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STATE OF NEW.JERSEY 
DEPARTMEN~ OF.ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 

'1060 Broad Street· ·Newark 2,.N. J. 

BULLETIN. 781 NOVEMBER.7, 19470 

1. LABELING - EXPLANATION As TO WHY LABELS ·FOR .MALT ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES DO 1~0T ·coNTAIN SAME DATA AS WHISKEY LABELS - HEHEIN ALSO 

. 6F DESIRABibITY OF· UNIFORMITY .IN STATE AND FEDEEAL LABELING 
REGULATIONS. IN FIELD OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES:. · 

lvir. A., D .. B 
Blo.omfield,~J. 

My dear Mr~ B_ ... __ : 

You point out that whiskey labels sp~cify the alcoholic· content 
·and also whether the item is a st:r;iaight or. blended whis1cey, etc., 
whereas beer labels do not contain similar- info~mation. You there­
fore urge that, for the benefit of the buyer, be.er labels should 
specify the alcoholic content and the aging period and also what you 
call the rq~ody of the beer" ~ .... · I , 

The Federal authorities have adopted cociprehensive la~eling 
regulations as to alcoholic beverages moving in· interstat<:: or fo"reign 
commerce,. For the sake of uniformity,. this Depar~rnent :Pas ruled .that 
the same regulation~ sha11· a:pply to· labeling of alcohqlic beverages 

·moving only in intrastate .commerce in New Jersey. Many states in the 
country have taken· exactly similar action for tt1e purpose of trying 
to es_tablish one general set of labeling regulations for .the nation. 

___ Those regulations expres.sly require that vvhiskey labels shall . . 
set forth the· alcoholic content and the.other data to which you refer. 
However, they make no such provision as to _malt a~;coholic beverages 
but merely·require that the label must show the.name of the bottler· 
or importer 9 specify· the net contents, and state what class of malt 
alcoholic beverages is in the container, e~g., nb.eern,· "ale", nstoutn 
or· "porter TY. ,Seemingly,. t}1e Federal regulations (which vve and _ 
various ·other states follow as. above described) do not t:reat labels ~ 
for malt alcoholic beverages.as stringently ~s labels for whiskey 
because of the fact that malt alcoholic beverages do not have the 
variety.of' corn.position which can go into whiskey and because of the 
ftirther fact that the alcoholic content in malt alcoholic bever~ges 
i.s· comparatively small -- e.g., generally no more than 4% by volume· 
in b.~er and somevv:hat higJ1er in the case of ale, stout or porter o. In . 
any event, thus far the Federal authorities have apparen'tly not found 
it necessary tQ require that labels for ~alt alcoholic beverages set 
forth the ~lcoholic content· and the other detailed information 
.required in the case of whiskey. Nor have· we, al though having c.on­
ternplated tne matter from' time to time, founci sufficient urgency.· for 
such labeling at the expense of 'adding onto the Federal requirements 
and· thus destroying ·the uniformity between state and Federal ·require-

.. men ts which .we feel· i~ desiral;)le in. labelin&. · · · 

However, wholly apart from our attitude in the past, the question 
you raise is deserving ·of serious review on our part at. this time. 
Accortlingly, should the Federal regulations remain as they pr~sently 
are, we plan to reexamine this entire matter with a view toward the 
advisability of ,agopting a reguia tion in New Jerse.y requiring labels 
on·malt.~lcoholic beverages·being sol~ in this State to contain more 
detailed information than is presently the· case. 

Very truly yours, 
ERWIN B. HOCZ: 

· Comrnis sioner .. 

r 
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Tuir" Ao Do B 
Bloomfield, .N ~ · J. 

· Dear Mr•' B ___ ,: 

October· 9, 1947 

.Ac.l:;::nowledgmen.t ts made of ·.your letter of ·sept ember 17, 1947, with 
yd·J.icti. you transmitted copy of a ·letter written ·to Governor Driscoll:; 
containing certain suggestj_ons with respect to more inforwative . 
labeling for bottled beer. \your letter quotes·a portion of a cornmuni- . 

. cation directed to you by Commissioner Hock of the. Ne\jJ Jei·sey . 
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Controly outlining the Dep.artment' s 
po"si·tion vYi ~h respect to the questioris you have rais~o.;·. It may ·be 
po:inted ·out tha~t I recently haG o·ccasion to confer with .both commis­
·s_i oner Hock and ·Governor Drj_scoll in Atlantic Ci VJ, at- the time of the 

. - co;nference or··monopoly stat(; administratorsJ and-that the 'sU:pject o:f 
ycur letter was discussed· at tht::d~ tirne. I ·am ·sending Comrri.issioner 
.HocK a copy of this· letter for his further ipforrµationo 

-·The iuggestions you have made re1lect ~ broad ·unaerstandiri~ of -
{Jr anding practices generally and indicati3 that you have given consid­
erabLe thou~ht to labeling in the alcoholic b~~erage field. The· same 
poj_nts you raise . have been gi VE:m carf;ful ,,consideration" by me I and my 
predece~sors in this wor~ over a period dr seveF~l years,·havirig-been 
the subject of res.ear ch on·· the p~:trt of labeling- experts. and techni­
cians employed by· thr.:.: .Gov.crntnent, · or· hG.ving ·been the su.bject of public 
heai'ings at various tirneso It has b_een the Goverriri1entts conclusfon, 
,as a result of ·these studies, U:i.0 t it- is. neither feasible nor al to-
gether· desirable to require the inclusion of these-extra item~ of 
information on beer labelso I am outlining below in some d~tail -the 
bases on whi.ch these conclusions. were reachedo 

. Your first· sugg2_stion ·is that beer·. labels sl~oulc(bear state.iiients 
of -alcoholic cont,ent'a At present; an Act of Congres·s, _the Fede_ral · 
Alco_hol Admi~1istr0.tion Act, specifical,ly prbr11bi ts the. use of alco­
hoLLc content statements on beer labels,- except where required by 
.state lavv (a few ·states roquire such statement as a rneans of adipi'ni-s-
tering -their revenue statutes _9 differsnt rates of. taxes ,being imposed 
for; malt beverages abo~e and.below a given figur~).· Th~ Corigressional 
enactm.ent in this- re.gard reflected the at~~ tude · bo,U-1 of the adminis: 

-. tra ti ve branch of the Governrnent and of the brewing industry its elf o 

It was the opinion of· those having studied· ttw matter. that beer should 
be presented to the public as~ beverage.of moderation rather than as 

.,ari alcoholic drin}~ having intoxicating properties, and it was believed 
'th~t this· pr~sentation could best.be made ·by avoiding any tefe~enc~s . 
to ·alcohol on labels o Regulations v-vhich have b12en adopted. pursuant .. to 

. publi~ hE?arings to. carry out the purposes of the law have, .therefore, 
not only prohibited specific sta te:t'11ents of alcoholic. content _but have· 
also precluded the use of any numer_als, de-signs or,. devices which may 
be mistaKen -by ··the consumer -as ·references to alcoholic· content or . 
iritoxicati.ng qualities.· I ·arn inclined to· think that it is still in' the 

·public interest to pursue this policy arid it is my·unaerstanding ·that 
the brevving inc:ustry itsel.f ·would be stroi1gly .opposed, for these 
reasons; ~o a r~quirement that the &~conolic str~ngth of_ its pr6ducts 
b~ stated onbottl~_labelso. 

