rJ.n,...,:-"s +-1~1•"~ '\"')'·1r:.~11·~·ni- c·Y"lt.-:·nu-1 ~~ t··h·1+ +·}1e·· ..,. "'·' .(" ... ,. - "-'' • '\..,,...._ .._~l~I• \.,,) '-' 1-'•J.-. j_' \..,,. ~ 1.J.J. ,/ \_~J. J\....- t:l .L,:.. V V 

measurement should be from door to Coor. The cJntunti0n of the 
objectors is soundo Section 76 contuins nv mention ~f the 
J.JhrL-:.se n entrcncc: (:.oor" c~nJ. ref er s solely t,j n entr::mco. n The 
st(:::ps C"md rnisecl :J2th clearly SC)nrr.:1.tc ·the clm1·ch from the 
walk used by the general public. The three stG)S constitute 
the ·~.mtr<:::.ncf; to the churclia Se2 Bulletin 48, Item 11; Bulletin 
127, It0rn 4:L Thus meo.sured, the d'ist:·~nce between the church 
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c..nd #7 Pnterson Avenue is substt'.:mti::clly less thnn 200 feet. 
Hence the premises f/5 Paterson Avenue, which is situ2.ted betvveen 
#7 .and the church, nre even closer. 

Appello.nt has held licenses for #7 Pa.terson Avenue 
since Repeal and three:; of her applic:.1 tions therefor expressly 
sto.ted thnt the nremises were within 200 feet of a churcho 
Presumably, the licenses were grant~d in respect to #7, notwith­
standing this statement, upon the finding that tho premises 
consisted of n hotel within the statutory ex8mption from the 
200 foot rule o.fforded to hotels "which ovvn or are 2.ctuc.lly 
in possession of the licensed )remises at the time this act 
becomes effective." See Section 760 Cfo BullGtin 59, Item 
2. What constitutes a hotel is a question of fact, to be 
determined by a consideration of nll the circumstances pre­
sentGd in each individual case. See _A:p.thony v. Branchville 2 

Bulletin 80, Item 9; Latz v. Somers Point, Bulletin 146, Item 
5. In re Curon~, Bulletin 2~, Item 5, a hotel was defined as 

fHHH~a :-.mblic house for the lodging rm(;~ entertain­
ment of travelers or wayfarers for 2 compensationo 
In short~ an inn of the better class. It is to 
be distinguished from a tavern or a hrruse of 
public entertainment that does not ~rovidc lodging 
and from a boarding house which, while it ~rovides 
lodging, is not <l public house o The boarding 
house keeper mny refuse ecccommoda.tions to r~nyone 
he chooses. The innkeeper must entertain CJ.11 
tro.vclers or wayfarers who arc of good conduct 
r~nd ready to ~'ay the propE.'r charges.'·' 

The evidence in the instant cnse sufficiently establishes that 
the premises at If? Paterson AvenuL::; have bc;~en and art: being 
o~erated as a hotel within the foregoing definition. 

The -present entrance to #5 Po.terson Avenue is over 
_ 14 feet nearer the church than is the entrance to f:}-7 Paterson 
Avenue. Accepting the propriety of the issuance of a license 
for :/!? Paterson Avenue, the question still rem~dns as to 
whether the statutory exception in favor of hotels permlts 
the enlargement vio. transfer of the licensed premises to 
include #5 Paterson Avenue. 

The Courts have repeatedly held that provisos and 
exceptions to general enactments are to be strictly construed. 
See Clark Thread }ompnµ.y . v ._....f.e..§£.gy_. Townshi_p_,_ 55 N. J. L. 50, 
54 (Sup. Ct. 1892 ; ~tate Board v~ S. So Kres e CoG, 113 N~J~L. 
287, 296 (Sup. Ct. 1934), aff'd 115 N.J.L. 495 E. & A. 1935). 
In the former caso, Mr. Justice Van Syckel. s~id: 

