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The oplnlon of the Court was dellvered by

JAYNE, J, A Dy L |

On December 27, 1950 the Dlrector of the DlVlSlon of Alco—
holic Beverage Control suspended for .the remainder-of its term:the
plenary retail consumptlon llcense theretofore 1ssued to..the appel-
lant for the premlses known as the Ocean House at Toms Rlver.“z.»

~~~~~

ensued was that° ff‘~. e ST R _Wﬁﬁ ,;;L;t»<.u

mOn- June 21, 1950 and on dlvers dates prlor thereto, you
allowed, permltted and suffered lewdness and immoral.activi--
ties in and upon your licensed nremlses, Viz. . the rentlng e
of rooms for. purposes of illicit sSexual intercourse: in
. violation of Rule 5 of. State Regulatlons No°,2Oeh '

- The- Dlrector stated T am satlsfled that the ABC agents*'jfr
testlmony portrays a true plcture of -events; Wthh toek place at the
‘times in- question,® . . AN N

We quote hlo summary of the testlmony adduced at the. hearlng°

~ %in ABC agent testlfled that on: Saturday, June 17, 1950,
at 12:01 a. m., he and a fellow-agent visited defendant s
licensed premlseso_ The witness described the .premises as"
 follows:z "'It is a large: frame’ building. _operating as.-a hotel.
- They have ‘rooms- on the seoond and thlru floors and:.a package
goods: department in ‘the front. of it.: . Part of. the building
consists of a grocery. store: front and. as -you enter' to the
- barroom,. through a stairway, he has .a large oval Shaped bar.?
- The ABC agent testified that he entered into conversation
with the defendant and inquired from him whether he and his
companlon might hire rooms as they had a %tcouple of girls®
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and would *like to use the rooms for an hour or so-to have
intercourse with them.? The defendant, according to the
testimony of the witness, stated, "I donft give a --- if you
use it for an hour or a week as long as I get paid for the
room ' and-agreed to let them have rooms, each room's rent to
be @5 per couple. In response to the agent's inquiry regarding
baggage, the defendant said, f'No, you don't need any baggage,
‘you register as "Mr. and Mrsowv he agent testified that he
told the defendant that the girls were not there, but he would
let him know when he needed a room.

"The witnéess further testified that the agent who accom-
panled him on June 17, 1950, and three other ABC agents arrived
in the vicinity of defendant?s licensed premises on Wednesday
night, June 21, 1950. The witness testified that he and the
agent who had accompanied'him on the previous occasion entered
the premises together at 9:30 p.m. They took positions at the.
bar near one of the other agents who had preceded them into the
premises and thereupon again engaged in conversation with the
defendant. The witness testified that he told the licensee
that they would like to hire a couple of. rooms as they brought
a couple of girls, married women, and would want the room for
about an hour for the purpose of engaging in sexual inter-
course. The licensee reassured the agents that it was not
necessary that they have baggage. The licensee thereupon
spoke to his wife and the latter approsdched the agents, saylng,
¥Sam told me you fellows want to rent a, couple of rooms.*

“The w1fe subsequently identifiéd as-Rose Schnelder led
the two agents to the second floor and showed them two. rooms,
Nos. 11 and 12, which the agents agreed to hire. Each agent
thereupon 51gned the register -- one as lMir. and Mrs. Frank
Arthur and the other as Mr. and Mrs. Warner. . Upon ingquiry
by Mrs. Schneider as to 'Where are the women°', the agent
answered, 'Well, they are two married women; they don®t want
to come here in the hotel with us because they are afraid.of
getting into trouble.? Mrs. Schnéider. then said, according

~to the agént's: testlmony, "These girls don't come from Toms
River?? *No, they are not from Toms River,' the. agent replied.
Mrs- Schneider then said, *That's. good I don't want to get - '
into trouble with- anybody if they know what is g01ng on

around here.? Each agent paid- Rose -Schneider $5.for the
respectlve rooms, the numbers of the money belng used therefor
nev1ng previously been noted. The agents then ordered a bottle
of wine and four glasses, all of which were brought to them

by Rose -Schrieider, for.which payment to her in the amount of

&1 was made: ™ The' agent testified that Mrs. Schneider, when
leav1ng the room, sald ?Have a gooo olme boysofﬂ_

In our examlnatlon of the transcrlot of the evidernice we note
81gn1f1oantly the answers of the aopellant to the follow1ng questions:

%Q. They say if anybody else was’ comlng in the room with
‘them? . A. Not that I know of fi

Qe Were you, told at any tlme or did you know that these
~men intended to brlng women in the hote19 -~ A. Not
'-j;that I know of W e
LA Do you recall’ that ‘at least two agents testlfled this
o “mornlng that when you" entered the room, they said to you
*What are these two men doing-here?? and you said
‘*These men are waiting for their. .wives.? _"Is that what
iou said- when you flrst went in Room 12? . Av I don't
now.® o '
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The Director*s factual conclusion that the licensee- appellant
rented "rooms for purposes of illicit. sexusl intercourse® is ade-
quately warranted by the evidence. The proceedings. are civil in
nature and not crlmlnal Kravis v, Hock l37 N. Jo Law 252 (Sup.

Ct. 194L8).

It is. acknowledged that tne agents who obtalned the accommodan_s
tions never had any intention of using them for the purpose of -
sexual intercourse-and that no women accompanled the agents or were .
expected to participate in: the plan° .

" The 1n51stence of counsel for tne appellant is that the order,i
under review was. not Justlfled as a matter of . law° :

The leglslature empowered tne commissioner (Dlrector, R. S,
52¢17B-51) to-tmake such.general rules and ‘regulations and-such
special rulings ‘and flndlngs as-may be necessary . .for the proper
regulation and control of the manufacture,.sale and-distribution of
alcoholic beverages® embracing such subjects, inter alia, as. dis-
orderly houses, prostltutlon, orderllness, and decency° Re S..

33:1-39.

In pursuance of that authorlty Rule 5 of State Regulatlons No.
20 was promulgated Wthh readss

"No llcensee shall allow, permlt or suffer in or upon
the licensed premises any lewdness, immoral act1V1ty, -or”
foul, filthy or obscene language or conduct, or any -brawl;
act of violence, disturbance or .unnecessary nodise; nor shall
any licensee allow, permlt or suffer the licensed’ place of
business to be conducted in such manner. as to become a
nuisance.™. : :

Anent“the intent and construction of the. Alcoholic Beverage
Control Law the legislature declared, “This chapter is intended 'to
be remedial of abuses inherent in quuor traffic and shall -be
liberally construed.”® R. S. 33:1-73. .

