
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOI.sIC l3EVERAGE CONTROL 
744 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 

BULLETIN 470 JULY 29, i941. 

1. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - DISCREPANCIES IN 
COLOR .AND SOLID CONTENT - BLENDED WHISKEY IN A BOTTLE CALLING FOR 
A STRAIGHT - PRIOR CONVICTION OF E1HPLOYIVIENT OF A FENALE CONTRAHY 
TO LOCAL REGULATION - 15 DAYS' SUSPENSION. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

MORRIS ROSENBERG, 
598 W. ~arket St., 
Newark, N • J • , 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License No. C-505 for the ) 
fiscal year expiring June .30, 1941, 
and now holder of Plenary Retail ) 
Consumption License No. C-406 for 
the current fisco.l year, issued by ) 
the .Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Newarko 

) 

- - - - ·- -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Irving J. Rosenberg, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-Lieensee. 
Richard E. Silberman, Esq., Attorney for Department of Alcoholic 

BeverQge Control. 

The defendant pleads not guilty to the charge of possessing 
illicit liquor· at his tavern in violation of the Alcoholic Beverage 
Law (Ro S. -33:1-50). 

On Novt-:;mber 27, l9iJ:O an agent of the Alcohol Tax Unit of 
the Federal Bureau of Internal Revenue, on· testing ten open bottles 
of liquor at the defendant1s tavern, seized one bottle, about three­
qunrters full, labeled "Four Roses Rye, a Blend of Straight Whiskies," 
\.:-hich tested off. 

The analysis of the Federal chemist to whom this bottle 
was submitted by the ag(:mt shows that its contents, although not 
varying materially in proof or in acids from genuine liquor of that 
brand, ~id vary substantially in solids (boing about four times 
great:2r than the genuine) and nlso in coloring. Ii1atter (being half 
artificial and half natural, whereas the genuine is all natural 
coloring). 

Frou these sharp v£n".iatior1s in. solids and coloring, I con­
clude, as did the Federal chemist, that tho liquor in this bottle 
was actually a "refill." 

Indeed, the defendant himself virtually admits such fact. 
He thus explains that, on November 26, the day before the bottle was 
seizedJ he had left the tavern in charge of o.n employee from 11:00 
A.Hf. tmtil 5:00 P.ivl.; that, aftr;r Sf.:dzur~.:; of the bottle, he ques­
tioned this employee and learned that he (the ernployee), while in 
cho.rge of the tavern, had treat~xl hiL1self and a friend to drinks from 
this bottle (which contain.od·one of the more expensive liquors in the 
t2ve:cn) and' replaced what he] had taken with n chenper whiskey. 
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. The employee, who apparently has been working at the tavern 
·as' porter; waiter and occasionnl bartender J testified in corrobora­
tion of this story. 

·Even accepting this story (which is not without its weak­
nesses - such as the employee's failure? to remember what he used in 
the "refill,rr etc.), the defendant is not thereby exonerated fron 
responsibility. The employee's "refllling,n nlbeit with tax-paid 
liquor, constituted an illegal act of both rectifying and bottling, 
and hence rendered tbs contents of the bottle in question an illicit 
beverage. Re Haney, Bulletin 304, Item 13. The defendant's mere 
possession of such liquor at his tavern was, irr·espective of his 
personal innocence ns to the "refilling, 11 a violation.of the Alco­
holic Beverage Law. Re OrbQch, Bulletin 406, Item 10; Re Heuring, 
Bulletin 445, Iteu 12. Also see Re Wnoroski, Bulletin 454, Item 6; 
Re Yanero, Bulletin 455, Iteli1 6; Re Bir ban,· Bulletin 457, IteL1 10. 

Hence, I find the dGfendant guilty ·as charged. 

As to penalty: If the defendant had no past record, his li­
cense vvould, since no aggravnting circur:istances o.ppear in this case, 
btJ suspended for ten clays for his present offense. See the cases 
above cited. Such strict accountability is necessary in these 
nrefill" cases to insur0 that taii1pering vvi th liquor by licensees or 
their er~1ployces be perer.1ptorily wiped out. Actually, however, the 
defendant has a past record~ He pleade~ guilty, in a previous disci­
plinary proceeding by this Departuunt in Jm10 1939, to the charge of 
enploying a fm~1ale to tend bar and sell nnd serve drinks at his 
tavc;rn, contrary to local regulation, whereupon his license was 
suspended for five days, with two being renli tted because of the 
gui1tY . .1Jlea, or a net of three days. Re: Rosenberg, Bulletin 323, 
Itorn 11. 

Hence, in view that the defendant has such i)ast record, his 
license will, for his present offense, be suspended for fifteen in­
stead of ten days .. 

This proceeding, although instituted during the last licensing 
year (which expired June 30, 1941), does not in anywise abats, but 
rewains fully effective against the defendant's renewal license for 
the curr8nt (1941-42) ysar. State Regulations Noo 15. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 15th day of July, 1941; · 

ORDERED, that Plenary Retail ·consumption License No.· C-406·, 
iss·ued by the. MUL--i.icipal · Boarcl of Alcoholic Beverage Control of tl1e 
City of Newark to Morris Rosenberg, for 598 ~. Market.Stre~t, ~e~ark, 
for the current fiscal year, b 12 ancl hereby is suspended for a period 
.. '?f fifteen (15) da.ys, cornaencing July 21, 1941, at 3:00 A.M. (Day-
light ~aving:Time).... : 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acti11.g Cornnissi.oner~ · 
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2. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FRONT FOR NON-LICENSEE - SITUATION 
CORRECTED - REVOCATION MITIGATED TO A SUSPENSION OF 60 DAYS .. 

In the.:Matter of Disciplina~y 
Proceedings a.gainst 

ESTHER E. S:M.ALLWOOD, 
N/E Boulevard and Oxford.St., 
Landis Tovvnship, . · · 
~.o. Vineland, N. J., 

Holder of Plenary Rett:.-:..il Consump.:...: 
tion License No •. ~-::9 is sue.d ·by 

·the Tovmship Committet:~ ·of the 
TovJnsh1p .()f Landis.. · 

- - - - - ~ - - -·- -

). 

) 

) 

) : 

) 

) 

-) 

. ON PETITION 
CONCLUSIONS"AND ORDER. 

Moe A. Jo~eph, Esq.,. Attorney for P~titioner. 