flThe rule is that a proviso is-to be strictly 
construed and that it takes no c2se out of the 
enacting clnµse which is not fairly within 
the terms of the proviso. United States Vo 
Dickson, 15 Pet. 1410 This will justify -
nn interpretation which gives the narrowest 
possible effect to the proviso, which is 
consistent with a rensonnblo reading of 
its language." 
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The legislative purposs in Section 76 is evidento 
Licensed premises are to be kept at ~ reQsonable ~istunce from . 
churches, but out of considern tions of fc~irnes s nnd ln order 
to o.void substo.nth1l economic loss, hotels which owned or 
possessed their premises at the passage of the Act could obtain 
licenses for the hotel premiseso Expansion of the special 
exception by permitting a hotel to enlarge its existing licensed 
premises so as to bring them even closer to a church is . 
clenrly beyond the legislative contemplationo .Analogies in 
the law are rsadil;y- to be found. The Zoning Act permits the 
continuance of a non-conforming use or structure existing ~t the 
time of the p~ss3ge of a restrictive zoning ordin~nceo The courts 
h[:.ve consistently held th:J.t this exception does not permit sub­
stanti[1.l enL~rgement or clY ... nge of r:.1.ny non-conforming use. See 
De:.vi· t~ v P ·,.- r'"''~' 1 llc:' N J L 'A:2'7 ((""'111-· r~t 19,_,r:) 0 ·.r,_:::,n.c:i·110'tcJn \,· U • 'v •.. .::>_'--t...L-L.' " ,J • · o • U ._,Q iJ. lJ o v • D 0 '· h.e . aj 0 
Rdnltv Holding Coo v. J8rsey City, 118 N.J.Le 114 (Sup~ Ct. 1937)~ 
Simil-~rly, in the h:.v; of easements it is estc~blished thst the dom­
irn:mt tE.:nc,nt c:.~i.nnot buI·den the servient tenmnent beyorni ti1e ex­
pr0ss terms Df the easoment o See Di·Jce:se 9f Trenton v. Tom~m. 
74 N.J. Eqo 702 (Ch. 1908). 

In viovv of ti1.e foregoing (·'uthori ties, Ssction 76 must 
be construed t.J pr-Jhibit persons 1.)por::ting licens(:'CL premise~:; within 
200 foet of churches or schools, pursuent to st~tutory exceptions, 
from enL.rging :_,.no. tr.:::.nsf0rrj_ng their premises s0 ::-.s to bring them 
cl~scr thereto. The appellant's applicr~1.tion for transfer to the 
enlarged premises was, therefore, properly deniedo 

The 3.ction of respondent j_s nffirmE?.d. 

Dated: May 18, 1937. 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT 

Commissioner 

5o LICENBEES - CHEC1{ SHi1VING IS NOT PERl.IHSSIBLE IN LICENSED PLL.CES. 

Dear Sir: 

I would like to know v1hether a Sto.te lnw exists 
which regulates the deduction of a smnll fee from nll customers' 
checks, when cashed in saloons 2nd taverns. 

The .. Pl.venue Realty Co., Inc o 7 
P~ssnic, New Jersey 

Gentlemen: 

Gus Stej_n 
THE AVENUE REAL'.I'Y CO.,;; INC .. 

]Jl:::~y 19' 1937 0 

There is nothing in the Alcoholic Beverage 
Control Act or in the State regulations prohibiting the 
cnghing of checks in s~loons. 

Deduction of o. fee .for cashing checks sounds 
more like running a ba1~ of discount than operating a t2Vern. 
Aside from the stntu~es. rustricting bc:.~nking to those duly 
authorized, I rule that check "shavj_ng" is not a permisstble 
practice in licensed places. 
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Even vvhen done for mers accommodation and without 
any charge, the casld.ng of checks - uspeci2.lly pny checks -
in taverns is not good practico. F2r-sighted licensees 
would help them;rnlves [LDd the whole trade by refusing to cash 
any checks. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissi0118r 