The governmental power extensively to regulate the conduct of
those privileged to maintain premises for the sale of intoxicating
- liquors especially by retail has uniformly been dccorded broad ‘
Judicial support. Meehan v, Excise Commissioners, 73 N. J. Law
382 (Sup. Ct. 1906), affirmed 75 N. J. Law 557 (E. & A, 1908); .. . ...
Franklin otores Co. v. Burnett, 120 N. N. J. Law 596 (Sup. Ct. 1938)
Phillipsburg v. Burnett, 125 Na Jo Law 157 (Sup. Ct. 1940); Grant
Lunch Corp. v.. Drlscoll 129 No J. Law 408 (Sup. Ct. 1943), affirmed
130 N, J. Law 55k (E. & A. 1943), cert. den. 320 Ue So 801, 88 L. Ed.

L8L, BL S. Cte Ct. k30 (l9hh5

“The whole machlnery of the Alcohollc Beverage Control statute'
is designed to control' and keep within. limits a traffic which,
unless tightly restrained, tends toward abuse and. debasementoa : .
Kravis v. Hock, 135 N. J. Law 259 (Sup. Cts l9h7) reversed on Otherj
grounds, 136'N J. Law. aw 161 (E. & A. 19L7). -

®"The llquor ‘business is one that must:be Carefully superv1seo
and it should be conducted by reputable people in a reputable B
menner.¥  Zicherman v. Driscoll, 133 N. J. Law 586 {Sup. Ct. 1946).

And then moreover, it must be understood that a license to
vend intoxicating llquor i1s not a contract. Lantz v. Hightstown,
L6 N. J. Law 102, 107 (Sup° Cto. 188L): Meehan v. Excise
Commissioners, supra. It is not property. R. 5. 33:1-26. In
reality 1t 1s merely a temporary permit or privilege to pursue an
occupation otherwise illegel. Voight v. Board of Ixcise,
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59 No J. Law 358 (Sup. Ct. 1896); Drozdowski v. Sayreville, 133 :
N. J. Law 536 (Sup. Ct. 1946); Takacs v. Horvath, 3 N. J. Super.- 433
(Ch. Div, 1949). . - |

And ‘so”the words of Justice Van S}ckel speaking for the Court
of Errors and Appeals in Paul v. Gloucester County in 1888, 50
No:Jo Law 585, continue to reverberates ©The sale of 1ntoxlcating
liquor has, from the earliest history of our state, been dealt with
by legislation in an exceptional way. It is a subject by itself, to
the treatment of which all the analogies of the law, appropriate to
other topics, cannot be applied.¥ Hudson Bergen, &c., Ass'n V.
Hoboken, 135 N° Js Law 502 (E. & A. 1947); Essex Holding Corp. v.
Hock, 136 N. Law 28 (Sup. Ct. 1047) It is a business which
may be restrlcted by %such conditions as will limit to the utmost
its evils." Crowley v. Christensen, 137 U.-S. 86, 34 L. Ed. 620
(1890). The responsibility of a licensee may in- some circumstances
be imposed where, .regardless of his knowledge, there is a failure

- to.prevent the- prohlblted conduct by those entrusted with the

management of the licensed premises. Essex Holding Corp. v. Hock,
supra: .- Cédar Restaurant & Cafe Co. v. Hock, 135 N. J. Law 156
(Sugt Cto )l9h7); Galsworthy, Inc. v. Hock, 3 N. J. Super. 127 (Lpp.
Dive l9u9 '

It is in thls state of the law that we are at llberty to con-
_strue Rule 5 of the Regulations liberally within the boundaries of
its obvious intent and object. It is to be at once recognized that
the Regulations apply fundamentally to the behavior and responsi-
bilities of the licensee., It would be fantastic to suppose that a
licensee who himself personally disobeys the regulation does not
'allow, permit and suffer® the occurrence of the violation. How-
ever, in the present case the licensee allowed, permitted and
suffered his wife to engage in the undertakingo We are therefore
confronted with the question whether the mere renting of bedrooms
in the licensed premises by a licensee with the belief and inten-
tion- that they will be occupied for the purposes of illicit seyual
intercourse is an immoral act1v1ty within the signification of .

Rule 5. We answer the question in the affirmative.

: The, appellant was charged with renting the rooms for an
1llegal purpose. A purpose is that which one sets before oneself

as an object to be attained; the end or aim to be kept in view in
any plan, measure, - exertion or operationg designg intention, :
webster's New Internatlondl Dict. (2d ed. ): vide, Sawter v, ShoenthaL
&3 N._ J. Law 499, 500 (E. & A, 1912). It would seem that the com=-
mission of an overt act on the licensed premises in furtherance or
promotion or encouragement. of an illicit purpose is in itself an
1mmoral .activity comprehended by the scope of the regulatory rule.

In the determination of the present aopeal we are not con-
-cerned with whether the appellantqs activity constituted an indict-
able common law.or statutory.crime. Cf. State v. Baldino, 11 N. J.

A e ——

Super. 158 (App. Div. 1951): State V. Damorjian, 20L M. We L98
~ (Sup. Ct. Wis. 1925). We are dealing here with & purely disciplin-
ary measure and its alleged infraction. v S

- The pith of the criticism of the action of the Director in
suspendlng the enjoyment of the license is that the appellant should
have been exoneratcd ‘because.despite his unbecomlnc and. objectionable
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intent and purpose, illicit sexual intercourse was (1) not in fact
in this instance committed on the licensed premises, and " {2) its com-
mission was not in reality anticipated by the. investigating agents..
In what respect those circumstances expulpate the licensee from the
profligacy of his own deliberate misconduct is not clear. So far as
the appellant as the licensee of the premises could act; he made the
accommodations available and conferred his permission: to utilize
them in an 1mmoral pursuite. -

The p01nt advocated in behalf of the appellant that the
1nvesp1gator sought nothing more than evidence is not a novel one
in proceedings implicating alleged violations of- license:privileges.
Vide, Black v. MacMahon, 130 N. J. Law 323 (Sup Ct. 1943); State
%gar? of Medical Examlners Vo boleman 132 J. Law 6L ( p . Cto

¥R E—

Here, too, the Director has construed the promulgated regula-
tory rule.to. be sufficient to encompass the impugned conduct of the
appellant. - Cf. Bowles v. Seminole Rock & Sand Co., 335 g:_gi L10,
hlh, 89 L. L. Ed. 1700, 65 Da Cto 1215 (1945) : SR

The obgect manlfestly inherent ‘in the rule with which we are
here concerned is primarily to discourage and prevent not only lewd-
ness, fornication, prostitution, but all forms of licentious prac-
tices and immoral 'indecency on the”licensed premises. The primary
intent of the regulation is to suppress the inception of any immoral
activity, not .to withhold disciplinary actlon until the actual con-~
summatlon of the apprehended evile.