· .. From the consuincr't"s stand_point,' I b(d'iev~::: that very little would 
be accomplished by .requiring e~act statements of· alcoholic content to 
appear on· labels·... Heports · 11vbich 'are submitted to the tmreau. by· 

, breweries every month· shovv, among othGr things, ·the: quantity of beer 
produced and its 1 alcoholic strength; and I not_12~ from an examination of 
several of these monthly reports that there is very little variation 
in the alcoholic content of the beer currently being rn.arl:eted.. While. 

I .' 
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some beers· run -as. low as 3% and some as high as 4% of a-lcohol by 
weight,, nearly· all of. them run around _the -average- of 3. 5% o '. _y- ou w]_ll 
thus note that- ·even those 1.\rhj_ch ·a.re extremely high or low in .alcohol 
onlYi .vary from the, averc::~ge .abou.t one-hal_f of on;e per ce~1t, while ·q1e 
dep2rture from the average_ in most cases would be _measured-by one or 

1 
two-tenths of a I)er cent •. lt hardly. se.enis -vv-orthwhir8 from the ~on­
sumer.' s standpoint to require statements containing such exact 
information as to alcoholic contento .we .can,, -I believe, quite pr9per­
ly _ ta.t:;.:e the position ·that alcoholic. content is a very. nearly uniform 
characteristic of beer and that· the var.ia-tio-ns are so slight -as to be 
of no consequence to the consumer. 

You have also suggested. that labels- shoula carry smne information 
reg~.;.rdlng the p~riod during. which beer .has been aged o It is undis­
puted, 6f course, that the matter of age is of great importance in. the 
case ·of products such as· whiskey and brandy·, vvhich ar(:; ·usually 

1 

unpalatable when unage:d .and. which norm2.lly improve in quB.lJ. ty as the 
aging period is increased.. However, the si tua ti on with beer is qui'te 
different. - Bureau records reveal that .no beer is p.ged for a very long 

/ 

period and -that t!he ·general practice· in this regard i;:; 2.lso reasonably· 
uniform. At the preserit. time, it appears from sta~istics which I have 
recently examined that brewers are usually aging their beer from three 
to five weeks, wi_th an· average of four weei\:s.. S1wh variation as there 
is in thi~ regard would probably come about, at least to SC?rne extent, ,_ 
as a resul.t of fluct:uations- in demand for brewers' ~procrncts.. If a­
br~v\:er sells less beer-. than he has anticipated, it is obvious that his 
beer will 'remain in storage longer than he had planned.; .and if his· 
sales exceed his e~pectations, it i~ equally· obvious that ·he will 
withdraw his product from his storage tanKs. more rapidly than he had 
anticipated, with the result that thE; aging period is reducecL. 

, Since the average pe'riod of aging is four weelts and rsince the 
va~iation from this period, either abbve or below, is normally no· more 
than one week, it hardly seems desirable, from the- consumer ts. sto.nd- . 
point, to require labels to car~y exact informat~on as to the storage 
period, as, for example·, -27 days, 32 days, etc. Bureau cherHists and 
-organoleptic experts who have examined a great many samples of beer 
during the past severai years are agre·ed that there is no perceptible 

. diffe-t·ence in. tht:~ taste or o.ther characteristics of .beer-s a·ged,, for 
~xample' three and_ five weeK.s. ' S-ince t'here i~ no noticeable differ-:­
ence, it would· seem that no purpose would be served ·by requiring the 
different ages. to be stated on the labels; and it may ev~n be ar:-gued 
that .such statements under these circumstances would be rnisleadiI,lg, 
since the consumer would naturally expect a' 32-day' beer to· be superior 
to a 27-day beer.. It may further be pointed out that ·since the brewer, 
from a practical standpoint, could hardly arrange to bott1·e all his · 
beer at the same age- because of variations in demand, he-would con­
stantly have to be chang~ng his labels, ipvolving added expense which._ '· 
the consumer in the- end would have to pay.. such a requirern,ent would 

1 also necessitate.a gener~l revamping of brewery storage pl~nt~ and· 
possibly malrn it i~ecessary,' for the Government to station Ernn .r·egularly 
at brewery premises in order- that the accuracy of· age stateinents on 
beer labels could be properly policed. I believe you will agrse that 
the benefits to the consumer -from such a tequirement, questionable as 
they are, would hardly justify the additional trouble and. expense 

~ : which the requirement would involve both for the brewery and, the 
Govermnent .. 

You further:·~uggest lhat beer iabels should contain some statements 
as to the body 6-f t11ebeer,·.by which I understand you are referring 
to the extract or solid matter contained in the producto Beer averages 
around 4!% to 5% extract but there is 1riore variation in this regard 
than in the case of alcoholic content or age'. 1Ne have found some beers 

' 
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to contain as·,. little as 2;~% 'solids while sotne go .. as. high .as 6-l%. I 
-doubt, however, if this is a matter in which the average consumer 
would _be interes·ted and I have some_ ·question as, to whether the state-

· merit of residual solid ,content could be made in a mannet ~rldh would 
not be confusing, -at- lea.st to a subs, tan ti al number of consumers •. The 
amount of. extract in a beer, of course, determines wbether it is. a·, 
ligh.t or heavy beer, or, in other words, just wh?-t tpe beer tastes . 
lhrn. ·Some brewe,rs aim at n light-bodied beer, just as .sorIJ.e whisKey 
distillers aim. at the production of LLght-bodied whiskie,s, whi'le · 
others produce beers of heayier 'bodies, dependi~ng upo_n what the ·indi­
vidual brewer, thinks the~ publi~ preference in his locality, or market 
may be. I am inclined to feel, however, that it is ·better for the 

· public to judge thi:s characteristic of beer on taste,; rather than on 
, J_abel st?-ternents which may not be easily understood.· If a given_ con­

sumer dislikes a heavy beer· and, prefers a light-one, he vvill Pl'.esumably.' 
-~3ettle on, a brand which plecises his particular taste and avoid buying 
those which he finds unsuitableo 

__./ I apprecia t.e very 'much your writing me about these matters and 
giving me an upportunity to'ex~lain the GoVerri6entts ~osition on them 
to Y?Uo I shall b'e pleased to· hear ·froa1 you again at any .. tin1e ~ 

very truly yours; 
·Carroll Eo M~~ley 

Deputy.Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
U. So- Tr¢~sury Department. 

October '15J 1947 

Carroll E .. Mealey, Deputy .Corim1i.ssioner 
.of Internal Revenue ... 

U. So Trea~ury· Department 
Wa.shi~gton 25-, D '! Co· , 

Dear Commissione:r .Mealey: 
. ; 

I ·have yours of October 9th enclosirig copy of yobr letter of the 
same date to A~ ·Do B __ of Bloomfield, N. J .,., explaining why F~deral . 
regulations do not require beer labels to spec~fy alcoholic content) 
or. period of ag.e, or ingredients making up the so-c,alled JYbody of,,the 
b.e·er TY.. ' · · 

In view of ~uth explanation~ I am ihclin~6, at present writin~, 
to the position tha·t New Jersey:> for the salrn of uniformity, should 
no~ add to the Federal r~gulations concerning labeling of mait alco-
holic· beveiages. ' 

. i 

Sin~~r~ly y0urs, 
ERWIN B D . HOCK 
Commissioner • 
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2. RETAIL LICENSEES -'ADVERTISING - n~r.1EI:.COME WAGON SEHVICE" ·pL~NJ 
DESCRIBE]) .HE~EIN, BARRED TO :LH~UO:R ESTABLISHMENTS SINCE INVOLVING 
PROHIBITED SOLICT+ATION AND GIFT WlAi.<ING. 

· OctoliJer 3, 1947. 