6. LICENSEES -- lVIANAGERS - LICENSEES Mi1Y EMPLOY MANAGERS BUT THE 
LICENSEE MUST BE THE ACTUAL OWNEH.AND IS FULLY RESPONSIBLE 
FOR /1LL 1THAT OCCURS ON HIS PREMISES - HEREIN OF THE ! .. DVISABILITY 

·aF RUNNING ONE 1S OWN BUSINESSo 

LICENErnES - THE CONTROL ACT DOES NOT PREVENT A LICENSEE FROM 
BEING EMPLOYED IN A HOSPITALo 

Dear Sir: RE.BLANK 

Could you advise me 
I'm very much concerned about. 
obtain a license for a Tavern. 

in a small matter which 
I've started action to 

What really worries me most is I'm at present 
employed by a Hospital o.s 2. truck driver or supervising 
attendant. I need my job. I have berm told that when 
a license of this nature is issued to me I would lose my 
job. Please advise me in regords to this. 

My intentions were to get the license, hire a 
bartender and continue with my job. Is this a State 
law or have I been misinformed. IJm really worried, if 
this is true· I'll have only one course to take, drop the 
action and keep my job. 

Respectfully yours, 

May 18, 1937. 

Dear Sir: 

I lL."Ylderstand thn t you ar';:; presently employed by 
a Hospital, that you are .:~.pplying for a liquor license for 
a tavern. and· if the llcensc is :i.ssued, wish to keep your 
job in the Hospital and hire a bart0nder to take care of 
the tavern. 

There is no objection, so far as the Alcoholic 
Beverage Control Act is concerned, to your holding a liquor 
license and your job at the Hospital at tho same timoo The 
issuance of liquor licenses to public officials 2nd 8mployees 
is prohibi t(~d only if the ~i..pplicant is employed es ~m officer 
entrusted with the enforcement of the law. Of course, there 
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may be some objection on the part of the Hospital. I 
therefore suggest thc..t before you go u.ny further with your 
app11cDtion, you communicate at once with the Hospital 
authorities nnd get their reaction. 

Noting tho.t if your ci.pplico..tion is successful 
you anticipate hiring u bnrtender to run t.he tavern for 
you, I must cc.:.ution you that the person to v-vhom the license 
is issu.ed must nctuE~lly be the real owner of the business 
and not merely a front for the: so-called managc:r~bartender o 

If the manager you are goirig to hire is th~ real owner, then 
he, not you, should tcke out the license. 

The emplo;ymcnt of o. manager will not relieve you 
1::>f c.ny rcsporisibili ty o A liccmsee is held fully accounte::.ble 
fo~~ ~11 ·th9_L. 'r1~D 1)c~r1Q ·,11 ~ic 'J~ 0 rni 0 ~s f~o·r' ~11 ~r ·t11c· ~cts or - J.. 0, ,L . (• . .t J. .._, ,.J ,L_. . ...,,.:i J. .L "-' _.._,:;>, ... !J ~-· U ~.(. 

:Jrnissi.::ms of his 2mployecs '.Jr agents nnci. f1)r any violations 
whtch mo.y .::)ccur whether- c ~muni tted with hj_s lcnowledge ,Jr in 
his pres~· nee~ or n0t. Laek ~)f l~nowledge cir ignur;:1nce of. the 
12w is no excuse. 

It is, therefore, n great risk thnt y0u will 
r~s.sumo by hiring someone elso to run /:JUr busines:::. for 
you. Whatever he does you arc~ responsible for and you may 
1 "" s '°\ • 1.r · ur' 11· c ·c n ,.,. ·, · ·, n· '"' c ·· ur + f · ·t I t i· b E' t _,_ .:. ,,., + 1'1 ·1 .1-r,.; .... t:~ ,, u ... -.' ::iL ,.J ,_,c 0 1u 0. ]. " S .: uCJ.. vL(..l.J 

licensees run thuir own businesses and n~t take chances on 
managers. 2;1y cc::mdid udvice to y;Ju i.s thc::t y0u nJ1d decide 
wJ1ether yuu linmt to run n liquor business or ·w,n·k in tl1c~ 
H~)sp.ital :."'.nd if tho f,)rmer, that you r:.trcctngc, when the liccns0 
is issued, t() take active chc.rge ,)f the liquor busJ.nes.s 
y0urs .. ,,1.f'. 