"Immorallt:y'i is not necessarily conflned to matters sexual in
their nature. In a given context the word may be construed to
encircle’ acts which are contra bonos mores, inconsistent with recti-
tude and the standards of conscience and good morals. Its synonyms
are; corrupt, indecent, depraved, dissolute; and its antonyms ares;
decent uprlght good, rlghto Jebspervs Int ernatlonal chtn (2d ed.)

~The order of the Director of the Division of. Alcoholic
Beverage Control here subjected to review is aff 1rmed
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2. - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE DURING PROHIBITED HOURS, IN

~ VIOLATION OF RULE 1 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 38 - HINDERING
INVESTIGATION - ALLOWING ACTS OF VIOLENCE ON LICENSED PREMISES -
EMPLOYING UNQUALIFIED PERSON - LICENSE SUQPENDED FOR 90 DAYSQA.

-In the Matter of DlSClpllnarY )
Proceeolngs against B
)

JOHN GONNELLA B :
141 High St. r CONCLUSIONS

Newark bk, No o, [ . .>' L0 AND ORDER

‘Holder of Plenary Retail. Consump )
tion License C-172, issued by the
Municipal Board of Alcoholic
Beverage Control of the City of
Newark .

Alexander J. Matturrl and Jameo Del mauro, Esqs.,: Attorneys for .
o Defendant-licensees -

deard F. Ambrose, Esq., appearlng for- D1v151on of Alcoholic
Beverage Control

BY th DIRECTOR ﬁ'
Defendant pleaded not gullty to. cnarges as follows°7 .

W1, On Sunday, January 23 1951 at aoout 23 OO peM., you ..
sold and delivered and allowea, oermltteo and .suffered the sale
and delivery of alcoholic beveragec at retail in original con-
tainers for consumption off the licensed premises, viz., .two
quart bottles of Ballantine beer; in v1olab10n of Rule 1 of
State Regulatlons No. 38, which orohlblts any such sale or,«v

. delivery at any time on Sunday. :

W2, On Januery 28, 1951, while an 1nspector and an - 1nvest1-
gator of the Division of AlCOhOJlC Beverage Control of the
Department . of Law and Public Safety were conducting an investi-
gation at your licensed premises, you, by your agent and employees
Lawrence Gonnella, hindered and falled to facilitate such inves-
tigation; in violation of R. S. 33:1-35.

3. On January 28, 1951, you allowed, permitted and suffered
in and upon your licensed premises acts of violence, viz.,
physical attacks resulting in bodily injury upon the person of
George N. Anderson, an inspector of the Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control, by Lawrence Gonnella, a person employed by you
28 & bartender, in violation of Rule 5 of State Regulations No.

%, On January 28, 1951 and prior thereto, you knowingly
employed and had connected in a business capacity with you on
your licensed premlses Lawrence Gonnella, a person who has been
convicted of crimes involving moral turpitude, viz., the crimes
of assault and battery with intent to commit roobery in 1926,
larceny in 1928, entering and larceny in 1931, and assault and
battery and robbery in 1933: in violation of Rule 1 of State
Regulations No. 13.% ’

. It appears from the record that two agents of the Division of
Alcoholic Beverage Control visited the licensed premises of the
cefendant on Sunday, January 28, 1951, one entering the premises at
approximately 1:50 p.m. and the second entering about five minutes
thereafter.
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The first agent testified that, upon entering the premises, he

sat at the bar and was served a bOotle of beer by Jerry Del Mauro

who was the only person tending bar at that time. Shortly thereafuez
this agent noticed a man, subsequently identified as Lawrence
Gonnella, a brother of the defendant-licensee, in street clothes on
a “balcony” taking off his suit coat and puttlng on a white jacket.
According to this agent, Lawrence Gonnella came down the stairs,
wcnt behind the bar, and proceeded to take some empty bottles from

the bar, open full bottles, and place nfiller corks% in the new
bottlese The agent testified that he saw Lawrence Gonnella serve
several drinks to patrons, collect money for the drinks, and ring up
sales on the cash reglster° Lawrence Gonnella also served this

agent a bottle of beer and took money in payment therefor. The
agent then told Lawrence Gonnella that he wished to purchase two
quarts of beer to take-out. Lawrence Gonnella went to a cooler from
which he obtained two quart bottles of beer and, in a bag provided
by Jerry Del Mauro, handed the package to the agent over the bar.
The agent gave Lawrence Gonnella a one-dollar bill which the latter
took to the cash register and returned with twenty cents change. At
this point, this agent testified, Lawrence Gonnella said to him,
iilow, when you take them bottles out, if anybody stops you, drop
‘them on the sidewalk. We are not supposed to sell thls on Sunday

This agent then walked to the other side of the bar where uhe
second agent was seated, and both agents identified themselves to
Lawrence Gonnella. The two agents and Lawrence Gonnella walked to
the “balcony“, where the latter refused to make any statement or
identify himself. The. first agent further testified that he took

- the package containing the two quart bottles of beer and started to
80 down four steps from the %“balcony" to the floor of the barroom
when he was "shoved® by Lawrence Gonnella, falling down the stairs
and breaking one of the two bottles of beer. This agent then stated

that he ran to the front door of the licensed premises but was
“grabbed® by Lawrence Gonnella who apparently was attempting to
knock the remaining bottle of becer from the agent's hands. Both
this agent and Lawrence Gonnella fell to the floor and the second
bottle of beer was broken, causing a rather severe cut on the wrist
of the agent and a minor cut on the face of Lawrence Gonnella. This
agent stated that Lawrence Gonnella got up and that he saw him go to
the *“balcony”, take off the white coat, put on his suit jacket, and
then leave the premises. In the meantlme a patron on the premises
had obtained a towel and some perox1de for the purpose of dre551ng
the agentf's cut wrist.

The second agent testified that he was unable to go to . the.
assistance of the first agent because patrons blocked his path.
There was nothing to indicate that this action on the part of the
patrons was necessarily deliberate. The second agent stated that he
had not seen Lawrence. Gonnella enter the premises or put on the white
jacket. He testified that he merely saw Lawrence Gonnella behind the
bar in a white jacket, that he witnessed the service of several
drinks.by Lawrence Gonnella, that he heard the first agent ask
Lawrence Gonnella for two quarts of beer and Lawrence Gonnella tell
him to drop the bottles if anyone stopped him. The second agent
further testified that he saw Lawrence Gonnella hit the first agenL
w1th his qhoulder ‘knocking the agent down the stepso

Both agents testified that after the lnoldent had occurred .at
the front door Jerry Del Mauro denied that he knew Lawrence Gonnella.