Dear Sir.: 

·00r records show that you hold a plenary retail distribution 
li~cnse for· premises at the above add~ess where yciu apparently 
opera t·::; a combinc:i.tion grocery'. 8J1.d liquor store. c 

])1 your letter of September· 30th, you. ask 11vhether it is per-
mis s.i.ble for you to participate, filong-· with other merchants, in a. 
plc~n put forwarq by YYThe Welcome v.ragon .Service ·co. n T'his cornpc:.my -
01iiploys a representative to call upon newcomers in the neighborhood 
and to acquaint them with the- shopping fac'ilities and- services of 
the various merclmnts particip~ting in the plano In addition, each 
merchant is to offer a n small gift of welcomeY'1 to the newc01~1ers.. You 
stµte tha.t, since your corti.bination store handle.s a line of_ Italian 

·groceries, you would lilrn, to rna.:·:.e _your gi.ft a pacKage of such 
gr_ocori es.: 

It is not permisi?i.ble for you to engo.ge in this plano Under 
Rule 0 of State Hegulations No .. ~~O, no retail ·licensee may, by per­
sonal visits or by use of the telephone, solicit from house to hous·e 

l 

in connection with the possible sale ~f ~lcoholic beverages, nor may -
he permit any ope to engage in sud: solicita tJ.on on his beh~tlf •.. ~rhe 
above descriped activity of the,representative in_question in visit- . 
ing ne1ivcorn~rs w1dE;r your authorization.and calling their attention to · 
your combination liquor and -grocery store constitutes a type of -)can­
vassing o:r solicitation. which.ts prohibited by th~ Rule. 

i:1oreoverJ' as the holct·er of a plenary\ retail distri1Y~tion licEmse,. 
you are prohibited- by Rule ;:.;Q,o.f State Regulations· Noo 20 from fur­
n=L.s·hj_ng any gift to any· actual or prospocti ·ve cus to1m:;r ·in your 
licensed business· except ~::.c1vertising nov~2lties of' purely nominal · 

·value (Re Liebesman~ Bµlletin 219, Item 7). Your proposed gift c:oes 
not fall within·. this exception nndJ herice, is barred by. the Rule. · 

It1 view of ·these Rules, whieh are designed· for the _·benefj_t of the , 
~iquor industry as well as the public, your participation in, the 
type of scheme iri question would coi1stitute violations punishablE.:: by 
suspension or revocation of .Your license. 

Very truly yours, 
·ERWIN B. HOCK . 
Commissioner. 
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' 3. PHACTICES UNDULY DESIGNED TO INCF.EASE' ·coNSUl\ilP'rION' SALE OF 
ALCOHOLIC BEVER.AGES BY THE DOlv}J'--DEPO[H'.11 ATm LAY-AWAY PLAN 
PROHIBITEDo . 

October· 8, 1947 

Gen:tlemen: 

You hold a:pienary
7

retail distribution li6~nse for ·your liquor. 
star~ at the above address, aqd you a~k whether· you may· advertise· 
the following~ 

YTA small 1 deppsi t vrill secure <.:~ri.y. item until Xmas .. n 
~ 

The answer is that you m~i.y. not.. Liquor is not the type· of co'm­
modi ty for ·which thG public 'shou10. b() encourage0. ·to lay dovm advance· 
deposits and to bind i tseJ..f to futur.1.:; purchase.. on the basis of .. 
sound public policy, ·1. ci:rr!- opposeC. to ,any dedication· o,f" funds tq a · 
retail liquor dealer for fut-bre purchase of alcoholic beverages .. 
The .purses trings· of the family or· of the tndivid"Li.al should be kept 
open for the day-to-day purchase- of more l).eedful i terns a 

Your proposed scheme constitute~ ~n undesirable type of mer-· 
chan~ising of liquor, and is a pra~tice unduly des~gned to increase 

. the ·consTu11ptio:n of alcoholi.c lxN1~rages. Hence, by virtm.~ of R. So 
'3~:1-3·6, I hereby specially rulE~ tllat neither you nqr· any o~her -­
rBtail licen~~a shall engage irr the above type of schem6 or in any 
advertisement· then;of ~ ·1 

v6ry truly yours, 
· EHWIN B. HOCK 

Cqmrnissl.orn::;r .. 

( 

·4. FAIR TRADE - 'PHICE ADVEf1.TISING OF PRODOC'.118 ·NOT. PRICE-FIXED -
PRIVATE MJD EXCLUSIVE BRANDS DEFINED TO "EXCLUDE THOSE OWNED OR 
USED IN COlf1MON BY. MOEE. THAN ONE HETAILEH • 

. ADVERTISING - JOINT ADVEHTISING BY HETAlLEES MUST SPECIFY .NAt~rns 
AND ADDRESSES OF ALL. 

Louis B~ Englander, Esq_ .. 
N ewar ~\:, 8, N,, Jo 

]Jiy dear Mr:· Englander~ 

October 15 19470 
. ' 

" ' ' . 

I have been considering your letter'of Septembe~ 11th and our, 
di~cussion of several wee~s ago dealing with the Depa~tmentts 
special ruling as to price-advertising of alcoholic beverage ·items i, 

-not on the so~c~lled Fair Trad~ listo 

Under tpis ruling, non-FB.ir Trade i tE::ms may not be price­
.advertised in any way, directly or indirectly, in any newspaper or 
ot})·2r publication, or in any circular or -handbill, _or ).n i:lny mailing 

. pie'cc. I The ·only exception is with ro.spect to TYprivate brands ovvned 
or controlled by a retailer or exclusive brarids confined to or 
distributed by one retailer .. TY See Bulletin 775., p. l~ 

' \ '· -

Your letter concerns1this exceutiono You indicate that there 
.[ - -

are several retailers, successors to nFran.:din Storesn, who jointly 
own or have ·common right to use certL·cin brand names handed down to" 
them from -.the said .71Franklin S tor.es t1, . and you fur·ther indicate ths. t 
these retaller·s follow a non-compet.i ti ve merchandising policy as ,to 
·these i terns.. You urge that thf:;se brands should be viewed as 
tYprivate brandsTY falling within the ·above exception~· 



'i 

. B DLL ETIN 7 81 I, PAGE 7o 

. Al though you' do not name the i'"'etailers ·in· question, I taKe it, 
from ·ad.verti,senir:~nts· which I hav'e. seen in the new.spapers ·under tl1e :' 
trp:de nq,me ,of HFranklinn,. tho.t the'se re.tatlers are: David Engltrn.der . . 
and E.ste·11e Englander,. t/a Franklin Hamil ton Liquor Coo, 8'59 ·Elizabeth· 
Ave., Elizabeth; ~Irvington Liquor Co .. , t/a. Fran.;.(lin Liquor_9· 13$7. · 
Sp~ingfield.· Aveo, ,·Irvington.; and Hall Liquor Co. 5 t/a Fran.id.in Liquor,'. 

· 2041 Springfield .Avenue, .Union Townshipo · · r· 

1. 