Or;i. June 4, 194.1- the above license wa·s re.voke.d, bcc~use ·the 
licensee.~: slnce 1936,. had be'en holding successive pl~n~17 retail 
consuni.ption licenses as a ttfront" for one Santini. See Re Smallwood, 
Bulletin !+61+, Item 2. It was there said~ 

Hiri .. View'that this Case thUS j_nVOlV2S a Tfrontl· _·fO.r: a" 
per sop disqualified in point of ci tj_.zenshi°p lrom · 

·March ).939 and ·who also actually has a substantial·; 
·cr1niinal, r~cord; that this·' front Y· was furthered by 
Santini's obtaining from this Dep<J,rtment an. employment 

· permi.t on the fG.lse representation that· he had no i:n~ 
terest in any·liquo~·license in New Jersey, was merely 
to be rin employee at the t2vern in question, and had-· 
no.qriminal record; that the defend2nt, the nominal 
i1censee, actually aided in the entir0 ill~gality, 
not only by f2lsely representing herself to the 
local issuj_ng authority as Oiimer of the tavern but 
2.lso by making a false plsa to this Department that 
she could not, as ovvner of the tavern; r do c.11 my 
work alone' and would, therefore, like to have an 
employment permit As sued to Santin~ 'to take care of · 
the clc2.ning o.round the place'; c;,.nd, .further, tho.t· 
the evidence as to correction of the 'front' is highly 
dubious; -- in viow of all such fncts 1 outright revo­
cntion of the defendo.ntts license is th2 only proper 
pono.lty.n 

Miss Smallvwod has filed a ptJtition for tnod:i.fic·ntion of. 
penalty. In such pc ti tion it is alleged, among .othor .thii1gs, that . 
subsequent to the heQring and pending the decisiori in-the disciplin-­
ary proceedings she hu.d, as ovmcr of th0 busincss .. s.ince" l~ove-rribcr 
1940, "expended the sum of approximately tvv-elvo hundred dollars in .. 
mo.king improvements to hor ~sta .. blis_hi-nent, consisting of a_n addition"·· 
to the building- and to the bar.''--. : -

Because of this pertinent fact occurring 2-fter the trir~l of 
the disciplinary proceedings, the.petition was entcrt.::iin8d and heCJ.r­
ing ·scheduled for the purpose of tnking ·testimony on such issueo 

At such hearing, petitioner produced paid bills, cancoll0d 
chscks s.nd con trc~cts in substantiation of the ex-oendi ture of 
$1200.00. In <::.ddition she also prcsent8d evidence of paymGnts of 
$100. 00 monthly to Santini ever since November 191+.0 on account of 
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the purchase price of the business, .and als.o that .:.payment of ... $) 5. 00 
monthly rental has been made by her to Santini ever since that time. 
Further documentary evidence, not theretofore produced,. was also .. · 
presented by her, all of which indicates that petitioner· is 'now .the·:. 
sole and bona f~de .owner of the business.. · · · · \ · 

I· atn now satisfi~d that a correction of. ·the· prior unlawful· · 
arrangement existing between petitioner and Santini has been; satis-
f 2c torily proved. I am .fortified in" thi~ detei~minatiori by the f.act 
that no request has been made by Santini for any:modific~tioh.of .. the 
revocation of. his employment perml t. · See Re· Santini, .·Bulletin 464, · 
Item 3. This is further evidence that the correction· is· bona fide· 
since Santini may no longer be emplo~ed- on the premises·ot be· a~so­
ciated in any way vd th petitioner in the operation of the business. 

The penalty of outright revocation.will, therefore, be 
changed to a suspension. Howcvt:;r, in view of the circumstances. dis·­
closed at .the .disci.plinary hearing, which appec.r in the above ci tea 
paragraph. fr.om the .Conclusions in that case, I shall, in modifying 
t1?-e rcvoc:d;t;io~i, pi·~scri._be a penalty equival0nt t_o a suspen:si_on .. for. 
sixty . Q..ays;:.· '. : ·· · ·· · · .. · 

.Accordingly, it is, on .this 15th day of July, 194.1;. 
. . . 

ORDERED, :.thn t the c'..fq.rem~ntioned Order of June 4, · 1941 bt; 
and hereby is modified from a revocution·of Esther E. Smallwood's 
then existi:µg plenary r:et,i~l · con~umption license for 1940-J.~1 ·for prem­
ises N/E Boulevard and Oxford Street, ·La.ndis Township, to n suspension 
thereof from·. JlV,1e 5th (the. de~ te upon which she was relieved o"f her 
lie ens e) thr·ough. June )0, · 1941 (the bc-:lanc e · of its term) , nnd fur­
ther, that no license·~h2ll be issued t~ Esther E~ Smallwood or for 
said premises for j~he current .. fiscal ye:c{r prior to August 4,. 1941., 
thus constituting:, 'in toto, the equivalent. of a suspension for a 
period of sixty ,( 60)da_ys. 

.E ·• vV. GARRETT, 
Acting Coin.missioner. 

3. FAIR TRADE -- NOTICE OF NEXT PUBLICATION •. ·. 

July 16, 1941 

The.next: off'icial publication :)f minimum'reso..le prices,: pu;r-· 
suant to, the f:ai-r ,trude rules (Regulations Tfo .. 30), will bs' made on 
or o.bo.ut" JAfednc:s'day, ·August fr;. 1941. New i terns and_ change:::;:s in :_,ld 
i tem.s must. be filed. at:· the offices of this Department not 1..:.:. tor. th2n · ·" 
Wednesdciy., July 23., 1941. · 

: ~ ., . ' ; . 

N6tification 8f the proportionate ~hrire of the nggregnte 
expense involved will be i;mde to po.rticipnti:pg. companies as sqon as 
th~ pa~~hl~t priCQ'list is ciailed to all r~triil licensee~ • 

. E. W ~ GARHETT, 
Acting Coruni~si0ner. 
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4. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FRONT FOR NON-LICENSEE -:-- 10 DAYS 1 

SUSPENSION - PETITION 'TO MODIFY BECAUSE OF SEASONAL BUSINESS 
GRANTED - ·5 DAYS' SUSPENSION POSTPONED UNTIL AFTEH LABOR DAY. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

L.~KE HOPATCONG YACHT CLUB, 
·Bertrand Island, 
M:t. Arlington, N. J., 

i-lolder of Club Licrmse CB-2 
fo.r the fiscal year expiring 
Jlll1.e 30; 1941:; and now holder 

) 

) 

) 

of Club. License CB;....l for the 
current (1941-42) fiscal year, 
issued by the Mayor and C6llilcil ) 
of the Borough of Mt. Arlingtono 
- -.- - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -) 

) 

) 

) 

Petitioner, Pro Se. 