At the hearing, Lawrence Gonnella denied that ‘he was employed
on the licensed premises. . He testified that he was present on the
lloensed premises to celebrate his birthday with three friends, who
presented. him with a necktie. He stated that he had. taken off his
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coat and. gone behind the bar to try on the necktie. Lawrence
‘Gonnella, however, admitted that-the first agent had asked him for.
two - quarts of beer and that he had taken money in payment therefor.
Lawrence .Gonnella denied that. he ‘'served anyone else or that he ‘was
wearing a white jacket. He admitted that.he had. attempced to knock
the bottles out of the first agent?’s nands, testlfylng iWhen’ we got
near the-door I went a little, nayw1re afd knocked the bottles -out of
his hands.. ¥We both went down- and he .got..cut and I got cut- also.®
Lawrence Gonnella-denied the incident. conCernlng the agent's being
pusned off the stairs from the "balcony" to.the. barroom floor°

John Gonnella the defendant llcengeo who admlttedly was" nOb
on the licensed premises during the above related events, denied that
his brother, Lawrence,,was an- emoloyce° He further testified that
there were. only two whlte jackets on ‘the- llCGnSGd premises at the
time and both were size 38 (Lawrence.. Gonnella nav1ng testlfled that
he wore a 51ze Lly sult) L . : ‘

Jerry Del Mauro testlfled chat he nad relleved the defenoant~
licensee while the latter went home to eat; that. nelther ‘he- nor
Lawrence Gonnella wore a white Jacket and that the latter had .
neithér served the ‘agents nor -gone behind the bar, -He further testi-
fied that hé did not see the ‘alleged assault on the agent and that
he knew nothing of it. untll .a patron. called for towel to gssist the
ﬂgent° . _ . . .

A oatron, testlfylng on oenalf of the defendant, _admitted that
he saw Lawrence Gonnella gell two quarts-of beer to the -agent but
says that he did not see- him serve anyone else., ‘He further testified
bhdb he saw no one fall down the. stairs from the #balcony®™ to the
barroom floor and denied that Lawrence Gonnella wore a white Jjacket.

. With respect to the alleged glft of a necktie to Lawrence Gonnells,
he testified that even though he knew the latter only to say “hello¥
to, he part101patcd in .the purchaese of the birthday tie. A:second
pqtron also-testified .that Lawrence Gonnella did not -have on a white
jacket and that the latter did not serve. anyone° : :

Thu there 15 somc confllct between ‘the testlmony of the agents,
on the one hand, and.the witnesses produced on behalf of the licen-
see, on the other hand. However, the testimony of the agents is more
WOlbﬂy of belief than that of. tne person causing the disturbance, who
surely has a personal interest .in minimizing his part in the incident,
and that of casual (and friendly) customers at the bar. I believe
the testimony of the agents and am convinced that 1t fairly Q@JleS
the events which occurred on the llcenoed oremlst,s°

From all of the testlmony 1t is clear tnat Lawrence Gonnella
oerformed some services in.connection with the. licensed business; .
that he sold the first agent. two quarts of beer and thereafter
attempted to destroy the beer when the agent endeavored to leave the-
premiseés. With respect to these activities i1t must be remembered -
that the term "employment®, as used in the State. Regulatlons, '
embraces all persons whose services are utilized in furtherance of
the licensed business notwithstanding the absence of a2 technical

- employer-employee relationship. -Cf. Kravis' v. .Hock, 137 N. J. Le
2523 Re Washington Cafe (A Corn.), Bulletin. 896, Ttem 23 Re William
Street Bar & Grill, Inc., Bulletin 466, Item &. Consequently, I con-
clude that. Lawrence Gonnella. was GMJIOYGQ on the ‘licensed premises
within ‘the contemplation, of the State Regulations, ‘and T. therefore
find the deféndant gullty as to Cnerges (l), (2) and (3).

' Nlth respect to Charge (4%; L wWrence Gonnella's criminal record
as disclosed by the. State Bureau of Identification was admitted by
stipulation between the attornev for the Division and the attorney
for the licensee. This record is lengthy end contains a number of
convictions of crimes which involve moral turpitude, such as assault
and battery with intent to commit robbery, larceny, entering and
larceny, assault and battery, and robbery. The licensee admitted
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that he knew that his’ brother; - Lawrence,-nad a “record® and that ®he
"~ had some difficulty with the lawf.- bonquuently, I flnd the defeno«
ant guilty as to Charge (h),‘- }

Although the defendant has no ‘prior adgudlcated record, the
charges -herein might well warranb outrlghL revocations .Cf.
Re Arnold, Bulletin 683, Item 6. Howéver, in consideration of all

of the agttendant: c1rcumstances ~I shall suspend the license for.
period of ninety days. :

Accordlngly, 1t 15, on ths 21st day of Narch 1951

-ORDERED that Plenary ‘Retail Consumptlon Llcense C- 172, issued
"by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of
Newark to John Gonnella, for premises 142 High Street, Newark, be
and the same is hereby suspended for a period of ninety (90) days,
commencing at 2:00 a.m. March 27, 1951, and teérminating at 2:00 a.m.
June 25, 1951,

ERWIN B. HOCK
Dlrectoror

3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CLUB LICENSE -~ LICENSE-CANCELLED FOR
- FATLURE TO OBTAIN FROM DIRECTOR CERTIFICATE UNDER PROVISIONS OF
RULE 5 ‘OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 7 - CERTIFICATE ISSUED IN o
ACCORDANCE WITH REQUEDT CONTAIN&D IN- PE TIlIONo

-In the Natter of Dlsc1p11nary )
Proceedlngs against . :
AMLRICAN BRIDGE AboOuIATION ) ,
NORTH. JERSEY UNIT S | T .
*343 Washington St. ’ ' ) CONCLUSIQNS
Newark, N. J., AND ORDER

)
Holder of Club License CB-62 for
the 1949-50 licensing year, and now )
holder of Club License CB-62 for the
1950-51 licensing year, both issued )
by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic
. Beverage Control of the City of )
Newark.

’ Pelry E. Belfatto Esq° Attorney for Deiendant licensee.
William F. Wood, Esq° appearing for Division of Alcoholic
e : ' Beveragc Control.