Very truly yJurs, 

D. FHEDEHICK BURNETT 
c~)mmissioner 

7 <\ TRANSFERS - VHTHDRAW1iL· OF i~PPLIC!/J.iION IS EQUIVl:.LENT TO DENIAL -
NO ffEFUNDS. 

REFUNDS - NONE ON '.:L1Hiim~;FERS - TELNSFEH FEES MUST B.E RE11AINED 
BY TBE LICENSE ISSUING iiUTHOHITY HEGARDLESS OF WHETHEH OR NOT 

. Tru~NDFER Is GRANTED • 

Dear Sir: 

My client, .. :~me Felic2 M\.)bilia, sought t-J procure 
a tr2nsfer cJf his plenary retail c0nsumption license in his 
c,J1111nuni ty, in Clift.Jn, New Jorsey, but vdthdrew the SD.id 
t~ppLi.ccJ.tLm. bQfore tho City Council considored it. The trans-

· fer w~s to be from place to place and not from ~orson t0 ncrson. 
The rc-:.1.s ,_;n for the 1:Ji tb.drawal being the.. t the l2ndlord dec~.:=~nscd 
thG m .. mthly rdri.t,:'cl :)f tho licensud._pr(:.,miscr~. 

Under these circumsto.ncns wi.11 yrni kindly advtse 
v1hether thEl C.i ·cy of Clif·t<m was justified ln refusing to return 
the *,5.00 that VfrlS deposited with tho filing ._Jf the c.ppllcc~tLm, 
even th~ugh this 2p?lication had never been boforc them for 
C·Jnsidera tL~m ,'J.nc~ had be_on v .. Jlunt.nrily wi thG.rawn in writing 
.1Jri .. Jr to the date when the same was t.J lPvc been considereG:" 

V0ry truly yours, 

HAHRY KiJJIPELMAN 
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Harry Kampelman, Esq., 
Passaic, New Jersey. 

My dear Mr. Kampelman: 

SHEET 11 

May .. 18, 1937 o 

So far as refunds are concerned, the ·;d thdrnwal of 
an t:.pplication is equiv:1lent in effect to a denial thereof o 

Re Royal Liquor Stores, Ltd Q, Bulletin 59, Item 5; U. S Ji pe 
§&_Fou~drv· Co. v~ Burlingt~n ar1Q Sozio, Bulletin 57, item l2o 
In the nbsence of any express provision 1n the st::~tute for re­
fund in the event 2pplication for trcu:1sfer from plt:~ce to place 
is VJi thdrmvn or denic(}, no right to a refund .should be implied r+. 

Re Goff, Bulletin 76~ item 3. Applic~tions for such tr~nsfers 
must be QC companied. ty the required $5 .. 00 foe, 1.r1Tl.1i.ch fee must be 
retc.ined by tho rnuniclpcLl liccmse issuing L:.uthor:L ty regD.rdlcss of 
whether or not the transfer is granted. See the Rules Governing 
Trnnsfers of Licenses, Rule 15. 

Mr. Mo.oilio. is, therefore, not on.ti tlecl to c1_ny re-
fundo 

- Very :truly yours, 

Do FREDERICK BURNETT 
Cormniss:ion-::;r. 

8. APPELLNI1E DECISIONS - STElvIPLE v. BRIDGEWATER. 

MARY STEMPLE, ) 

Appellc~n:t, ) 

-vs-· 

TOWNSHIP coHiivIIT~rEE OF 1I1HE 
TO-WNSHIP OF BRIDGEWATER, 

) 

) 

Respondent ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS 

Leon Gerofsky, Esq .. , Attorney for Appell:J..nto 
George W. Allgo.ir, Esq., Attorney for Respondent. 
Gilbert E .. Crog~n, Jr., Esqo, Attorney for Calco Chemic2l Co. 

and Sherwin Williams Co., Objectors. 