ON PETITION 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

On July 11, 19 .. 11 I suspended petitioner's license for ten 
days commencing July 14, 1941 upon its guilty plea to charges thnt 
it denied in its application thnt c:::.ny person.other tho.n itself was 
·interested in such application or in the business to be conducted 
thereunder, and also aiding and abetting a non-licensee to exercj_se 
the rights and priviloges of its license. See Re Lake Hopatcong 
Yacht Club, Bulletin 469, Item 6. A more serious penalty was not 
imposed becG.use of licensee's frank admission of the facts and its 
cooperation in effecting an immediate correction of the prior un­
lawful situntiono 

A petition has now been filed by the licensee 2lleging that 
it is 0-'. "family club"· of over thirty years' existence; t.hat its 
membership is elective and not open to the genero.l public; that its 
license is not operated as a co1mnercial enterprise for profit but 
rathGr o.s an accommodation for its members; th2.t it is active only 
during the summer months; that in addition to thtJ r9gularly sched­
uled events held at its premises, many invitation card parties ho.ve 
been scheduled during the remainder of the presc:mt season; that:; as 
a result, a sus:pension of ten days at this time against it is, in 
effect.? the equivalent of a much greater suspension if inflicted at 
any other season of the year. 

Cognizance·may be taken of the fact that·Lake Hopatcong is a 
summer resort and that the yachting season is lhni ted to the warmer 
months of the year. 

While a suspension should be ~)f sufficient force to act as a 
deterrent of future violations., it should not, on the other hand, be 
unreasonably onerouso As was said in Re Jay1s, Bulletin 318, Item 
10, involving o.n Asbury Park licensee: 

"Suspensions are imposed not to destroy a licensee but 
to teach him that the law is made to be obeyed and to 
deter others from violations. The period of suspension 
is not. to be chosen by the licensee nny more than its 
length. It is not to be imposed on nny principle that 
t.he timing shoulC. be when the punishment would hurt him 
th·2 least. That would be but nn idle gesture. It is 
only when the shoe pinches that the homework bec,-.:;E1es 
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effective. No lesson is learned unless it impresses. 
Therefo~e, on general principles, the fact that the 
suspension happens to bear on0rously is a mere rub of 
the grei.:m which licensees, penalized for violations, 
will have to take in stride. 

"There is, however, this to be said for the petitioner:· 
The season at Asbury Park is but fourteen weeks •• ~Q·O" 

It was there ruled that the last five days of a forty-day suspension 
should be postponed until shortly after Labor Day. 

I shall here follow the course pursuc;d in the Jay case, suprn, 
and permit five days of the suspension to be served during the second 
week in Septe.mber, when licensee's season, although past its poak,. 
is, nevertheless, not at its lowest ebb. Petitioner's request that· 
tlrn be.lance of its present period of suspension b(-; delayed u.ntil the 
month of November, when the club is practically inactive, may not be 
grantee::., since it would result in a suspension in form only c::md render 
nugatory the penalty heretofore ordered.. Cf. Re Silver Palm Corpora­
tion2 Bulletin 4:17, Item 10 .. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 16th day of July, ·1941, 

ORDERED, that the ten-day suspension heretofore imposed in 
this case and already in effect since 3:00 A.M. (Daylight Saving Time) 
July 14, 1941, shall continue to run ru1til five clays of such suspen­
sion hmTG been served, and that the; remaining five days be hereby 
postponed until, and become effective nt, 3:00 A.M. (Daylight Saving 
Time) September 9, 1941. 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

5·. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALES OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES DURING 
· PROHIBITED HOURS - 5 DAYS' SUSPENSION, LESS 2 FOR GUILTY PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

) 

) 
CLIMACO FERRARI:; 
194 Eighth Ave., ) 
Newark, N. J., 

) 
Holder of Plenary hetail Consump-
tion License C-579 for the license ) 
year expiring June 30, 1941 and 
now holder of Plenary Retail Con- ) 
sumption License C-501 for the 
curren~ (1941-194~) licens~ng year,) 

·both licenses having been issued by 
the Mun.icipal Board of Alcoholic ) 
Beverage Control of the City of 
~G~a~k~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _) 

CONCLUSIONS 
lUJD ORDER. 

Climaco Ferrari, Pro Se. 
Abraham Ivlerin, Esq., Attorney for the State Departmen.t of Alcoholic 

'Beverage Control.·· · 

The licens·ee has ploaded ·guilty to the charge that during 
prohibited hours on May 3, 1941 he so1d alcoholic beverages.in his 
licensed premises, in violation of Newark Ordinance No. 3930, a~opted 
December 21, 1938. 
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Reports of investigators disclose that they entered the li­
censed premises, which is a restaurant, at 3~20_.A.M. on IVIay 3, 1941; 
·tha.t they ordered a meal, and after they were served they ordere¢t and 
were served at 3:45 A.M. two glasses of beef. They also observed 
other customers· in the premises being served alcoholic beverages. 

The usual penalty for such violation is five days. 

By entering this plea in ample time before the day fixed for 
hearing, the· Department has .. been saved the time and expense of prov-
ing its case,· for which two days will be remitted. · 

This proceeding, though instituted during the last licensfrig 
term which expired June 30, 191+1, does not· abate, but remains effec­
tive against defendant's renewal license for the current termo 

Accordingiy, it ·is, on this 16th day of July, 1941, 

ORDEHED, that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-501, here:-­
tofore issued to Climaco ·Ferrari by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Coritrol of the City of Newark, be and the same is suspended 
for a.period of three (3) days, effective July 21, 1941, at 3:00 A.M. 
(Daylight Saving Time). 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -. SLOT MACHINES - DEVICES DESIGNED FOR . 
GAMBLING - ttCOMETn - 10 DAYS' SUSPENSION, LESS 5 FOR GUILTY PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplihary 
Proceedings against · 

FRATERNAL ORDER OF EAGLZS, 
Hoboken Aeri~ #603, 
126 Hudson .Street, 
Ho.,ooken, N~ J., 

} 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Club License CB-5, ) 
issued by the Board of Com-
missioners of the City of ) 
Hobolrnn., 

- - - -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
.AND ORDER 

Fraterrtal Ordet ·of Eagles, Pro Seo 
Charles B~~{le, Esq.,, Attorney for the State Department of 

Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Licensee has pleaded guilty to charges tl~at on May 17, 1941 
it possessed two five-cent slot machines and one ten-cent slot ma­
chine, which might be used for the purpose of' playing for money or 
ot~er valuable thing, and devices or apparatus dGsigned for th~ pur­
pose of gambling, in viol&,tion of Rules 7 and 3 of Stats Regulations 
No. 20. 