“BY THE DIRECTOR:

‘Defendant was served with an order. to show cause why - its
} llcense (issued for the 1949-50 llcenQ1ng year) should not be sus-
- pended, revoked or cancelled and declared null and v01d for the . -
' follow1ng reasons ~ .

“Said license was improvidently issued .in violation of Rule 4 -
of State Regulations No6. 7, in that your club had not been in
exclusive continuous possession and use of a clubhouse or
club quarters for at least three (3) years continuously imme-

~ diately prior to the submission, on June 9, 19h9, of your

opllcatlon for llcense‘,*i - .

Lt the hearlng held on the return day. of the order to show
_ cause, defendant through’ counsel admitted that prior to about.

karch l 1948, when it signed a five-- yeer lease for its present -
oremlses, it never had exclusive continuous possession of any club
quarters, it having previously held its meetings (under temporary
arrangements) at the homes of various members or at the Urban League
or other places of civic or public nature. Although defendant
claimed to be a constituent unit of a qualified national organiza-
tion or association and, as such, to be eligible to hold a club
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license (see Rule 5 of 3tate Regulations No. 7), defendant conceded
that the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City
of Newark had issued the original license .(effective February 25,
1948) and renewed the licensé for the years 1948-49, 1949-50 and
1950-51, without requiring defendant’ to present a certificate stat-
ing that satisfactory:proof of -its. status as such constituent unit
had been’ submitted to' the Commissioner. (now Dlrector) of Alcoholic
Beverage Control. Sucha certificate. is, neceosary in order to

qualify under the Rule°

Prior to the  hedring defendant-filed a petition with me
requesting me to issue a certificate to the effect that satisfactory
proof ha$§ now been. submitted to me'that it has been duly creden-
tialed by the American- Bridge Association, which, according to the
petition, is a.national organization in-active operation in this
state for more.than ten years. ' With my:consent,. testimony upon

salid petition was heard on the return.day of. the order to show
cause, A .

From the undisputed evidence offered by defendant, it appears
that defendant was orginized some time between 1934 and 1937 and
has been in active operation in this state continuously since its
inception. although it was not incorporated until.19L48&; and that the
American Bridge Association; a national organization, through its
affiliate local units (of which defendant is one)»has_been in active
operation in this state for a similar period of time. @ The objects
of American Bridge Association as set forth in its Constitution are;
(1) to foster, encourage and develop the gamb.of Contract Bridge and
other later developments of the game: (2) to unite all bridge '
players into one group, using identical laws and procedure in its
bridge games, both public and private; and (3) to. sponsor, supervise
and gonduct duplicate tournaments through which contcstants may be
rate

Considering all the evidence, I conclude that Americean Bridge
Association is a national association organlzed for social and
recreational purposes, Wthh has been in active operation in New -
Jersey for at least three years COHblﬂUOUoly immediately .prior to
June 9, 1949, and that defendant is a conablbuent unit of American
Bridge A55001at10n° . < :

From all the evidence, it appears .that the issuance of the
original license and the renewdals tnexeof were technically improper
because of the failure of defendant to obtain a certificate under
the provisions of Rule. 5 of State Regulations No. 7. I shall,
therefore, cancel the license which defendant now holds.. I uh L1,
however, 1ssue a certificate in accordance with the request con-
tained 1n the petition. It is to be understood, hOWGVbr that my
certificate applies only w1th respect to Rule 5 of State Regul tions
No. 7; that action on any club license aopllcutlon hercaftcr made by
defendant will rest, subject to appehl, with the Munlclp“l Board of
Alcoholic Beverage bontrol which action is to be taken on the merits
and in contemplation of all legal requirements, including the . pro-
visions of the Munlcloal Board®s Club License Rogulatlonq adootvd
June 29, 1934, . ‘ S

Accordlngly, 1t 1s,‘on thls 15th’ day of Maruh 1950

ORDERED that Club Licensc CB- 62 Tor uhC 1950-51 1lccn51nv .
‘. year, .issued by the Municipal Board. of Alcoholic Beverage Conbrol of
“the Clty of Newark to American Bridge Association, North Jersey
Juit, for premises 343 Mashlngton Street, Newark, be and the some is
heraby Pancelled effectlve at 2:00 domo March 19 19510_

. LRWIN B HOCK
. Director.
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Lo DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - LEWDNESS AND IMMORAL ACTIVITIES (STRIP
TEASE DANCE, INDECENT TANGUAGE)»— LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 30 DAYS,
LESS 5 FOR PLEA . " s

In the Matter of Disciplinary # ')'
Proceedings against o
)
STEPHEN BAJEWICZ - o - -
T/a STEVE'S TAVERN -~ =~~~ 5 = ) CONCLUSIONS
. 8/S Clayton Rd., Fries Mill : AND ORDER

Franklin Township (Gloucester County) )
P.0O. Franklinville, N. J.,

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ‘ ,‘)
tion License C-1lk4, issued by the - . - .
.Township Commlttee of the Township )
of Franklin. - : . S

Fred A. Gravino, Esq., Attorney for Defencant-licensee.
Edward F. Ambrose Esq., appearlng for Division of Alcoholic
’ ' Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant has pleaded non vult to a charge alleglng that he
allowed, permitted and suffered lewd, indecent and immoral activi-
ties (a strip tease dance by female entertainers and the telling of
indecent, fllthy, disgusting and suggestlve stories by a male enter-
tainer) on his licensed premlses, in violation of Rule 5 of State
Regulatlons No. 20,

, On Saturday night, January 13, 1951, and early Sunday morning,
January 14, 1951, agents of the State Division of Alcoholic Beverage
Control observed a female entertainer employed by the licensee on
the licensed premises perform a %strip tease dance®, including
“bumps® and fgrinds® and ending with practically complete nudity.

On the night of Saturday, January 27, 1951, and early the next
(Sunday) morning, other agents present on defendant's licensed prem-
ises observed a similar performance by a different:female enter-
tainer. This performance .in addition to its %strip tease® aspect,
included a routine in which the performer, getting. down on #all
fours®, indulged in sexually suggestive movements of her body in a
manner calculated to appeal to, arouse and inflame the passions of
both the male and female customers. Cf. Re Ferdinand, Bulletin 850,
Ttem 2. Following this %act® a male master of ceremonies told’
several storles, vulgar, 1ndecent and broadly suggestive in their
context. : : ,

Such "showst have no plade on licensed premises. This is
~defendant®s only adjudicated violation. - ' '

I shall suspend the license for thirty days. Remitting five
days for the plea will leave a net suspen81on of twenty-five dayso~
'Cf. Re. Ferdlnand . suprae. : . :

Accordlngly, it is, on this 22nd day of March, 1951,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-14, issued by
the Township Committee of the Township of Franklin to Stephen
Bajewicz, t/a Steve's Tavern, for premises $/S Clayton Rd., Fries
Mill, Franklin Township (Gloucester County), be and the same is
hereby suspended for a period of twenty-five (25) days, commencing
at 3:00 a.m. Aprll 2, 1951, and termlnatlng at 3:00 a.m. April 27,
1951. )

ERWIN B. HOCK
Director.