BY THE COMi11IISSIONER: 

This is nn appeal from denial of n plen2ry retnil con­
sumotion license for premis·os loc2ted on Eestern Turnpike, Town-

, ship of' Bridgew;-~ ter. -

Appellnnt, who has nevor been engaged in the liquor busi­
ness 1 sought .~-i. license for :::t smc.::.11 o:tH:~-story structure, of 1Nhich 
she is the lessee, ond which is located on Eastern Turnpike be­
tween a brook and n roo.d ·vvtlich le.:~ds to r:. pl2 .. nt owned CLnd operated 
by Sherwin ·williarn§ Co. 1.I1he license vv0s denied because, t-'..mong 
other reasons, the premises sought to be license:.~cl vdll serve no 
community interest~_or need, c.nd are so situr:.ted ns to be o.n 2t­
tro.ction only to thpsc world.ng in adjoining manuf~:.cturj_ng plants. 

The evidence·_ shovvs thnt the only n1'lnufacturing ple.nts 
of any siZi:?. in the Tmvnship of Bridg(n4::~ ter 2.r2 those ~)1iv11ed c:nd 
operated by Sherwin WiJ:liams Co. o.nd Cnlco Chemicol Co. Th0 main 
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entrance to the Sherwin Williams plc!.nt is, as ho.s been tndic~;.ted, 
nlong the road which runs 2.long one side of the premises for which 
the. license is sought o Mec..sured n.long this road, the distc.nce be­
tween the licensed premises nnd the employees• entrnnce to thnt 
plant is nbout six hundred seventy ·feet. The entrr~nce to the Calco 
ChemicQl Co. ·building is .:.pproximr.. tcly one· thouse.nd feet from the 
premis 2s f'or which the license is sought, but ~1 part o.f the land 
owned by the lo.tter concern and used by its employees for recrea­
tional purposes is only one hundred feet nway. Both Sherwin. 
Willie.ms Co. nnd Calco Chemic.~Ll Co. objected to the issm:mce of 
the license, Clnd the license vr:.s refused after a hQaring r~t which 
the representatives of these Compcnies presGnted their objections. 

Appellant contends th1.t she does not intend to rely 
mainly upon the tr2de from employees of these factories. It is 
extremely difficult, however, t:_) s.ee hovv there i.s nny rn:0d for o. li-. 
censed ph~ce in this vicinity except to cater to the needs of these 
ernployef3S. The entire surrounding neighborhYJd, apart from thE; · 
factories, is very sparsely popul:_ .. ,tcd. There is fr~rm hmd to the 

·north. The nearest residence, aside from one on the opposite side 
of the brook, is about fi.ve hundred feet CLWL~Y o When c~ppellant was 
asked if there were six houses ~ithin one-quarter of a mile of her 
premises, she said she did not knJW9 T~is, aside from those em­
ployed in the tvv"J factories [~bove menti\Jned, it does not ::-'.ppe;~'-r 
that this license is necessary to tc-tke cc.~re uf the needs of the 
residents of the Township. 

A representc:.ti vo of Sherwin Willic:uns Co. testified that 
· they objected because all uf their ernpl·.Jyees must c0me directly 

past the premises in question. ·As he se.id: "Our business is 
chemlcal, and the materials must be handled properly if injury is 
not to result to our employoes. A representative of Calco Chemical 
C0., employing 2300 pers,Jns in various shifts thr(mghJut the day 
and nigi1t, testified that its business is tho manufc:.;,cturing of some 
of the heavy· chemic2~l and dyt::stuffs, including a great variety of 
chemic«J.l. products . ., mc.ny of which l1avG to be h:J.ndled very carefully and 
which, if misused, nre very dangerous. As I said in Zavatarro v. 
~Bruriswick, Bulletin 173, Item ·1: 

"The presence of a tavern directly in front of the 
industrial plant might well furnish a temptation, 
n0t otherwise present, tJ ompluyees ab~ut t0 begin 
their shift to ·have. t just one drink 1 bcf ortj entering 
the plant. Consequently, in the inteicsts of effi­
ciency and snfety, it was open t\J the Board t.) do-
c line· the issuance of licenses for promises near 
industrial ph1nts." 