According to staff report, in~estigators discovered the ma­
chines on the licensed premises while m2.king a routine inspection. 
'Two of the machines ~re knovvn as ncor.iet" and the third bore no name, 
but the three of them are the comrnon type; so-called none Arm Bandits': 
which contain coins and a jack pot. 'They pay monoy to the playGr if 
he is lucky enough to draw ccrtE,in combinations when he op ore.:. tcs the 
one arm lever vrhich spins the wh<.=.:els. 
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By ~nt~ring ·a plea of guilty, the l:i,c.ensc:3e has s'i.rved the ·Dc­
partrncn t the time nnd ·expense of proving its c~:.se. ·.Five days of 
the usua~ penalty .. bf ·tc:q. _days_ wil1 therefore bG rmnitted . 

.. -:· 

Subs·equent to tht;. ins~-i tution: of. thos.8 procced:i.ngs, the above 
mentioned license .;.has expired and has bo~n renewed by ·the is·ouancc· of 
Club Licei1sE( CB-5 for the pres~ent fiscfaJ.; ·y(;a-p.,. < Such' rcrt'c-.:wc~·1. lic.cnse 
is subject _to .thfr susp_onsi6p imposed herein. S_tate· RegulatJ.ons No. 15 • 

.. 

Accordj_ngly, :it is,· on this 17th. daY, ?f:_July;· ·1941,. 

OHDERED, that Club License CB~5, h'Eir~·tofdre · j~ssued ·to the 
Fratern·a1 ·Orq~r·: of Ec:-glcs, Ho bokcn: Aerie_ //:603, by the Boa1~d ·"of Com­
:rriis sii:_;n:r~rs of the. City of Hoboken, for th8 pruscnt .fiscc.~l year, be 
and the same is.hereby suspendeq for five (5) days, effective July 21, 
1941, at 2:00 A.M._ (Daylight Saving r~e~me). . · , . 

. . 
. ' , .. -· . 

_ E ... VV_. G!:J\RETT; - . .- . 
Ac tiJ}g · Corhmi s s ic)n6r .. · 

... 
7. LICENS:.E1ES -- EMPLOYgES - MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE - lVlEMBEHS OF THE 

LE.GH3LATURE ARE NOT DISQUALIFIED FROM HOLDING LIQUOR LICENSES OR 
BEING EMPLOYED BY ·LICENSEES NOR, IF so ENGAGED, FROivl PAH'rICIPATING 
IN ALCOHOLIC BEVER.AGE MATTEHS IN THE L}:jGISL.hTUHE - CONNECTION BY: 
LBGISIJATORS -WITH' :LlQUOR LICENSEES DISAPPROVED TO-. PREVENT SUSPJ;CXON 
OF TIE-UP BET\i\fEEN POLITICS AND LICiUOR. . 

Hon. Joseph ·n-. Sugrue, . J.uly 19, . 19/Fl . 
1\1 .~v1r~ ri.r · N . --J . ; .L\l ....... u 1...J.. .i~ ~· T ·~ ~·. ' ' • • 

My dear Judge Sugrue: 

I have yours of July 17th, inquiring whether an ·lndivldt.i.&l 
empl:.;yed by a brewery is disqualified frcrn b8ing scatod o.s 2 member 
of the Legislature·of .the State of New Jersey. 

As you put the question, the answer is, of C(.mrse ·' "N:J ~ u -~· . 
That would be a matter for the Legislature to determine. 1 t&ke it 
the. t your real inquiry is vrhcthr::r a memb(.::;r of the Legisl0.ture ".)f the 
State of NeiH Jersey may be smployod by a licensed Ne1;J Jersey brewe:ry. 

There is nothing :i.n the Alcaholic Beverage ·1ciw ·or tho State 
Rules and Regulati::ms 1Nhich specifically prohibits ·any public offi­
cial,· o. member of the Legislature or otherwise, from being cmpluyed 
by a New Jersey licensee·. However, this Department has ruled that 
the c :JmrrDn lavr cbctrine. in the matter v.;ill be fol~.01ved, . and hc;LS, 
thercfr:;re, in me:~.ny instances, held. that certain public officials who 
hold liquor licenses qr are employed by: liccnseEis ·are disqualified :by 
reason of s.elf ... interest f.r .. _1i:1 participc::. tj,ng in any vv:0-Y in 8 .. ny alcopo}.ic 
beverage --·mQ.tters:. ·:c61i1irig b.e.fore theri in their officia+ ·eapnci ty. · Thus,. 
members .:)f .. lop.al gd\fe.r:q._ing .. b,)dies who issue licensc;s are disqualified 
by re[!_ sort,. of solf 'int··c,::r-~st · fr.:in 2ct:i.ng in t:~lc0hc1lic beverage nt~ttc-rs; 
local pol:Lce.)-:aagistro.tes are likewise disqualifiGd, since':they D.re · 
charged vifith c~nf-~)rcemcnt of the liqu;Jr lµw;. ·but, on the other. h~~.ncl, 
County Freeholders_, ai though public'_. 9fficie:.ls, are cu1mectcd: with the 
liquor lo:w :iJ) s(Y rcn9t'e o.. degree ·thn t I ho.ve he~d they.· ar.c"nJt._di~~ -. 
qualified in ... ar1y· "IJVay' •. ·T~V? rulings ·are:· collE:cted and the. reascms r~_-,.. 
stated in Re :Kerner, Bulletin 298, It0~n,. 9 . 

. . 

:, 

... 

. ' 
' . 
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The specific case which you now pose has never com~ before· 
this Department for official ruling. Members of the Legislature, it 
is true, are sometimes concerned with alcoholic .bevernge matters$ 
If J however, they were to be disqualified by i~eason of self interest 
because of being liquor.licensees or employed by -licensees, then 
every member of the bar vvho is nlso a member of the Legislature 
should be disqualified frori1 ·participating in bills concerning lawyers, 
and it would not be a muchgreater step to say. that all members of 
the Legislature who, as lawyers:, are employed as counsel by licensees, 
should also be disqualifiedo 

I therefore rule t{lat ·a- member of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey is not, disqualified from being employed by a li~ 

.. censee or holding a liquor license in this State, nor is he disquali­
fied from participating in: any alcoholic beverage matter which may 
come before him as a legislator". 