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REPORT OF ACTIVITY FOR MARCH 1951

. °
ARRESTS:

Total number of persons arrested -~ ~ = = = o c = ;v o o dm mm e e m s e e e m e e e e e - - - 15
Licensees and employees - = = = = = = = = = = = 3 ' :
Bootleggers = - = = = = = = = = = = .- - 11
ABC ezent impersonator = = = = = = = = =« « o« - 1
SEIZURES:
Motor vehicles & trucks =« - = =« = = = = = = = - - T T T T I R P o 2
Stills - over 50 gallons = - -~ « - = ek e e e e e e = - = - - e e e e e 1
- 50 gallons or under -~ - - = « = = = - =« = - - - - e e m e e = e e e e e e e e - - - - -1
Mash - gallons = - = = = = = = 0 o 4 0 4 - e s e s - e - B T T T A N e - = = T 1,250.00
Distilled elcoholic beverages - gallons - = - - - - - e - - s R T I z37
Wing - g2llons = = =~ = = = = o - 4 e e e e e e e e e ke e e e e m e e e - e - B i 580.17
Brewed melt alcoholic beverages - @allons = - = = = o =« o 0w o o = 3 L 2Te o0 Ll el oo - 14.12
RETAIL LICENSEES: . . S : L. )
Premises inspected = = « = = = 4w m e e el e e e e e g e 2 e e e e e e s e e - . o - - - 0
Premises where zlcoholic beverages were gauged = = = = = = = = = = = = R .- 778
Bottles GaUGET = = = = = @ = = & m e e . e e e e a e e e - - - - - e e e e e e e m e - o 153,668
Premises where violations were found = = = = = = = = = = B T - - 75
Violations found = = = = = « = = e 0 = = = 0 m m =m0 mmm e e e e m e - e e e e - - - - - - - - 78
Type of violaticons founds ) - - {ther mercal nfnle tusiness - - - - - = - 2 -
Unwual if ied employees - = - = = - - - -= =13 pisposal permit necessary - = = = - = -~ = 2
Gambling devices = = = = = o = = = = = & = - 4 Pronibited signs < - - - = = = - - - - - 1
Imoroper beer ‘taps - - - = == = = « - - -~ 2} “Provable front - - - - - R I N |
Reg, #58 sign nof posted = - - - = - = = = - 2 Other violations - - = = = = = = = = = T -9
STATE LICENSEES: ) Lo . .
Premises inspected = - = = = = = = = = =« & 4 - - - - R R v
License applications 6nv&5flgafeu ----------------------------- .- - 8
COMPLAINTS: . B P :
Complaints essigned for 1nvesf1 stion = = = = = = = = = = = < < e e e e e e w e e L e L6é
Investigetions completed ~ = = = = = = = = = = = = T I NN T
Irvestigations pending - = = -.=. - - T T R A IR - 165
LABORATORY : ' _ : , o L o
Anzlyses pede - = - = == S e - L T T T T T AN S <10
"She Ke-up cases (olcohol, wQTer and arTITIC|c1 colur) ~bottles = - = - = = - - - cm e s e s b
Liwor found to be not genuine as labeled - botfles === = = = = = - = = - = o o o o 2o - o - - .2
JDENTIFICATION BUREAU: '
Criminal fingerprint identifications made - - = = = = = = = = - R T T T 13
Persons fingerprinted for non-criminel purposgs = = = == = ¢ = == = = = = = T . 162
Identificatinn contacts made with other enforcement cgencles I R IR R SR S 157
Motor vehicle ‘identifications vis No Jo State Police Teletype =~ = = == = = - - -~ - -
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS: ST . ) R -
Cases transmifted to municipali +|es R T T "8
Violations involved: - o . Lo C
Szle during prohibited hours = - = - - - - - L Sale to non-mémbers by clubs - - - - - - 1
Failure to afford view into premises =~ . © Sele feo intoxiceted persons - = - .- - - - 1
during prohibited hours - - - - -Z Salc to mnnors e U
Bookmaknng on premises’ -~ - & - - = 2 == < = 1 ] ) A :
Cases "institited &t Division = = = = = = = & o 4 0w 0 D e e o m e s e e e o e o - mlTe o 15
Violetions involveds - ... o Brawls on premises - - ~ - = « = - = == |
Mislabeling beer Tcps “ e = - - - - - - -l Employee workinz while orunK B
Szle to minors - - - - - R e = =3 “Fraud end front = « - 5 - - - o 40 o oo 1
Emplaying unHUml|r|ed PEFSONS = = = = = - = 2" Sale during pronibited hours - - = < - - 1
Gambling. on premises (cards! - = = = = = === 2 Hindering nnvesf: etion - - - - - - - =1
Possessing illicit'lizuor “ e e = - - -2 Permitting immoral activity on premises - 1
Szle under Fair Trade price .- - -'= - - = =-1 - Furthering illegel activity <+ - - - - =« !
Sale to-infoxicated persons = - - = - =.= - 1 . Delivery without bone fide nnvosces - - - 1.
Cases brought by mUﬂlCIpollTl6° on oun |n|T1ﬂ11ve ana reported to Division -~ - = - = = N R I 8
Violations involved: Employing unwuelified pefsons - - = - - - 1
Brawls on premises - - - = = =« = = = =~ = - - 4y Bookmeking on premises - - - - - -~ = - = 1
Sele to minors = = = = = = = = = = = = = - - 3 Hindering investigation = = = = = = = = - 1
Permitting immorel acfxvnfy on premnses - -1 . Sale during prohibited hours - - - - - - 1
HEARINGS HELD FT DIVISION: e S -
Total number of hearings held = = = = = = = = ¢ ¢ mie o m mm e m e e e m e h e e m e 30
ADPEBLS = = - = n o s oo m oo oo oo -3 EIZUrES = = = = = = = = = = = = - - - 5
lSC!pllnur/ ornceedlngs -------- - - - -18 ex revocation - - = = - - - - - - -~ - 7
Eligihility - % & = = = o0 = o« =2 o = = -t =2 - B S -
PERMITS ISSU&U - - - » o ) : S
“TOfol nunoer of perml*s jssUed = = = = = = = = ~ = = = = = it B T ent
Employment = = = = - = = = = - - - 119 Sociel affairs -.= .4 - & =2 o —ee — 2 2527
“solicitorst - - - 2 -2 - 4 - = - = == = = -2 8D, . Speciel wing - - - = m - - - oo o i
Jisposal of dlCOhOlIC beveruoes - - -~==-== 97 Miscellaneous = ~ - = = = = = = =~ - - 98

Dated: 'A'pr-i.__l | ".2_:',"; | »19,'51 .