Under these circumstances, I cannut say that the action 
of ·re_spondent in denying the license is ei thor unrc~as·Jrw.ble or in 
ariy real sense discrirnj_nntory., 

The only 0tht.~:r evidence prJduced by appoll2nt which 
W:.)uld tend to shJvv discrl.rninc.tLm vvas that at ·,_mB tinlG resp:mdent 
issued ?_ license to another place <:j~·hj_ch was L)c2.ted ·within two 
hundred feet of the Crrlc:J plant. Thnt license expired more than 
a year and n hnlf ago and was not renewed. There is presently no 
licensed premises vii thin close pr:Jxi.rni ty to these manufacturing 
plnnts and, apparently, the res~Jondent' .s present pol.icy is to 
refuse to issue o.ny licenses to ple.ces which must depGnd for busi­
ness solely upon the em~Jloyoes of these chemical manufactur0rs. 
The issuance of the license s0me yoo.rs ago does not inc.J.cnte any 
discrimi~a ti on against .the applicD.nt at the ~l)resent time. 

The-action of respondent is, therefore, affirmed. 

Dated: Mny 20, 19370 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
C '.:)lnmi s s i .Jner. 
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DISCIPLINARY PB.OCEEDINGS .:.. LEWD PERFOH.LVIANCES AND ORGIES OF LOWER 
SMUT - GIRL DEGRADATION SHOWS MARK ivl.ILESTONEG TOWARD THE DOOl~1 
OF .REPEAL - HEREIN OF . BUCK PASSING AND THE EFii,ECT O·F IGNOHANCE 
UPON INSULATIONo 

May 21,. 1937 

:: Robert V. Pea.body, Clerk, 
:;. Township Cammi ttee of Pennsauken, 
'Merchantville, N .. J. 

:·Dear Mr.. Pea body: 

I have .staff re.port of' the proceedit1g before the Township 
::Committee of P<=3rms-cmken .agci.inst J·oseph ))eLuca, trading as Red Hill 
:·Inn, for violation of the Sta.te Rule prohibiting lewd or immoral 

::: activities on ·licensed premises o· . 

-~ The show· itself, beginning with St~ip Tease and the higher 
::·"glorifications," eventually dipped into orgies of low:er .smut. No 
.:.good is serv:ed by re pea ting the revolting deta'il. · 

':1' I{, 

i• ;. 

I:'. 

The ~eport states: 

"The Cornmi ttee retj_red ~xnd ·returned to announce its 
decision at 19:40 Po M. by Chairman Ludwtck, in effect as 
follows: 

",'We have considered tho evidence as judge 
0nd jury and speaking for mysGlf [lnd the other 
committeemen we find the following: We· believe 
tho testimony pf the agents as it··:vvas given •. We 
also believe the testimony of DeLu.ca that he knE::w 
nothing about the entertainment. :We have r•ecords 
of DeLuca and his esta.blisllJnc.nt, and· they shovv 
tho.t we have never had any troublG with him or 
his :place. This is tl'H.: firs~ case of i t-s kind 
that. has come· before this corrimi ttee. We beliGvc 
that somebody was lax, ;;:~nd as· lic~nsee, DeLucn 
must pay the penalty for tho.t laxness. As '=\ 
w2rning to the other licc:~msE::es of ;the Tovrr1ship, 
we have imposed a suspenslon :.of 5 ':day's, beginning 
2 A. M. Tuesday, lViay 18, 1937:, unt~l 1 Po_ M.· 
Sunday, May 23; 1937. ' 

"On roll call, the committee so resolved _uneninrously. 