However, I do wish· to caution you that) do not approve of 
such connection by legislators with liquor licensees. One of the 
evils which brought about Prohibition and which the dry forces 
might well seize upon in an attempt to again bring that about, was 
the alleged tie-up .between politics a.nd liquor. 

Very truly yours, 
E. Wo GARRETT,. 

Acting Commis_sion.er. 

8. APPELLATE DECISIONS - DUTTKIN Vo SOUTH RIVER. 

SUFFICIENT LICENSES IN VICINITY - DENIAL AFFIRMEDo 

ALEX DUTTKIN, 

-vs-

Appellant, 

) 

) 

) 

MAYOR AND.BOROUGH COUNCIL OF THE) 
BOROUGH OF SOUTH RIVER, 

) 
. Respondent. 

- -.- - - ~ - - -·- - - - ~ --- -) 

ON APPEAL·­
CONCLUSIONS(AND ORDER. 

Meehan Brothers, Esqs., by John J. Meehan, Esq., Attorneys 
for· Appellant. 

John E. Toolan, Esq., by Huyler E. Romond, Esq., Attorney 
for Respondent. 

Respondent denied appella~t•s application for transfer of 
Joseph Skarzinski 's plenary retail cDnsumption license for preraises 

·77 Division Street, to himself for premises 165 Whitehead Avenue, 
South River. Hence this .appeal. · 

The record disclbses that one of the reasons· (among others) 
for such denial was that nine of the forty consumption licenses out­
standing in the municipality are o.lready located on Whitehead Avenuo,· 
which is between three-quarters of a mile and a mile in length, and 
that such nun1ber is sufficient for that street. Al though such reason 
was not specifically mentioned in respondent's answer to :the petition 
of appeal, it appears froLl the testimony of OnG of the two Councilmen 
who voted in favor of appellantts application (~he ~otal vote being 
four against, two in favoi) ·that the_matter cif the ~ufficiency of 
licensed establishments existing on Whitehead Avenue was discussed by - . ! . 
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respondent·• s members prior to the vote on the instant application. 
Three of the Councilmen testified that such was one of the grounds 
upon which their decision was based. The Mayor, who, though not vot­
ing on the application since there was no tie necessitating his voteJ 
also voiced the same objection to this transfer. 

Whitehead Avenue is mixed residential and business in char­
acter. It is one of the,threc major thoroughfares in the Borough. 
One of the present consumption ·establishments on Whitehead Avenue 
is but 180 feet from appellant's premises. 

No citations are necessary to support the .. proposition that 
the right to transfer is not inherent in a license and that an issuing 
authority may grant or deny a transfer in the exercise of a reasonable­
discretion. This Department has heretofore sustained local issuing 
authorities in their refusal to permit any additional consumption l'i- ' 
censes on main thoroughfares in order to prevent a frequency of such 
places along such streets. Cf. Rosenvinge v. Metuchen, Bulletin 249, 
Item 6; Alpert v. Asbury Park, Bulletin 380, Item 2; Baselici v. 
Asbury Park, Bulletin 381, Item 4; paradise Restaurant, Inc. v. 
Wrightstown, Bulletin 466, Item 6. In view of the present concentra­
tion of l:!.censes on Whitehead Avenue, respondent 1 s refusal to add. a 
tenth license on that street cannot be said to be arbitrary or un­
reo.sonable. 

Appellant contends, however, that public need and convenience 
require that a license be issued to him because the proposed premises 
are equipped with bowling alleys. He produced numerous persons who 
bowl at the premises and who testified that they are desirous of_ 
being able to obtain a "drink of beern while bowling. 

It appears, however, that there are two other licensed plac-es 
containing bowling alleys in the municipality. In the recent case of 
Decicco et al. v. Manville, Bulletin 467, Item 1, the same contention 
was made in a s i tua ti on quite similar to the one at bar. In holdi11..g 
that the appellant had not sustained the burden of proof, it was 
there said: 

"Likewise, the further fact that bowling alleys are being 
operated at the proposed site ancl that various patrons there 
have expressed desire to be able to drink with their game 
falls far short of any requisite public need mandating a 
license for the proposed premises. The two bowling places 
in the Borough which have liquor licenses seem sufficient 
for those bowlers who need the refreshment of alcoholic 
beverages at t?eir play. n 

Such ruling is likewise here applicable. 

Appellant's premises are located on the corner of i:Vhi tehead 
and Russell Avenues. In an attempt to overcon1e respondent's aforesaid 
objection, appellant offered~ at the hearing, to close the entrance 
on Whitehead Avenue and to use only the entrance on Russell Avenue. 
As pracedent therefor, he refers to the case of Doherty v. Atlantic 
City~ Bulletin 58, Item 8. In that case, the sole issue was whether 
the premises were located in a residential neighborhood. One entrance 
was on a business street and the other on a residential street. The 
only objections were general in nature fr.om persons residing on the 
residentiai street. It was held that such mere general objections 
were not sufficient to sustain a denial of a license on a business 
street, ancl the action of the issuing authority was, therefore, re­
V:Jrsed on condition that the Gntrance of the; premises be al tr::rec1 so 
that the premises front exclusively on the busirn-:rn·s str8et. such 
condition obviously left the aforesaid genero.l objections without any 
weighto 
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Here, however, changing the entrance from Whitehead Avenue to 
Russell Avenue would not meet the express policy against lining up 
any further liquor licenses on Whi tehcad Av·enue. Such change would. 
not remove the premises from Whitehead Avenue. :Moreover, it did not 
appear in the Doherty case that any of the members of the local body 
were opposed to the issuance of a license to the premises as·alteredo 
In this case, however, three of the Borough Councilmen testified that 
they would still be opposed to the granting of n license to appel­
lant's premises even if the entrance-on Whitehead Avenue were per­
manently barred. In this posture of the record, I would not be 
justified in compelling respondent to accede to appellant 1 s.r1,3quest 
to change the entrance and grant the trapsfcro 

The foregoing renders it unnecessary to.pass upon the other 
grounds assigned by respondent for ~ts denial in this case. 