Al though fully n{indful of your nrgunrents; · whicJ:1: y·ou ably .. ·pi··e- · 
sented v1ihen at ;the Department, I nevertli.;:~l.ess regret to ,say':.that I 
cannot· accept your view thp.t the brands iii' question fall wi tt~in the. 
above.exceptiono That exception is specifically restricted to brands 
which are .h8Lndled by a single _retailer· in NE?w Jers~y.. . Even i~ the - -
several <retailers in_ ·qU:es~ion a.·re_ success.;ors to. a. °"s_ingl~ .pr~ .. or· 
retailer .and even if they legally own or. ·have common· usage ·or .certain· 
br.ancl names derived ,from that retailer and· can legally adopt non- -
qompeti ti ve . policie,s· ~-v-i th r~s-pect the;reto, they . still rema1n· · / -
~ndividu~1· retailers and d6 not con$tittit~ a singl~ ret~ile~~' 

. The exception in question··w~s dreated becau~e·ot t~o reasons. 
(1) the .re~:;triction against pric.e:-,adve.rti sing of· the non_;Fai.r Trade 
items is ,to ·prevertt un¢eslrabl~ trade piactices betwe~n retailers, 
which. prac~~ices d,o not -pre·vai.l to _the .S·9.nle' extent in. the ·case. of · 
brai1ds being handled. by a single retailer .ln. the .. s·tate; arid· (2~} tr~e 
said exception .is cor1crete a:nd simple ·to administer. · · 

- , I' . - ' ' - • 

To· extend the exceptio:n in any .way. to inelttde crlleged··instanC-es _ 
·where, several retailers· .have common ovmership 'or. usage of a .braD.ci. . , 
·would· open \ip ·a door·. vifhich might. ·well defeat _the· general restrictio:p. 
It \~rould h'~ of no help to ·sBy · t):12~ t these retailers· wmJ.lC: not be qoL,1~ 
·peting with each··othe1.; .since thi's ,would .i,nvolve considerable and ·. · 
difficult investigation in ~~ch instance aDd ~uul~ creat~ probiems- · 
not warranted by the .value .of the exceptioii. and "whi'c11. ~voulc:L riierely_ 
b?g do.vm the. effic;~e:qt enforcement of tJ;le general re.strictlQ,n· . .-

. . 

Hence I·. rnust reach the .. conclusion "thc:~'t the brands ·1rvhich you have 
in· mind· a.re not n.pri vate" or. '~exclusi ven brands within the abov.e 
exception :and ·that the exce-r)tioh·· should not' ·be __ exten:ded to include , 
thenio It is my: present opinion that this ruling: vVO\lld still pr.evail 

.. even if the several retail concerns in question had· exactly the s.ame 
cons ti tuericy, i. e o J exactly- the same . per sorts bei.ng lntcr·es t'~d to the 
same extent ~n ea~h coricernb However, this. pr~6ise point need·not 
here be ·decid'ed since there is il.o, claim the.t such· facts prevail, and 
1 t is my understanding that there is not an· exact identity .. of inter-
ests in' ·the .r.etail est2 .. blisr11115:~nts in q_uestiono · ·- · 

By the same· toKen, ·r- niay C1lso p·oint .out that, ·since the brands 
in question do. not .·cons ti.tute pr·iva te or exclusi,y~ .brands_, · the ·w.t10le_­
s.alG prices for .them shoHld be· filed with thJ.s .Department by the 
manu.facturing or 1ivholesaling lic1:~nsee vvho is selling. these items to 
these· retailers o See -Bulletin 4~26, ·I tern 1 .. · Ple·ase advise us · a·s to 
the 11censee s_elling, thes.e items ,to thB rettaile~"S so that we may. man:e 
_$ure that the wholesale. prices 4re'\ beirig filed. 

·There_· i·s one further question wr1ich ·i must disci.J.ss.. I have -
obs.erved that the three n.:tailers in question advertise jointly under 
the caption or t1:ade r.ame. of nFralli~:linn and that they merely list 
their addresses but not their names in such ad~ertisements. The 
Dep<~rtment has no pr-e:rnnt objecti

1

on to, joint· or cooperative newspaper 
advertising by severa1 ·retail licensee·so ·See Bulle.tin 323, Item ·6 .. 
Howev~r 1 the advertisements.of the retailers 'in question.since not 
listing .their names convey. the erro"1e 1)US inference that t:L.:; stores 
located at the· specifi_ed addresses ,.1re all in the hands of a single 
ovmer. To over Gome any such pos,si b~ :3 inference; I lBr·eby ·specially 
rule tha tJ where these "or any other r<:~ta1lers. adverti,se in t!1is joint. 
or cooperative way, they must specify their full nam.es. an~l addresS'.2S o -

Cf·. Bulletin 323.11 ·.Item 6, supra'. 

"Very· truiy your.s, 
ERWIN.B. HOCK' 

,' ..... , 
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5. LieENSED PREMISES - .nB:rG· CITY ALLEY ROLL"' DESCHIBED HEREaN.9 
CONSTITUTES BAGATELI~E OE PINlH\LL: lVIACRINE - BAHRED BY. HOLE 7 OF 
STATE HEGULATIONS NOo 200 

Se.acoast Distributors Inc .. 
Newark ·5, N. Jo 

·Gentlemen:: 

October. 1-4, l9t17 .. 

· You have j_.nquired vvhether a machine called TY Big City Alley Rolln 
is p~rmissibl~ ~t ta~erns.in New Jerseyo , . 

Th~ machine is about 3 t high, 2' wide and .. 6 '· l~ng and has an · 
automatic scoreboard.. On insert~ori of a 'coii--i, several wooden balls 
about 2'~ in di.ameter bec~__ome: avaj_1able to t~1e player, who is to roll 
them .by hand down the playing. surfa.~e tovlard. variO~l.S holes which are 
located therein.. Six such ho~~es arE: arrar1ged in a pattern just 
b·'.~vond the ·1'11ic::i·a"'·l'3 a· f +-[,:1'·'.:'. r.,1~·~x;'-i•:>g·· '..·::::·u~ .. ,,t·~,~r::::. · t1n1" 1::,r:~ bpi'r·1g· co.lorec and '-"v . .,.. .\.. ·~ u . ...., l-' ,( ... ,] _, . .l!J. ,_1 J. . ._,.,._,.__,, Li vv ~ . . l . 

three· uncolored._ There·. j_s al:.~o a· ser:tes of seven l1oles:; all colored, 
located· across the far end of the machine. Each bAll scores in 
acc.orda:nce with the hole or holes into which J. t lands o Before each 
roJ)_, the. s-coreboarc_ flashes a color whJ.ch met.ms that thi3 holes of. 
that Color Will registeI• a J~l'emium SC01"8o 

. , There is an added feature"o The .. three uncolor.ed holes iri ·the 
.abci've .. mcnti.oneG. pattern of six bear ·a' metal str1p. _When the ball 
lands in any of tli.:;se three holes,· j t rests on the meto.,l strip and 
registers a score in accordance lid tr:.· that ho1t; a1icl it is .then auto-­
ma ti call:/· n1:dc1i:edn out of the hole by the strip and continues its 
trave'l on the. boarci.. If it then. lands in- another hole with orn3 of 
these. n1dckers·H, the same process is 2epeatecL The ball· continues 
in motion until it .drops into· a hole ~Ji thout a TYJ:dckern.o. 

. ' 

· Rule 7 of State Regulations Noa. f,O prohibits .ar~y so:.calle.d' .baga­
telle or pinball machine at t&verns or otbe~ licensed premises in· New 
Jersey. I deem that the above :machine· comes wi th1n this prohi.bi ted 
ca tego,ry o . The aspect .,Nhereby. the ball, orice leaving the· player ts 
hands, and being beyond li.is control, cEn go through a series of 
rnul tiple scoring by rolLing into the holt-:s with the Hldckers '1 , brings 
the .machihe vvi th.in the prohibited.· ca teg_ory o 

For. conveni,ence of aJ~l concernod,· I mc:;ly point out that, in the 
Departnicmt' s· interpretation of the Rule j_n question, it may gene1'ally 
.be said ~hat any Tn.achint::; ·lL{t:) cthe abov?~ v;l-u:~ri-3 the ball, af;ter leaving 
the player's control, rn£,y eng.age .. in. rnul.:tipls scoripg while in its 
lin~ of travel, constit~tes a bigatelle or pinball machine within the 
meaning ·of the Rule.· . . 