"Attorney Primost then t:i..s:kc.;d that the suspension 
be imposed so that the five day per~iod ·would not inclu¢ie a 

_Saturday sinbe thnt was the busies~ day~ The request wns 
· refused bc:;co.use thnt nspt~ct of the :pcnt:il,ty was c0nsidered 

and it ·was· the de sir~:~ of the Cormni t:tee to make it n real 
penalty." 

R~ndle S. WillgoJs, Director of Public Safe~y, ~~ites me: 

"After het1-ring o.11 of the: evid
1

ence ·in this case, · 
the committee -felt· that, the revoc~.t'Lm o:f the license 
would be too severe· n penalty t~) in:flict. at this time. 
This-':.vvas the first case of this character ·htlich has been 
rep0rted in Pennso.uJren T.)Wnship, arid tb.e

1

: licensee o.ppc1.r­
ently .her\etofore conducted his licensed ;premises .in a 
proppr manner. 

_ "The committee Vias satisrd.ed that iVir. DeLuca 
himself v1as not conversant with the·; deta,,ils of the show· 
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which vms to be presented in the banquet room on the 
second floor vvhich had been rE:mted by an American 
Legion Post., of Tacony, Pa. The committee further 
realized, of course, that legally that mnkes no differ­
ence and .thnt DeLucc::. is chargeable with whr:.tever occurs 
on the premises whether he is there or not." 

This shows good faith by the Township Committee. I c:'.ppre­
ciate that they have promptly taKen n sizeable, if not wholly sat­
lsfactory step, tovvatd the cleansing of Pennsauken. I hope their 
warning proves sufficienta These girl degradation shows, if 
tolerated on licensed places, mark milestones towurd the doom of 
Repeal. The point to be driven home is that licensees will not 
be allovved to "pass the buck." It may be that DeLuca actually 
knew- nothing about the TYentertainmcmt" but even so, it is ·his 
business to know 2nd control whnt goes on. Everybody else kn~w. 
We Knew it up here in Nevvark. Why do you suppose my men were there 
that night? Convenient ignorance is bliss, but it is n:) insulator 
from responsibility. 

A few good outright rc~ocations will drive this dirty busi­
ness out of New Je~sey for keeps. 

Very truly y.,_mrs, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETTJ 

CommissLmer. 

10. SPECIAL PERMITS - NOT ISSUABLE TO RETAIL LICENSEES FOR SALES 
IN ANOTHER MUNICIPALITY - BUT PEPJvIITTEE I\IIAY ENGAGE CONCESSIONAIRE 
TO MANAGE REFRESHMENT STANDS AND HANDLE LIQUOR SALES PROVIDING 
THAT PEEMITTEE ACCEPTS FULL RESPONSIBILITY FOR ACTS OF 
CONCESSIONAIRE AND RETAINS FULL CONTROL OVER HIM AND THE PREMISES. 

Mrs. M. Hartley Dodge, 
Madison, New Jersey. 

My dear Mrs. Dodge: 

May 21, 19_97. 

Re Morris & Essex Kennel Club 

I have letter from Leon E. Enslee stating that he has 
been granted a concession· for May 28th and 29th for the Club Show 
to be held on those dates, and requesting special permit. 

Enslee 1 s license is in Madison. Your show ·is to be put 
on in. Harding Township. No special permits are issuable to 
retail licensees for sales in ·another municipality. Re Zogg, 
Bulleti~ 132, item 10. 

The Kennel Club itself, as a social organization, may, 
however, obtain a special permit th12 s.ame as last year. I am 
therefore enclosing an application. 

Should the Club obtain the special permit, it may buy 
the alcoholic beverages to be sold, from Mro Enslee, or for that 
matter from any other duly licensed manufacturer, wholesaler or 
retailer. There would be no objection to the Club's hiring Mr. 
Ens lee under the spE~cial permit to manage the refreshment stands 
nnd handle the sales of liquor for them, providing that the Club 
itself accepts full responsibility for whatever is done by the 
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concessionaire and that the Club retains at all time full 
control over the. concessi.onnire and the premises so temporarily 
licensed, 

With every good wish for the success of your Show which 
I understand attracts national attention, I am, 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - DISPOSITION OF 
SPECIAL CASES - HEHEIN OF THE REFRESHING ABSENCE OF THE USUAL 
ALIBI. 