The action of respondent is, therefore, affirmed. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 21st day of July, 19~1, 

ORDERED, that the petition of appeal be and the same is 
hereby dismissed. 

E. \JV. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

9. NEW LEGISLATION - AMENDMENT TO R. S. 33: 1-12.1 - STOCKHOLDE.R OF 
CORPORATION, EXCEPT ·A BONA FIDE HOTEL, OWNING MORE THAN TEN PER 
CENT OF STOCK MUST QUALIFY AS AN INDIVIDUAL APPLICANT - NOT 
APPLICABLE TO RENEWALS - APPLICANT-TENANT AT FEDERAI.J, STATE, 
COUNTI OR MUNICIPAL AIRPORT EXEMPT. 

Senate Bill No. 362 was approved by Governor Edison on Jlme 
27, 1941, o.nd thereupon became Chapter 230 of the Laws of 19410 

Since no effective date is stated 9 it became effective on 
July 4, 1941, pursuant to R. S. 1:2-30 · 

The nevv matter is underlined. 

It reads as follows: 

HAN ACT concerning alcoholic beverages, and amending 
section 33:1-12.1 of the Revised Statutes of the· 
State of New Jersey. 

HBE IT ENACTED by the S0:nate and Gc~neral Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey: 

"l. ·section 33:1-12el of the Revised Statutes of the 
State.of New Jersey, be and the samo is hereby amended to 
rend as follows: 

"33:1-12.1. Class C lieonses; qualifications of 
stock owners. 

"No class C license shall be issued to any corporo.­
tion, except for prenises operated as a bona fide hotel, 
unless each owner, directly 1Jr indirectly, of more than 
ten per centwn (10%) of its stock qualifies in all respects 
as an individual applicant, anything to the contrary con­
tained in this chapter notwithstancling. This section shall 
not apply to the renewal of any license. This section shall 
not prevent the issuance of a class C license to a corpora­
tion for o. business conducted or to be; conducted by the 
corDora tion, as a tcnnnt, at any airport ovmed or op8rated 
by the Feeler al, State 2 cormty or mun.icipal government. tr 

Dated~ July 24, 1941. 
Eo W. GARRETT, 

Acting·Commissionero 



PAGE 12 BULLETIN 470 

10. HORAL TURPITUDE - INCEST INVOLVES HORAL TURPITUDE. 

DISQUALIFICATION - bPPLICATION TO LIFT - GOOD CONDUCT FOR FiVE 
YEARS AND NO'I1 CONTRARY TO PUBLIC INTEREST - APPLICATION G'RANTEDo 

In "f:!he Matter of an Application ) 
to Remove Disqualification be­
cause of a Conviction, pursuant ) 
to Ro So 33:1-31.2. 

) 
Case No. 124 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -) 

ON HEAHING 
CONCIJUSIONS AND ORDER 

In 1929 petitioner, then 16 years of age, was convicted of 
the crime of incest.· He was sentenced to an indeterminate terE1 in 
the reforrnatory, but upon his commitment was fom1cl by a psychiatrist 
to be subject to recurrent uo.nic episodes, whereupon he was sent to 
a state hospital for observation and treatLiento Re remained. in the 
hos pi to.l for approximately eleven rnonths, during which time he re­
sponded favorably to his treatmi.--:;nt and was thea returned to the re­
forr11atory,. from vvhich he was released on parole in July 1930. , 
Petitioner's fingerprint record discloses no other criminal convic­
tions since that time. 

Incest, fr on· its very nature, is a er ili1e involving r:ioral 
turpitude. Because of the gravity of the offense, even petitioner's 
youth and apparent raental instability at the time of its cori1uission 
do not fT·ee the criue of the elenent of nor al turpitude. Cf. Re Sebold, 
Bulletin 149, Iteo 3. 

At the hearing to remove his disqualification, petitioner tes­
tified that he has been a resident of New Jersey for twenty-thrc~e 
years and is presently euployed 1n the Heceiving Departi~1ent of a whole­
sale liquor licensee (peri· .. lission so to be cli1ployed having been grantee: 
by this DepE:.rtnent penciing the outcone of his hearing herein); that 
prior thereto he had been °on the W.P.A." and in a C.C.C. Carip, had 
peddled vegetable.:; proc~uce, worked on noving vans and hnc~ done other 
odd jobs to earn a living. 

Petitioner procfoced as character witnesses a business 
acquo.intanco, a social o.cquai.ntance and c.1 for1Jer eE1ployer, wt10 have 
known petitioner for five, eight and ten yenrs respectively, and a 11 
of whoL1 testified that during the course of their acquaintanceship 
with hie he has been leading a law-abiding life. 

The only indication that peti tioncr may not hc.1ve been leading 
a law-abiding life ·for the past five years is his arrest in 1940 for 
dese1"'tion, which culnino. tcd in his appearance in a Far~rily Court, whore 
he was orclered to pay his wif·2 part of his earnings. Desertion not 
beiDg a cri1.le involving nor al turpi tucle in the absence of aggravating 
circtmstances (He Case No. 286, Bulletin 346, Ite! . .t 15), I do not 
believe that this single lapse is so serious as to ovi:.~rco.i.~1 12 peti­
tioner 1 s otherwise clear record since 1930. 

The Chief :Jf Police in the iTW.1icipali ty where petitiow3r 
residGs ho.s certified that there arG no couplo.ints or irnrestigQtions 
pending against hiu. , 

It is concluc1ecl that petitioner has been law-abiding for at 
least five years last past and that his association with the alco­
holic beverage industry will not be contrary to public interest. 
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Accordingly, it is, on this 24th day of July, 1941, 

· ORDERED, that petitioner's statutory disqualification because 
of the conviction described herein be and the smne is hereb;>r lj_fted, 
in accordance with the provisions of H. S. 33:1-31.2. 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting ConLmissioner. 

11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOH - DISCHEPANCIES IN 
COLOR A.ND SOI1ID CONTENT - SUSPENSION OF 10 D.l\.YS HEHETOFORE IMPOSED 
AND STAYED NOW REIMPOSED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

J Al\fl:ES YANERO, 
286 West Market St., 
Newark, N. Jo, 

Holder of Plenary hetail Consmnp­
tion License C-81 for the fiscal 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
year expiring June 30, 1941, and now 
holder of Plenary Retail Consumption ) 
License C-60 for the current fiscal 
year, issued by the Municipo..l Bollrd 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control of thG 
City of Newark. ) 

) •' 

ON PETITION 
ORDER 

Fred Frieman, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-Licensee. 