In view of the foregoing, I must advise that no licensee in t~is 
state may allow the rn.achi:ce in question to be locatecl in his estab­
lisbment ,.on penalty o.f .nav.1ng the· ricensc suspended or revoked. 

Very truly yours, 
ERWIN B. HOCK . 
Conimissione.r o 

'\ 
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6.. .ADVE:RTISING - CARTOONS'. UNDUL.Y A'I'TRACTIVE:, TO. CHILDREN DISAPPEOVEDo 

·octobe:r 1-947" 

.· Artist~1 Union; .Inc~· 
'1 Tu~il w~ ui:rne. l3 J Wis con.sii1 .. 

Gentle.men: 
. ' \ 

, Recently one of your sales representativesJ Richard. J. Levin, of:· 
1830 Widener Place, · Phi1adelph;ia, Pa.; appe,ared at this. _DepD_r tment : 

. and submitted· to us a se·ries of 52 cartoons·· made up by your company. 
These cartoon? .. are 'liumor·ous . in· tone ·and depict .animals dre·s sed -up ?=md: 
ac tii1g and talking like hmnaiis in .. tr+e well-known Walt Disney ·tradition. 
E~ch. cartoon· has an .attendant\ _catch or gag llne ". -

Mr o Levin infO.rmed us that you· ·wish. to- knov1 if retai.l lic:uor 
dealers ,in: Nevv Jersey may buy the priviloge of using t.hi·s series 'of 
cartoons, one cartoon a wec;k, ih their advertisements in· newspapers 
or c~i reular so · · 

_ T.tiis Department has ~een- ·properly~ hesftar~t :a-bout. allo1ving use of 
cartoon. aclv-ert-i sing 'in 'the ·fj_-eld· of alcoholic: beverages: inl· Nev·/ Jerse~r _ 
_ for ti1e simple reason tl1e:it cartoons may' ea.s:Lly tend to' be unduly ' 
c;i,ppealj_ng to youngst_ers, .. vvho should- not b-2 drawn to liquor advel'.tise­
ments fo:c. a S-'.)U:'.'.'Ce of anmsemento 'HEmce.? ;,vpatever .cartoon adVeiI·ttsing 
has been aLL-·v\red thus fc:fr has been on a. wholly ·temporary basis subject 
to cance11at~_c·n a:t- any time:;, and.with 'sho.rp restriction as, to the 
type of cart.oon"which ~nay b.e-. usedo We may point out, -by way _of a 
~ingle exam:pl_.e., "that· no character in the _comic $trip.s may 'be used<!· 

As ·,to your cartoons_, which .·shOw animals· dre,ssecl up and· ta.lidng. 
and acting in humorous ve.in liKe. people., it lS 'clear thei:t 3 · Vvhether or 
not· so intended, they.\ will have an un_due · attract~.on f.or youngsters. 

'-.,I 

WE; all . ..:mow that the· fanciful· d.Omain wt1cre anirnals look,· t,aL·;::. and act 1 

liKe ·humans. is ·especially b.e1oved py the children ..... ' It ha:s ')10 _.proper · · 
pla·ce being mixed·· up -with ·ad.verti sirig -~n: such· i terns as alcoholic bev- ·' 
'~rages·· in .which children should ·have no par to There. are plcp.ty -of 
other ways in which the liquor trade can adveitise~ · 

_ Moreover, yo·ur ser~es of cartoo~1s is apparently d'esigned to last , 
r·or a year. As .alr~ady indica teQ., .~he Department,· in giving ·clear­
ance f6r even· the limited type~- of cartoon advertising-presently 
allowed, is restricting such clearartc,e ·to short. terms ·so ·~110.t, should 
it be ·necessary to-'·eltminate entirely this klnc1 of advqrt~singj th.e 
parties may not. ccpmplain of long terl'n c.ommi tments. . ' -

l ' 

_ In· view of -the foregoing,· the. Dspartment herE!"vvith disapproves of · 
y_our series. of cartoons for' proposed use'· in, alcohol-le: "beverage adver-' 
ti9ing H1 New Jersey, whe'ther· by retailers ·or who~·:esare:rs or 

. manuf~cture·rso_ 

I. 

\' 

, 

Very truly yours, 

- . , 

ERWIN B.. HOCK 
Comrn.i s s ioner." 

.'· 

I . 

,. 

. ' \ 
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·7. APPELLATE .. DECISIONS - FHIEDMAN v ~ EAST NEWARK) -SCOTT .AND. COLTRE; 
JOHNSTON; -sPINELLI. 

-MoiLIE FRIEDMAN, 

Appellant, 

-vs-· 

,MAYOR.AND COUNCIL OF THE BOROUGH 
OF EAST NEWAHK, and.JAMES SCOTT_ 
and NICHOLAS COLTRE; WILLIAM. 

. JOHNSTON, and.JOHN B. SPINELLI, 
I 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Respondents ) 
- - - - ~ - ~--·- -

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AN~ _ORDER 

_Matthew Krafte·, Esq~, Attorney for A'ppellant. 
Gerald Ao Caruso, Escj.,, Attorney for Eesponde_n.t. Borough of East 

Newa.rKo 
Leo S. Carfiey, ·Esq., Attorney for Respondents Scott and Coltre, and 

Jobnston. 
Russel E. Greco, Esqo, Attorrtey -for Respondent Spinelli. 

BY THE COMMISSIONF~R~ 

This is an appeal from . the ·action of re.spondent Mayor and Council. 
in granting plenary retail distribution licenses to respondent 
J"ohnston for- premises" at 106 Central Avenue; to respondents Scott -
and Col tre fen" premises ·at ·162 Central A.venue; :and to respondent 
Spinelli for prern.isc~s at ~~10 Central Av•Jnue, Borough of East Newar_:s. 
Th~ licenses wer~ granted on March 31, 1047, and henc~ the provisions 
of Cho d4, Po Lo 1947 do ncit apply. 

. Appe,llant ·c;i.lleges- in substance that no hearing was .h~ld, upon a 
written objection alleged to have been filed on her.behalf and that 

. the action o~ thJ Mayor and Council was err6neous because said . 
lLcenses weie granted without regard f6r the issue of public nedes­
si ty and convenience and constituted s.n abuse oi~ .discretion by the-

rlocal .issuing· authority 0 • • · 

Appellant, the· onli person 6bjecting to the additional. licenses, 
holds a plenary· retail distribution license for pre~{ses at the -
corner~ of Sher:man Avenue and Second Stre.et. .At the time· these addi­
ti.onal lic_enses were granted,· she helC:_ the only plenary. retail_ 
d1stributi0n licens~ outstanding in the Borough.· . · 

Respondent Johnston filed his application on Febr'uary .13, 1947 .. 
Resp~ndent Spinelli filed his application on February 17, 1947. At 
a meeting bf t.he Mayor and Council hi2lcl on March 3, 1947, appellant's' 
husband presented ·a petit:ton to the .issuing authority objecting to 
the issuance of further licenses •.. Respondei1.ts Scott and Col tr~ 
filed their- application on March 17, 1Xi47 ~ As )1oted, ~he three addi­
tional licenses were gr.anted at a meeting of _thra Mayor and Council 
~eld on March 31, 19470 - · 