ERWIN B. HOCK, DIRECTOR
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6. - NUHBWR oF \JIUNICIPAL LICENSES ISQULD AND - AJIOUNT OF FEES PAID FOR THE PERIOD. JULY l, 1850 TO MARGH 31, 1951 AS
REPORTED ‘TQ THE DIRFCTOR QF THE DIV.LSION OF ALCUHO IC BF‘VER_AGE CONTROL BY THE LOCA IS UI\JU AUTI-ORITIES PURSUANT TO R.8. 33:1-19

c L 4 SSIFICATION OF Lic E N s E S 34 .f

- Plenary - i - -, ‘Plenary - - L lelted : L 'Beasonal . Number
Réta i1° - - -~  Retail R i Retail - - Retail’ = . burren-  Number
Consumption .. . .- Distribution 62 K31~ N letrlbutlon : Consumptlon .. + dered Licen- ..  Totael
- No. ™ Fees = No. . Fees * No . . TFees  ‘No. . . 'Fees ' No. . Fees  Revoked ses in Fees

County : - Issued ; Paid - IS"Sued' .. Paid ‘Issued’ . Paid'  Issued - Peid TIssuwed ‘- Paid~ Expired Effect Paid

Atlentic 488 $204,179.18° - 70 & 25,500.00 - ‘18 °. ‘¢ 1,675.00 . O . . . Lo L 576 ¢ 231,354.18
Rergen - 815 297,400 00" ~.296 ° 78,927.00 . 70+ ~ 6,810.82 62 "$2,741.79. - 6 ¢ 1,559.91 e 1242 - 387,439.52
Burlington 186 .  72,325.00 . - 30 ' 8,300.00 . 3 . 5,400.00 : 1. 25.00 - =~ - - B ) - 255 86,050.00
Camden - 456 - 217,2%6.98 82 ' 31,575.00 ‘65 6,171.84 = .. L1 . 375,00 1 L 603 = 255,358.82
Cepe May 133 '~ 65,750.00 . 11 .- 3,700.00 ~~ 15  1,588.03 A A ' o 159 71,036.05
Cumberland 81 34,800.00 14 5 650.00 . 29 5,910.00 ST 2 © 124 42,360.00
Essex - 1377 . 759,847.67 350 205 ,197.95 - 99 T13,178.42 33 1,650.,00. 0 .. 0 3 1856 - 977,874.04
Gloucester 107 54,650.00 13- .2,950.00 - 14 .  1,869.32 - . = - o . 134 . 38,989.32
Hudson 1559  676,032.92 298 117,810.00 . 78 9,595. 68 73 .. 8,091.71 T o ! 2007 - 806,330.51
Hunterdon 79 24,550.00 6  .'1,850.00 -- 6 "667.00 S T T . 91 . 26,867.00
Mercer 425 255,000.00 51  20,600.00 - 55 -  7,710.,14 S R -107.50 - . 1 B3l 283,417.64
Middlesex 634  300,209.24 71 21,695.00 69 6,518.97 ° 5  16C.%4: - - ST 779 . 328,583.55
Monmouth - 549 274,546,51 112 58,450.00 3% - 3,812.26. - . 11 410.00... ‘30 12,902.21 0 31 704  330,120.98
Morris 353  118,515.00 95  30,200.00 - 41 4 048,42 10 400.80 . 5 ' ‘862,50 . 5 .. .499 154,026.72
Ocean 192 105,084.15 46 19,049.97 = 18 - 2,176.78 - . P TE A o T . 254 126,310.90
Passaic 881 360,663.23 166 51,030.00 35 . . 4,299.86. - 15 696416 T S 1096 - 416,689.05
Salem - 50  19;000.00 7  1,500.00 14 1,12£.47 . . o o UL 21,4R2.47
Somerset 186 = 75,485.84 36 9,760.00 " .83 2,522,14 - o e - -e45 - 87,767.98
Sussex 173 45,955.Q0 17 5,355.00 = 9 534.86 -1 50,00 . 1k = . 225,00 1 .. 200 . 50,119.86
Union 547  291,586.40 142  57,150.00 .. .65 = 7,268.36 30 1,412,08 T A . 783 857,416.84
Warren. 151 41,805.00 17 3,307.50 30 2.906,05 - : 2 255,44 2 198 48,273.99
TOTALS 9422 $4,274,422.12 1930 $733,357.42 . 822 - $93,104.22 »f 241”$1o 637.88 46 16;287.56 B4 12407 $5,127,809.20

- : S . : Rebpectfully submltted " '
ERWIN B. HOCK, DIRECTOR N H » . "John H. M1chelson, Deputy, Director.
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - POSSE4SING‘FILLHY'STATUETTE ON LICENSED
PREMISES, IN VIOLATION OF RULE .17 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 20 -
" LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS. - .

In the Matter of D1501Dllnary L)
Proceedlngs agalnst A S ’

JOSEPH' J. CRONAUER and L MAY

/CRONAUER o : : ';q):;; e '

T/a BAND BOX INN ,% Do el s ST R TONE

Int. Reservoir Rd. & Mt Hooe Rd y“ E #“QggnggﬁggS‘;
Rockaway Township - - S T R
P. Q. .Rockaway, RD 1, N Jo,zfeh'_;_ﬁﬂt*f“:

Holders of Plenary Retail Consumo- ‘

tion License C-3, issued by the )

Township Committee of. the: Townshlo T R T

of Rockaway. . - . ) - o L

L N T I I e B R I

Paul Colvin, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensees.
Edward F. Ambrose Esq° appearlng for Division of AlCOhOllC
" Beverage Control

BY THE DIRECTOR: o

Defendants have pleaded not gullty to a charge alleglng that
they allowed,; permltted and suffered upon their licensed premisés and
had in thelr possession, obscene, :indécent, filthy, lewd, lascivious
and disgusting representations COmPrlSed in two nertaln statuettes
in v1olat10n of Rule l7 of State regulatlone No. 20 .