On April 15, 1941, I ordered the suspension of the license 
then held by .this licensee for a period of ten (10) daJrs, effec·~i vo 
April 21, 1941, after the licensGe had pleaded guilty· to cl~arges of 
possessing an illicit nlcoholic beverage in violntion of R .. So 33:1:--50, 
and rebottling an alcoholic bevernge in violation of H. S. 33:1-78 
(Re Yanero, Bulletin 455, Item 6). 

Thereafter, the licensee filed a petition requesting tho.t 
the order of' suspension be stayed pending the decision in alinost 
identicul disciplinary proceedings against Horris Rosenberg, 598W. 
ivlarket Street, Newark, N .. Jo The petition c.lleged ntlmt it woulci. 
bo grossly inequitable if he were required to serve a suspension and 
theroafter there was an adjudication of not guilty in the proceedings 
against Morris Rosenberg." Based on this petition, on April 19, 1941 
I ordered that the origino.l order of suspension be stayed until fur-· 
thor order .. 

The Rosenberg case has now been decided (Re Rosenber_~ Bulle­
~in £.170, Item 1), and ·his license suspended for a period of fifteen 
(15) dnys instead of the usual ten (10) days, in view of his past 
record. 

No reason appears, therefore j why the penalty heretofore iE1-

posed against James Yo.nero should not bo put .into full force and 
effect. 

This proceeding, although instituted during the last licensing 
year (which expired June 30, 1941), does not j_n any wise abate, but 
remains fully effective against the defendant's renewo.l license for 
the current (19L11-42) yos.r·. Stats Regulations :No. 15. 



PAGE 14 BULLE'.I1IN 470 

Accor0.ing ly, j_ t is, on thj_,s ;~4th clay of July, 1941 9 

OHDERED, that Plenary Reta~l Consumption Licens~ C~6.o,. issu~d 
by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control 01 tne City or · 
Newo.rlr to James Yanero, 286 West Marl~et Street, Newark.? for the cur­
re.tit fiscal year, bG a:nd the same is herebv susnended for a period 
of ten (10) days, c.ommencing July 28, 1941: at 3:00 A.M. (D.S .. T .. ) .. 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Commissioner. 

12.. SPECIAL PERMITS - MUNICIPAL CONSENT - HEASONS REQUIRED -
GROUNDS FOR. REFUSAL INADEQUATE - PERMIT ISSUEDo 

In the Matter of an 
Application of 

HILLSBOROUGH TOVVNSHIP 
DEMOCRATIC ASSOCIATION, 

Flagtovm, N. Jo 1 

For Special Permit. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ) 

CON CL USIWJS 

Clarkson A. Cranwer, Esq., Attorney for Township of· Hillsborougho 
Hillsborough Township Democratic Association, by Joseph 

Vaecarelle, Secretary. 
Percival Bardsley, an Objector, and appearing for the New Jersey 

Liquor Dealers Leagueo 
Rev. Joh..11 Hei,nrichs, an Objector, Pro Seo 
Rev. Geo. Scholten, an Objector, Pro Se. 
Rev. Earl Hutchinson,.an Objector, Pro Se. 

The Hillsborough Township Democratic Association has applied 
to tbis Department for 2. specj_al pernlit to sell and serve alcoholic 
beverages at the Associatlon' s clambake to be held on Sunday; J"uly 
27, 1941, at the Norz Grove, South Branch Road, South Branch, in tho 
Tov~~ship of Hillsborougho 

The application does not bear the nn.micipal clerk's cortifi­
cation that the Township Cammi ttei2 consents to the permit and that 
issuance thereof would not be contrary to local regulations or 
policy, ·nor does it bear the certification of the Township's ebief 
lmv enforcem(mt officer that he has no objection. 

Although this De.pG.rtmont has.? under H .• s. 33:1-74, .the power 
to j_ssue such permit without consulting the municipality involved, 
nevertheless it has been this Department's consistent policy to re­
quire.? bef1Jre granting any such permit, that the applicant obtain, or 
makG reasonable effort to ob to.in, the mentioned certificntions. 
Re Green9 Bulletin 31, Item 3; Re SP8Cial Permith Bulletin 40, 
It•2m 7; Re Ramsey D(::;mocratic Club2 Bulletin ?l, Item 10; Re Atlantic 
City Elks Reunion Ass ocia ti on 7 Bulletin 260 ,. I tom ·~l; Re Blanda, Bul­
letin 264, Item 4. 

The salutar;y purpose of such procedure is well stated by the 
late Commissioner in Re Ramsey Democratic Club, supra: 
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"The reason why I insist upon obtainj_ng the written ap­
provals of the chief of police and the clerk of the 
municipality where the social affair is held, is to 
ascertain whether there are m1y local ordinances or 
resolutions prohibiting sales of alcoholic beverc-i .. ges 
or limiting the hours thereof, or whether the granting 
of a permit would ln anywise violate the declared policJr 
of a municj_pali ty, or vvhcther the governing board has 
any sound objection to the character of the individual, 
group or organization which purposes to conduct the 
sociEJ.l affair or whethc;;r there is any other reason ·why 
the permit should be refused by meo" 

Hence, where such munieipal approval is withheld for good 
cause, this Department has denied the permito ~e Rq,msey Demo<;rntic 
Club L suprc:q He A"~lq.ntic , City ElJrn .Reu11io~1 Association.,,_ SUP±:..9:...!.. On 
the other hand, mere refu·sal of rimnicipal consent Yrlll not prevent 
issuance of the permit if such refusal is without sufficient cause. 
See Re Ramsey De171o~ratic. q1u~ supr~.!.. 

In the present casl:;;i applicant claimed that municipal ap­
proval was arbitrarily withheld and requested a hearing theroon. 
Accordingly, after notice to the Township Conmiittee_, Clerk, and 
chief law enforcement officcn") J such hearing was hold o 

From the tiastimony, it appears that appllcant is a poli ticnl 
club which has beon in activ~..:: existonco in the Tovmship since 1931; 
that there are some fifty members in the club at the present time; 
that thus far, about fifty t:Lclrnts have been sold for their clam­
bake; that the only alcoholj_c beverage which the club wishes to 
dispense at that affair is beer. 