I am not ·impre.ssed by the. explana tiori that- no notice of a hear­
ing upon the petition was given to · appellar1t -or· her hu~band b.ecause, 
the applicarits did riot advertise until aft~r tne aforesaid petitiob 
was filed·. ·The local issuing authority had l<::nowledge· Of the peti­
tion and should have scheduled a hea1"ing thereon in ac.cordnnce with : 
Hules 6 and 7 of State Regulattons Noo 2 ... Under the circumstances 
I might remand the case for further' hearing.- It appears, however, 
that the case has been fully presented on app·3al and, hence, I shall. 
decide the case on its· merits~ 
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The riorough of East Newar~·is a small, highly in6ustriaiiied_ 
cornmuni ty. It is approxirne. tely one-half mile· i:q. length and one- : 
quarter µ1ile in width.. According to the n1<10: census_,_ the Borough 
had. a populati6n of 2,275 artd its· present population ls estimated to 
be about .3,000_. N-early half of the area ·or the· Borough is occupi.ed 
by industrial plants employing at least 5,000 peopl~~ The evidence 
shows that fifteen· plenary retail consrnnpt:lon 'licenses are in 
exist~rice in the BoroughD 

'\, 

Each of the. three members· of the licensing· cornmi ttee testified 
a~ the heaiing.. Councilman w. Thompson testified th~t he .formerly 
conducted a fi~)h business at' 208 Central 'Avenue. and that half of h1s 
qustomers were transientsv He stated that: 

nrn so far as the applications were concerned,· I felt we 
could use them in our small Boroug~u At the time it was 
grmiving and I could foresee it will continue to grow ~HHt. 

_T.hey have rny version- of approxirnate.ly 5,000 employees, and 
we have app'roximately 3,000 in the BorouEh and transient 
trade is going_ through contjjrnally o And most of this trade , 
has occasion at some time to stop and buy ip ·any of th<:! 
stores that we. have,_ whatever tI?-ey have for ;3ale .. n 

Councilman Gle~son testified that Central Avenue is a. main artery; 
that ·the- Borough is growing, and that'he felt there was a need for 
the additional li.cet1ses. Co1,mcllman J .. Thompson testified ~hat he 
'formerly condu9ted. a luncheonette business on Central Avenue; that 
about forty p·2-r cent of his customers were TYoutsidersrr J and that 
public convsnience would be mot-. by the establishment of the tr1ree 
additional lic~nses on Central Avenue. The five members of Council 
who were present at the· meeting, including the tbree m·cmbers of the 
lic~nsing committee, voted_ to grant the licenses. 

Were I a member ·of. the local issuing authority, I woulJ probably 
have voted to deny some or all of these ·three-licenses in such close· 
proxj_rnity to each other .. However!) the Borough at one time· had two 
plenary retail distributjon licenses; appellantts pr~mises are 600 
feet fr,om.Central Avenue 3 and a very large number of persons are 
employed in industrial plo.nts located in the Borougho tlnd·er all the --
·circumstances I' cannot say that responde11t issuing a1ithority abused 
the di~cietion granted by R. So 33il-19 and Ro So 3~:1-24. 

( 

The result r~ached above does hot necessarily mean that I have no . / 

altqrn·ative except to affirm ·the· issuance of the three additional . 
licenses,.- Ro 'So 33:1--38 pnovides that, upon C?-ppe.al) the Co1mnissioner 
ma.y mai-rn nall findings, ·rulings 51 · d~c-isions and orders as rncJ.y be right· 
and proper and consonant .with the spirit of this chapter,} n 

Hesponde.nt Johns-ton operates an exclusive liquor storeJ .and a:s to 
his license ,r shall affirm the action. of respondent Mayc:r o..nd Coun_ci1. 

Respondents Scott and Coltre are'nqt operating, .al~hough they 
have obtained a renewal of th~ir licerise~ A~ inspection of th~ir 
prrn.1:1i:ses disclosed an open doorway connecting· said premises w:Lth a 
nrn:;ighbo:r'hoodlY _candy' store apparently operated by a relative of · -
respondent Col treo A candy ·store /Catering to children is. not a 
proper place ·for - a. license.. If,· within ten (10) days from ~h(~ date 
of these ConclusionsJ · proof:-.-is presented to me by saic~ responden-ts ·, 
that this doorway has be-en permanently closed, I shall enter an 9rder 
affirming the action of respondent Mayor and Council; otherwise.? -r 
shall ent,er an order reversing_ t-he i~;sua'nce of the license ·and can­
celling the ·renewal thereof~ · 

\ 

) 
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Respondent Spinelli .oper'a tes an ·ice er.earn parlor. The awning 
upon his- premises. contains the. words nrce Crearn- Parlor" and a sign 
on the vdndow reads\ nwe make our ovm ice cream .. n An ice cream parlor 

·catering to childrE?n _is not a proi;er place f~or a ·1ic·ense. In 
Licovsky _ v .. · Bloomfield; Bulletin 41, Item 7, the ·commissioner said:· 

"Confectionery_ stores a.nd ice cream parlors are peculiarly 
attractive for the continued attendance and congregatio_n of 
ch:;i..ldr·en in connection with' purchas-es for their own pi_;lrposes. 
Oroce:ry and delicatessen stores, .. although vi.sited by chi1dr_en 
in connection:with purchases of particul~r articles for their· 
paren~s for home delivery, do not come within ·such classifi-
ca:tion~-n · 

· If respoi1cten t , Sp1ne111 presents proof' to me, wi_thin -ten. (10) · 
days from the date o'f the st:; Conclusions,. ·that he has removed the 
exterior .si-gn_ or signs dr;:;signatfng his pr-emises as an nrce Cream . 

. Parlor~, and gives me his written assurance that he will hereafter 
permanently discontinue tht:: sale of ice cream. for on-preh1ises consmnp-­
tion,. I shall enter an 0rd.er" .affirming ttie action of res.pondent Mayor I 

at1d Cou~cil; othe.rwise,. I sliall enter an order reversing the issuance 
·of the license and cancelling the renewal· ,tl~ereof. -

A.ccordingly,.i_t.is,, on ·thts SBth day of.Octo.per, 19·~7,·. 

·ORDERED that. the action of respondent· Mayor and Council of the 
Borough of East. Newark, in issuing a plenary retail distribution 

. l~cer;i.se t_o William Johnston for. premise.s 106 Central Avsnue, East 
.Newar-.r~, be and the same is hereby af.firm~d. · 

It is f~rther 

·ORDERED that decision be reserved until entry of further order 
he~ein as to the lic~nsei issued t6 James Scott ~nd Nichoias Coltre, 
and to John Bo Spinelli .. 

ERWIN B.· HOGK 
Cammi$ s1 oner • 

.8. :qrscIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -PERiVIITTING BOOKMAKING ON -.LICENSED PR!EMISES 1' 

p~ VIOLATION OF HULE 7 OF ST.NrE HEGULATIONS NO •. 20--.-. LICENSE 
,SUSPENDED- FOR 30 DAYS.. . · · _ . · 

In the Matt~r of Disciplinary: 
Proceedings against 

FRANK HADFIE:LD 
7 Park Avenue 

. Paterson, N. Je, 

) 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consurnp- · ) 
tion License C-140,·iss~ed-~y the 
Board of.Alcohollc BBve~age Contr61 ). 
of the City of PC:?-terso11., 

- - - - ) . 