Edward J. Kappelmnnn, 
Clerk of Green Brook Townshi.p, 
Bound Brook, N. Jo 

Dear Mr. Ko.ppelmann: 

Mz.:.y 22, 1937 o 

I have staff report nnd your certification of the 
proceedings before the Tovmship Committee of Green Brook 
against Edwin B. Loomis, charged ~ith having possBssed 
illicit alcoholic beverages. 

The report states that the inspectors "tested five 
opened bottles of alcoholic beverages cmd found that they 
were between six to ten points below the proof marked upon 
the labels. 

"At the hearing, the licensee interposed no defense, 
but stated that he had no knowledge of how the·adulteration 
of the alcoholic beverages occurred. 

"S~ntence - J=.Jicensed suspendeQ. for tE3P.. (10) tj.aysM...:: 
May _17 to May 26 2 19~'7, incl1J.Si ve o 

"NOTE: Th2 To1Nnshlp Clerk in hi.s lettt3I" to the 
Commissioner states that Mr. Loomis is vvell knovvn in his 
community as an honest, upright and lci.w-abiding ci tizt::;n; that 
the police have attested to the fact that his place•is one 
of the cleanest and most lavv--abj_d_ing places in·- the townshj_p; 
that the members of the Township Committee nre well acquainted 
with this establ.ishment and. have never had a rnomEmt 's trouble 
with it; that in view of the splendid re~utation Mr. Loomis 
cmjoys and bc·dng convinced of his personal innocence in 
cc5nnection vd th the 3.dulteration 9 the penalty wns made .-:_;nly 
10 days; that in addition, the licensee wns reprimanded and 
told in no uncertain terms that the responsibility was his 
and a second complait1t Vvould mean the unconditional 
revocation of his licenseon 

In view of the.facts cortified I wholly approve the 
action of the Township Cumm1 ttoc;. It must be quite rc:frc:shing 
to hear :.::t licensee frankly admit he doesn rt krn:r1y how it 
happened instead of attempting to alibi himself out by blaming 
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it on the barkeeper, the kitchen scullion or his wife's 
relati-.)nSo 

Very truly yours, 

Do FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

120 LICENSEES - EMPLOYEES - THE PUHPOSED LEGISLNrIVE AMENDMENT. 

Mo.y 18, 1937 a 

My dear Commissioner: 

Will you please advise me the latest disposition 
Jn the status of seashore employees in licensed places .as 
regards the item of residence. 

Y~urs very truly, 

I. GRANT SCOTT 

May 22, 19370 

Hon. I. Gr2nt Scott, 
. Cape May City, New Jersey o 

My dear AssemblymQn: 

I have yours of the 18th. 

Section 23 of the Control Act in its present form 
prohibits the employmen~ by lic(::nsiJes of .::.. person who has not 
been a resident of the State of New Jersey for at least five 
years continuously immediately prior to his employment, ex­
cept pursuant to a Specia.1 P2rmi t which must be conditioned 
that the employee ctrnnot serve, soll ur .solicit the sale of 
alc0holic beverages in any nmnner whnts .Jever o 

.Assembly 382, which has passed the A.ssembly and· is 
n:.YW· in the Senate, ;mrposes t..J arnenc1 SectL~m 23 by eliminating 
the last mentioned condition, so far as persons now disqunlifieQ 
merely by lack Jf residence are conbernetl. They ~1st still be 
Jf age and American ci tizons and ~Jtherwiso fully qunlified. 

'rverr }ruly/ y<mrs, _, 
1 

J_:,,i_ 
~ .. /:~~..., .. ____ ) YL/ / l.u.-t, r ti .. /:/~~?-z, ___ f."'(-:;/' 

D. Frederick Burnett 
Commissioner 