It further appears tho.t on July 18, 1941, the Tovmship Cam­
mi ttee, by vote of 1 - 1 (the third conmi tteeman not being present) , 
refused to grant approval for issuance of tht; permit; that, as a 
result 9 the Tovmsh1p Clerl{ and the chief law enforcement officer 
refused to certify approval on the application. 

The ChairE1an of the Tovm.ship Co1mni ttee (who .voted against ap"":" 
~ proval) testified that he opposes the permit (1) because of local 

opposition to service of alcoholic beverages at these affairs when 
held on Sunday; (2) because any such permits would, in effect, un­
fairly compete with the several regularly licensed places in the 
Township 1Nhich have picnic groves; c-L."1.d (3) because these latter 
groves have better sanitation facilities than the grove at whi.ch ap-

. pl:Lcant plans to run its clambake. 

The objE.~ctors who appeared at the present hearing voiced ob­
j~c~ions which, in sum total, are the same as those advanced by the 
Cnairman .. 

As to (1) and (2): It &ppeo.rs that the Tovmship has actually" 
granted consent in the past for ·liquor permits for Sunday affairs·at 
unlj_censed places -- viz., for outings of the Townshj.p Volnnteer Fire 
Co. on August 27, 19Z)9 and August 25, 1940.. Indeed, an applj_cation 
by the Tov'.!llship Volunteer Fire Co. for an outing· on Sunday, August 
3, 1941.? l to be held· on unlicensed premises) is presently pencli.ng 
before the Departnent and has been given the approval of the Town­
ship Committee. 

From these tnstances, I think it ·clear that the· t.mnicipal 
policy, if any, has been to give consent for these permj_ts, even 
though they be for Sunday outings and even though they be for 
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unlicensed premises.. There appears to be no reason why applicant, 
whose fitness to hold such a permit is not contested~ should be denied 
a like privilege of dispensing alcoholic bE0verages .under similar cir~ 
cumstQnces. · 

As .to (3): Although it is asserted that the .~anitntion facil­
ities of the grove in question are not ·equal to those ·or.: the· liquor 
licensed .. groves, nevcrthel0ss there is no clairn: that the grove is ac­
tually unfit for the .Propo.sed ·outing. It appears .tho. t g·en0ral picnics 
~1nd outings hciv~:; bee1i held, in the lXlst, ·at this so.1118. grove.- without 
ob~Gctior-' o·n tbc.':\ p'2r+ o·f +}·-~· muni·r.i··J·--1 1 ity -::.-;··, .... ;·!- ·t·h . ., dro .. ~e w--:ic~ ur1fit J . ... _.L . ~'-' L. u. v •. .1.1:.:, ~J.C.-..!..... V--<--v ..... t..;: (;:)_ v c..,.J ~ • 

In view of the foregoing, I do not see ade:quat0 ground in this ·· 
case for de1~ing to the pr0$ent applicant the privilege of a special 
permit such ns has been· accorded to otb.cr groups f·or o'utings in the 
Tovrashlp. · · · 

Hence, the permit being applipd for is granted~ 

Dated: July 25, 19410 

E. W. G1"! . .RRETT, 
Acting Commissionor. 

13. DISCIPLINARY PHOCEEDINGS - DEVICE IN THE NATUHE OF A SLQT ~·iACHINE -
Gl~',rlBLIHG ON LICENSED Pii.El!iISES - 'BALLY "HECORD ·TD:f.t£H FIVE-BALL 
ONE-SHuT -- 10 DAYS I SQBPEIJSIUN' LESS 5 Fon GUILTY PLE1L .· 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against · 

. THE 13·4 Ti~VEHN, INC., 
128 Locu$t Avenue, 
Wallington, N. J., 

} 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retai1.C6nsump-
tion License C-3, issued by the } 
Aayor and Qouncil of th8 Borough 
of Wallington. ) 

The 134 Tavern, Incg, Pro be. 

CONCLUSICJIJS 
: AND. OF~DEH 

Charles Basile, Esq., Attorney for the State Department-of 
· Alcoholic Bevc:rGge Control. 

Licensee has plea.dt.:cl gui.lty to. chargos that on MQ.rch 31, 19t..11 
it allowed, permitted and suffered on the licensed prcfo1ises o. Bnlly 
"Record Timen five-ball one-shot machin•0, o. slot machine c.:ncL·device in. 
the nature of a slot mnchine which may be us.e0. for the pu:i:·posc o-f. 
plnyi:ng for rnone:y or othsr valuable thing., in \riolation of Eu.lo·: 8. of 
Stnte Hegulations No. 20, and allovmd, porrn:Lttcd and suffered gn.dblin.g­
in thn t it redeerl1ed in Gash thE~ winnings of· person;;-; ploying. said rm­
chine in vi,.Jlation·- of Hule 7 of State .Regulations No .. r.~o •. , 

According to .staff. report, tho machine, ~is ci·iJerated by in~ 
serting o.. f'i ve-cent c;Jih in a slot. Five balls ,_:o.}Jpenr; and ·OJ:lf:. or uore 
of tho numbers in o. SGL.1i:...circle bearing. ntlli1bcrs c.)Uf) ·to.: seven at the 
to1J of the r.mchine, light UlJ. · The. first fol1r balls nov.c into a slot 
in thr..:: upper left-hand cornor. A pin drops to prevent· the fifth ball 
gving into the slot. When this ball drops into a ~;1ocket vdth 2. number 

, . h b . t 1 . . • • 1 - . t . . 1 . :1 correspcnu.ing to t o nm11 er in ... 1e scni-circ c, . c~ .tu is r:iac~e anc. n 
pa;y--off, according to tlm odds shown, is c_:.:..lc · t.J ·the .player .. 
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The inves·tigators: played the machine, Eiade a hit, and w0re 
paid o_ff with. a glass of beer and two niclrnls. 

By entering a plei1 of guilty, the lice-nse(:1 has saved the De­
partment the tine and expense of proving its case. Five days of the 
usuo.l penalty of ten days will thGrcfore be renitt8d • 

.Accordingly,. it is, on trj_s 28th day of July, 1941, 

. ORDERED, that Plcd1ary He tail G;onsurnption License C-3, horeto-
fore issued to The 134 Tavern, Inc. by the Mayor mid Council of the 
Borough of Wallington, be- and the s2me is hereby- suspended fQr five 
(5) days, ~ffective .August 4, 194lf· at 3;00 A.N. (Daylight Sav:Lng 
Tirae)o ~ · 

Acting Couuissioner •· 