CONCLUSIONS. 
AND ORDER 

James J- .. · Murner, Esq .. ·, Attorney for Defepdant-license~;, 
'Edwar'd F. Ambrose·, Esq.-:> . appearing for Department o'f Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control, · 

BY: THE COMMISSIO:NER: 1 · 

The defendant pleaded- not guil,ty ·to a charge ·alle~g~ng that, on· 
Ju~y 9, 10 ,- 11 and lf., 1947, he permitted and suffered. bookmaking and 
gambling on his licensed premises, in violation of Rule 7 of State 
Regulations Noo·-20. · 

' . 
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An ABC agent testified that on July 9, _1947,.:he placed·a horse 
·be·t wi-~h the de·fendant ts bartender in the preserice ·of defendant, who 
was ,si tt;in.g at the bar o . -He also ·observed the defendant pl0ce a ·bet 
with a patron, ·subsequently idGntified as "Sc-ully". Updn his return 
the next day, the agent rec·ei ved from the bar:-tender an envelope con~, · 
taining the mon~y he had won on the bet and, in addition, placed · 
another bet with the bartender. On July 11, 1947, the agent returned 
to the premises and informed .the bartender that the horse.he had · 
chosen the day qefo.re had been n scratched TY, and as·ked fo1" a return of · 
the money wagered.. Tti.e bartender referred him to nscullyn, wh9 
returned the money to the <?.gent. On July 12·, 1947, in the defendani1s. 
presence., the agent again placed a bet with the· bartender., On this 
latter occasion,. _another agent testified that, when he indicated. that 
he also desired.to make a wager, the bartender referred him ~o a per-· 
son sitting at the bar, :with whom the agent thenplace¢t a bet.· 

The def~ndant, although fitdmittlng his presence on the licensed 
premises on the first and' last occasions· testified to as aforesaid, 
entered,a complete denial of all the activities referred to by the 

,agents. 
. I ' 

A review of the record.leaves me with no doubt that the agents. 
testified in accordance with what actually occurred on the.defend­
ant's licensed premises, on the four· days in que1stion and I therefore 
_find., the de.fendant guilty as chargedo · · 

. :In September 1940 !) the defendant pleaded gui:L ty ·· to . a similar 
viola ti on before the local authority and.received a. three-day pe:ri'alzy .• 
It ·is. ·.only_ thE;; lapse. of seven years· between the tvvo violations ·that.· 
induces me to restrict the penalty herein to a suspension for a_ 
period ·or thirty days c Cf o Re Hayden & DiPaola 9 Bulletin 710, 
Item·B, where an.almost identical.violation,. with no prior record, 

-resulted in a twenty-day susp~nsion .. ·. 

Accordingly_,. it. is_, on this 27th day. of October'.J 1947, 

ORDERED that Plenary· Retail Consumption Li'cense C-140,. issu~d by 
the Board of Alcohol:) .. c Beverage Control o·r the ·ci:ty of Paterson· to· 
Frarll{ Hadfield, for premises.? :Park Avenue, Paterson, be and the same 
is hereby suspended for a period of thirty. (30) days, commencing at 
3:00 a_.m. November 3J 1947_, and terrnrnating at 3:00 a.'mo "December 3; · 
19470 ' 

. ) 

.EBWIN B. HOCK 
Commissioner.;. 

,. ' / l 
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9 ... DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -· CLUB IJICENSE - FALSB ANSVIBR IN 
APPLICATION -"_CL.OB NOT :IN ACTIVE OPEHATION FOR AT LEAST TP.REE YEARS 
PRIOR TO SUBMITTING APPLICATION - LICENSE REVOKEDo . 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

CLUB ESQUIRE, JR. 
703, Chestnut Street 
Camden, · N.. J o , 

Ho:Lder of Club License CB-43 for 

) 

)' 

) 

) 

the licensing year 1946-47, issued ) 
by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Bev~rage Control of the City of ) 
Camden. 
- - - - - - ' - - - - - - - - - ~ - -:) 

CONCLUSIONS 
·_AND" ORDER 

Albert J. Klein, Esq ... , ·Attorney for Defendant-licensee. 
Edward Fo Ambrose, Esq., appearlng for Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Cohtrbl. 

BY THE C01IT~ISSIONER: 

, The def end ant pleaded not guilty to a charge alleging that, in its 
application filed for the 1946-47 licensing year, it falseiy stated 
that it had been in active operation for at least three years prior 
to submitting the said application~ The notice.of ch~rges also 
.called upon the defendant to show cause why its license should not be 
cancelled for the same reason.. . .1 . . 

From written statements.· obtained from the pres:Ldent •and secretary 
.of the .defendant club, both submitted-in evidence, it appears that 
only two o.f the twelve members of the club were not inducted into 
military service, 'and that during the -war ·years and at least until 
January 1946, the ·defendant was not in active operation as required by 
Rule 3 of State Regulati.oris No. 7. Testimony" given by several other 
members of the club at the hearing is i1o,t inconsistent 1Nith the state---­
ments made by:the aforesaid officers of the club. 

I find _'the- defendant guilty as charged .. 

Although the defendant has not renewed l.ts license for the current 
licensing year, the license held by it for the 1946-47 lice~sing year 
will be revo~rnd (see Rule 1 of State Regulations No. 16), thus render­
ing the defendant mandatorily ineligible from receiving a liquor ·. 
license for a period of two years from the date hereof. R.s .. 33:1-31 .. 
In view of this disposition, the rule to show cause will be dismissed. 

Accordingly, it:is, on this 28t~ day of October, 1947, 

ORDERED that ·Club License CB-43, issued by the Municipal Board of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Camden for the licensing 
year 1946-47 to Club Es.quire, Jr., for premises ?03 Chestnut Street, 
Camden, be and the same is~hereby revoked. 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Corrm1is sioner .. 
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10. PCTIVITY RlPORT· r.--GR OC.TOGt.R, 1947. 

ARRE:STS:' 
Lic0nse~s and em~I6yees- ~ - ~.- - - -· -

Total number of persons ~·rre.::;ted 

S~LZURE:S: 
Stills - 50 ~~lions or under 

- 3 

. Over 5.0( '.~'d 1 ons - ...:. 
ij~~wed m~lt beverZles - ~allons- - -
Iilic1t.&lcohol· - ~~llons- - - - - ~ - - i - -
DiStillco flcoholl~ beverages -.g8llons- - - - - - -
Win~ - 2~1lons -·- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -
Motor vehicie~ - i~rs- ·- - - ~ - - ~ - -

J ' 

-· :..., -

10 

l· l 

l·· ' 
1 C:0:.58 
i 7.2. 00 

.- - .68 
41)7 .3c. 
.2 

-RETAIL LLC~NSL~S: 
-----=rotcT nu!nber oF premises. in,spected - - - - ·-

\_ 

')87' 
()Sb . Tott-J· ·number oF preii1ises where alcoholic· bcverc:ges ,,~re S;Su~ec( 

TutBl n~mb~r of bottles.~~uged - - ~ - - - - -
Tofal .number of ,premises 1e1here violdions vere.f0und -
Tot<:J number of viol<Aions found · 
Ty~e of viol~tions fo0nd: 

-10, 855" 
~~ 
83 

Ill ici-t 1 iquor - bottles 
<>::mb l in~ ciev ices - - - -

31 ' 
' ~ 

_,Improper: beer taps - - -. - -
other ~erc~ntile business-~ 
Reg0latibns 38 Si~1 not posf&d 