At the hearing held hereln an ABL agent testlfled that he and
two other: ABC agents visited defendants? licensed premises on
Thursday, February 15, 1951; that they entered the licensed premises
about 1300 a.m. and remained ‘for ‘about an hour. The agent .testified
that, about fifteen minutes after they entered, Joseph J. Cronauer,
one of the licensees who was tending bar, took the two statuettes in
question: ‘from: the back-bar and placed them in+front- of “the agents.-
It would serve no useful purpose to describe the statuettes which .
undoubtedly were obscene and indecent in character. - The agent. testi-
fied that there were six other patrons in the llcensed premlses at.
the tlme the statuettes were exhlblteda_

On behalf of defehdants, Joseph Ja Cronauer testlfled that the
agents had asked to see the -statuettes: that he showed them to the
agents and then %set .them back by the bottlesn. He testified at that
time there was only one other male patron at the bar. Irrespective
of the number of patrons in the tavern, it is apparent that the .
obscene and indecent statuettes were allowed, permitted and suffered
to be on the llcensed premlses,ln v1olatlon of Rule 17 of Qtate
Regulatlons No. 2O . .

Slnce it clearly appears that the violation was committed by .
Joseph J. tronauer'(one of the partners), defendants are guilty as
charvedo, This is .true even if the other partner, L. May Cronauer, as
she testified at the’ hearlng, ‘never saw the statuettes on the: llcensed
premises,. Re Dlllone, Bulletin 898, Itém L. I find defendants sullty
as cha'rgea° R L

Defendants have no prior aogualcated record. I shall suspend
%Efengants? license for ten days. Re Club Benmari lnce, Bulletin 7L,
em ' ' o

Accordlngly, it 15, on tnlq lhth day of March 1951,
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" ORDERED that Plenary Retail. Consumption -License C-3, issued by
the Township Committee of the Township of Rockaway to Joseph Jdo
Cronauer and L. May Cronauer, t/a Band Box Inn, for premises at Int.
Reservoir Rd. & Mt. Hope Rd., Rockaway Townshlp, be and the same is
hereby suspended for ten (lOS days, commencing at 3:00 a.m. March 20,
1951, and terminating at 3:00 2ol March 30, 1951.

ERWIN B. HOCK
" Director.

8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - LICEN SE SUSPENDED FOR
15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. :

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against

NORTH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB, INC. )
T/a NORTH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB )
Hamburgh Turnpike, Preakness
Wayne Township )
P, 0. Paterson, RD 1, N. J.,

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- . )
tion License C- L, issued by the
Township Committee of the Township )
of Wayne. :

CONCLUSIONS
LND ORDER

Nor h Jersey Country Club Inc., Defendant- llcensee by Walter A
‘Lindell, Vice- Presa.dent°
William F. Wood, Esq., appearing for DlVlSlon of Alcoholic
’ v Beverage Control.

' BY THE DIRECTOR:

_ Defendant has pleaded guilty to a charge alleging that it pos-
sessed on its licensed premises an alcoholic beverage in a bottle
beaering a label which did not truly describe the contents thereof, in
violation of Rule 27 of State Regulations No. 20,

"On Novembér lO 1950, an agent of the Alcohol Tax Unit,
Internal Revenue Scrv1ce United States Treasury Department, during
a routine inspection of delendancvs licensed. premises, seized
thereon one quart bottle labeled “Carstairs:White Seal Blénded
Whiskey®™ when his field tests indicated a variance between the label
on the bottle and the contents thereof. Subsequent analysis by a
Federal chemist confirmed this finding and disclosed that said bottle
had been refilled with an alcoholic beverage other than the whlskey
described on the label.

Defendant has no prior adjudicqted record°

I shall suspend the llcense for the m1n1mum perlod usual in
violations of this nature, fiftcen days, Re Rudolph, Bulletin 680,
Item 1. Remitting five days because of the plea w1ll leave a net
suspension of ten dayso o

Accordingly, it 1e;~on'ﬁhie l9th day.df_March, l95l;

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-4, issued by
the Township Committee of the Township of Wayne to North Jersey
Country Club, Inc., t/a North Jersey Country Club, for premises
Hamburgh Turnpike, Preakness, Wayne Township, be and the same is
hereby suspended for a period of ten (10) days, commencing at 3300
a.m., March 26, 1951, and terminating at 3:00 a.m. April 5, 1951.

ERWIN B, HOCK
Director.
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DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - OPDER POSTPONING EFFECTIVE DATES OF
SUSPENSION. . : .

In the Matter of D1501p11nary _Abj;)'}«
Proceedings against > _

NORTH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB INC
T/a NORTH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB )
. Hamburgh Turnpike, Preakness‘
Wayne Township ' ) ON PETITION
P. 0. Paterson RD 1, N. Jop. . ORDER

dolder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-4, issued by the
Township Committee of the TOWHShlt
of Wayne. ‘ )

Cr em am mm e e e o o ew = wm mm wp em e er e =

Petltloner, by Erlc Helse, oteward

cY THE DIRECTOR

It appearing that, by Order dated Ndrch 19 1951, petltlonerfs
license was suspended for a period of ten days commencing at 3:00
a.m. March 26, 1951, and termlnatlng at 3 00 a.m. April 5, 1951, and

It further appearlng from a VLPlfl@Q petltlon submitted by the
licensee that, prior to receipt of notice of said suspension, the
licensee had entered into arrangements for a dinner and wedding
reception to be held at its licensed premises on the evening of
Saturday, March 31, 1951, and that aoprox1mately ‘'one hundred and
sixty persons were: expected to attend said dinner and reception, and

It appearing to my satisfaction that numerous 1nnocent persans
will suffer -undue hardshlp if-said 'affair is not hpld as scheduled

« It 1s, on thls 215t day of March, 1951,

ORDERED that the suspension imposed herein shall commence at
3:00 a.m. March 26, 1951, and continue in effect until 3:00 a.m.

March 31, 1951 that thereafter sald suspension shall be lifted

until 3 OO a.m. April 1, 1951, when it shall again become effective
and contlnue in effect. until 3 00 a.m. April 6, 1951,

ERWIN B. HOCK
Directoro

10, STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED.

Ferrls & Rossborough, Inc. -
31 Central Ave., Newark, N. J.
Apbllcatlon flled March 30 1951 for Transportatlon Llcensec

uamuel Kleln Inc,tmh

. 901-03-05- 07 09 Railroad Aveo, Lsbury Park N'.IJ°

Application filed April 2, 1951 for transfer of State Beverage
Distributorts Licénse from uanuel Klein.

Mrector.