3 
7 - Prohibited siG:ns.:; - -- -

Unquc:r'ified emplo.yces - - - - - -
Probable f~onts- ~ - - - -

other violstions - - - - 5 

STATE LIC~NS~ES: . 
-_ --L~lcense applications invest i g~f(-;d-

COMPU\ IN.TS: 
Comph:ints c.ssi~n,e;ci for invt:!ST itst ion- - "'7 -· - - - -· - -
Complc·.ints :jnvestigsted, reviewed Emo,clG.:~ed - - - - - -
InvcstiQ8tions completea·- nGt closed a~~ihistr&tiv0ly 
Investigcdiuhs c.ssit;nf:d, ndt .y_et. completed - - - - - .:. - - - - -

LABORtTOP.Y: 
/i.nc.l y ses me:. de- . ..:.: - ,- - - - -
11 Sh<--·kc:-upn c.eses-(slcuhol~ .1-.~~ter ;_;no ;:rti) ici:_d c0Jor) bottlc;s 
LJquor found ·to.be not t'.rnuin(:; <.:·s 12beleci - bottles - - - - - -

~ . ' 

JD~NTIFlCATION BUR~AU: . · 
Cri;nine:l flngerprini idcntir'icc:;tions r:1;~.de- - - - - - - - - - -
P~rson~ f in~e~printeci for non-crimin~l ~urposes-· ~ - - --'- -

· I dent if" i c;:.t ion .cont<;cts rne,,cH::. · 1;; ii-h other enh:ir ct:::ient 2;~enc i c.s ·..,. 
-Motor vehicle iaenti~ic2tlons vi~ N. J. StBt~ Polite Tclcty)e 

DISCIPL1NARY PROCtlDINGS: 
Cc.st:S transmitted to municipdiiies-

- -

'-
- -1- -

Violdions involved:·, 
Sc.le cJur.inf;, prohibited hours - - -
s~le to minors - - - - - - - - - ~ 
Pcrm~tting bookmekin~ on pr~~ises­
Ptrmitting slot machJnes on piemises 

7 
7 

Permitting ~ambling 9n,.pre\nis'es (oiccJ l 

' J ' 

. Cases. i nsf ltuted .of Dep:::;-rtrncnf 
'Violotians involved: 

Fro::ud <:..nd f r.ont--: - - - -· -' -
Pdssessing ill ici~ liquor-~ . 
Conductin~ businesi ES~ nJisEnce­
Hindering~inv~stig~tion- -·- ~ - -
Permitting :h ookme:;k in~· on pr en: i ses 
Permit.ting fe:m~-le im1'.lersonDtors onpremist::s 
Permitting rostesses on ~remises 

' ' 

;;; ,,. 
2 I 

7 
·5 

1 
f ,'' 
1 
l ' 
1 

Mi sL_-beling beer taps:; - - - l 
S;;,le tu infoxicc:i'tc.;Jt:rs-ons- - 1 

- -··-I -

Permitting immor8l_·ectivity on premises - 1 
Permittin~ pin bc:ll lflbChrncs on.pre'r,isq 1 
Permitting slot me.chines on premises -_.:. l 
Sale to·minor~- - ; - - - - - l 

·Se.le fo non:--in~:11bers by dubs--' - ·l 
Unqu&lif ied empl~yee$ - ~ - 1 

C'.2 

3~7 
5;:_3 
u 

:::02 

55 
5 

17 

l (} 
~~:8 I 

189 
6 

l:L 

19 

Ce;,se~~ b"rought by municipalities on o~m initi.Aive c.nd repor.feci to Depe.rtrnent 
Viqlc;,tions· involveJ: . · 

- T -.· c:. 

Licensee ~orking ~hilc dr0nk' - -­
Permitting brG~ls on premises-.-

Bt:,Fd·NG~ Ht.LQ_ AT C't~Ar\Thc_~&~ - , 
Tofal nu·mbt:r of he,,r in5s ht)d 

1--i?Pe~ls_- -' :-_.:-·:.. - -: l- - ,­

C1sc1pl 1rn:.,ry pro·u:eo,1nf,S- - -·-

-, 

"". ,- I l 
l 

- - 9 
' 15 

Sale to intoxiceteu ~e~sons 
. J · .. 

.• - .::;..;:. ...... - -. - - - - ...:. ...; - .-
s~izures - - - -· - - - - - -
~li~ibil ity - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - -.-

6 
-17 

37 

Pb·Wtl TS I SSUt:(;; ·----. -T~r;r;~~~:>,~~~-- ~r_rir:rnii b.:kj~:;ucd .. ,_ -

Sol i.c.itc)rs - -. -~ 
'soci.61h ;:;:ff airs:- - ·- - - - - - ~ -

'· 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1,977 
Di~posel of e·icoholic Geversg~s ~ ~ - - ~04, 
Spec i (;:·1 ~.: i ne -· · 891.t_ 
Mi scel l c:·neous- - - - - - -. - , l 08 

' t:r~~ilf'J B. HOCK; 
Commissioner 

'-· 

'· 
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1_.\ 

I ) 

' 

'\ 



PAGE 16 BULLETIN 781 

llo STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATION FILEDo 

Harold S. Laden 
T/ a Harold S" :Laden /?_c Company 
Room 2531, 12 South 18th.~t. 
Philadelpnia, Pa. 

Application for W~rehouse Receipts License·filed October 27, 1947. 

EPWIN B. HOCK 
Commissionero 

120 DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LICUOR - LICENSE SUSPENPED FOR 
15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA" 

In the Matter of Disciplin~ry 
Proceedings against 

BHIDGEWAY l-IO'.:L1EL COHPOEATION 
T/a BRIDGEYvAY HOTEL 
207 Bridgeboro Street 
Riverside, No Jo, 

) 

) 

) ,. 

\ 
) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- ) 
t1on Licsnse C--'7 issued by the 
1'01."F:.ship Committee of' the 
'I11:nr:-1,:;hip of Riverside., 

) 

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

CONCLUSIONS· 
AND ORDER 

De~.~ndant-licensee, by Mary K. Wessel, Secretary-Treasurer. 
William Fo Wood, Esq •. , appe:.:cring for Department of Alcoho1ic. 

Beverage Controlo 

BY T'EE COMlVUSSIONEE: 

Defendant pleads non vul t to a charge alletging th.a/t on S(?ptember 
24, 1947 it possessed an illicit alcoholic beverage, to wit, a 4/5 
quart bottle of ucanadian Club Blended Canadian Whis}:~yn, which was 
not genuine ns labeled, in violation of Ro S~ 33:1-500 

On September 24, 1947, an ABC agent seized. the bottle in question 
when his field tests disclosed that tho cont\.:-mts of said bottle vvere 
not genuine as labeledQ Subsequent analysis of the c6ntents of the 
bottle by the Department chemist disclosed differences in character­
istics betw~en the 2lcoholic beverage described on the label and that 
contained in the bottleo 

ln view of the fact that defendant has no previous adjudieated 
record, I shall su::mend its license) for a Deriod of fifteen days,. 
Five d~s will be r~mitted for the plea, l~aving a net suspension of 
ten days~ Re Grandinetti.,_ Bulletin 77L1, I tern 2" · 

Accordingly, it is, on this 31st day of October, 1947, 

ORDERED that Plcna±y Retail Consumption License C-7, issued by 
the Township Committc;e of the Township of Riverside to Bridgeway · 
Hotel Corporation, t/a Bridgeway Hotel, for premises 207 Bridgeboro 
Street, Riverside, be and the same is hereby suspended for ten (10) 
days, commencing at 1:00 a .. m. November 10, l~A?, and terminating at 
1 ~ 0 0 a • m.. November" 2 0, 1 S3 tl 7 . 

r· 
{) /: / 

( :'.· Z./~ •tt-t y. /),.., .. ·r..vr: 
Commissioner. 

New Jersey Stat~ Ubrra\~ 


