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STATE OF l\TEW JERSEY: 
Department of Law and Public Safety 

DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
1060 Broad Stree~ Newark 2, No Jo 

DULLETIN 885 SEPTEMBER 21, 1950a 

ACTIVITY REBORT FOR AUGUST 1950 -----z .. --
ARRESTS: 
Tot2l nu~ber of persons arrested - - - - - - - - - -=- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Licensees and employees - - - - - - - - - - 11 
Bootleggers - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - 19 
Impersonating m ABC officer - - - - - 1 

SEIZURES:' 
Motor vehicles - cars - - - - - - - - - - -
Stills - over 50 gallons - - - ~ - - - - - -

- 50 gallons or under - - - - - - - - - -
Mash - gallons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
'Oisti lled alcoholic bever"'ges - gallons - - - - - - -: 
Wine - Pallons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
brewed ~alt alcoholic beveroQes - flcillons - - - ·- - - - - - - - - -

RETAIL LICE.NSEES: "" ... . 
Premises inspected - - - -·- - - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - -
Premises where alcoholic beverages 1~cre gauged - - - -- - - ·· - - - - - - - - - -
Bottles gauged - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - ·- .- - ::.. - - -·· ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Premises wher~violatiDns were found - - - · - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Violations found ~ - - - ~· - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ -

Type of violations fo .. md: Other mercantile ousiness - - - - - - - 4 
Uncpalifi·ed employees· .. - - - - - - - - 31 Probable fronts ... - - - - - - - - - - - 2 
Reg: #38 sign not posted - - - 7 Improper beer taps - - - - - - - - 2 
Gambling devices - - - - - ·· - - - - 4 other violations - - .9 

$TATE LICENSEES: 
Premises insptct~d - - - - - - - -
License applications inv.estigated .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

COMPLAINTS: . . .· 
Complaints assigned for investigation - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -
InvestiQations comoleted - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Investigations pending - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - -

LABORATORY: . . 
An21l yses wade -· - - - - - - - ..;. - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·• - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
"Shake-up ·cases (alcohol, water end ariificial color) - bottles 
Liquor foYnd to be not genuine as l~beled ~ bottles · - - - - - - - - - - - - -

IDENTIFICATION BUREAU: 
Criminal' F°ingerprint identi:fi'cations made - - - - - ·- - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Persons firigerpr,inted for no6-criminal ~:urposes. - - 7' - - - .- - - - - - - -·- - - - .- -· - - - - -

Identification contacts made with othei' enforcement agencies· - -· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Motor vehicle identificaHons via N. J: state Pol.ice Teletype - - - - - ~ - - - ·- - - - - - - -- -

DISCIPLINARY PROCf:.EDINCS: · 
Cases trc.nsm i tted to municipal it i es . - - - - - - . ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - ... - - - -

V.i ol at ions i-nvbl ved: · · · 
Sale· during prohibited hours - - - - - - 7 
Sale to mi.nors - - - - -· - - - -'- .- - - - 5 
PerrniHing female to tend bar ·- - - - - l 
Sale to intoxicated persons - - - - ~ - l 

Sale outside scope of license - - - -­
Possessin~ chilled·beer (DL licensee} -

· Per mitt i ng gambl i rig on premises 
. . , · ·(dc.:rt ~ame) - -

Cases instituted at Division - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -. - - - - -
Violations invoived: 

Sale during 6rohibited hours~ - - - ~ ~ 2 
Permitting persons. of ill repute or'\ 

premises - - - 1 . 
Permitting immoral activity on pr,;mises 1 

· ~:o'ndv~t in~ business as a nuisance·-: 
~el~ ta m~nors - - - - - - - - - - - -
Sale tG non-mem~~rs by clubs - ~ - - -

Ca~es brought by municipalities on o~.,n initiative and repodt:d b Division 
Violations involved: 

Sale to minors - - - - - - -
Sale during prohibited ho·urs 

HEARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: 

- - - - b 
-·~ - - l 

Total number of hear i rQ s held - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- ·- - - - - - - ·-
1\ppeels - - - .. - - -"' ·- - ·- - - - - - - - - · lo 
Discipl in~ry proceedings - - - - - - ·- - - 9 
Eligibil~ty_ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - 5 

Seizur~s - - - - - - 6 
Applications for special per1ni t - ·- i 

PERM I TS I ssum 
Total number ot permits issued - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Employment - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2rni 
Solicitors' - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 98 
Disposal. of alcohol.i e; oever~ge:-s .. - - ·- - -. 16 

D(:.ted 0 September 5 ~ 1'950 o 

Social uf fairs 
Special ~·iine -
f'i i see 1,1 aneous -

- - - 41~. 
- - - - - - - 36 

- - - - - - - - - i09 

ERWIN B. HOCK, DtKtLtOR 
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2., APPELLATE DECISIONS..;. THE PORT OF NEW YORK AUTHORITY Vo NEWARK AND 
RAFFo 

THE PORT OF NEW YORK AUTHORITY; 

Appell.ant~ 

-vs-

·MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC ; 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY OF 
NEWARK, and NATHAN N., RAFF :i · 

Respondents., 

ON APPEAL , 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

.Russell Eo Watson:i Esq.,, by M~lcolm Do Wat~on~ Esq.,· Attorney for 
. Appellanto . 

"Charles.Handler, Esqo, by Harry A., Pine:i Esq.,, Attorney f6r . 
Respondent Municipal Boardo 

Harry W., Doremus, Esqo, Attorriey for R~spondent NathaQ No Raff., 
Jack Lo Cohen:i Esqo, appearing on beha.lf of Hays Newark Restauranto 

BY THE DIRECTOR: 

This is- an appeal from respondent Board is, action::? ( l') gr.~mt­
ing, on June 13, 1950, respondent.Raff?s application for. transfer of 
a plenary retail consumption- license from John Jo Hopkins.and.from 
premises at 781 North 6th Street to premises to be·const~ucted at 
11$-130 Stockton Street; and- (2) granting, on June 2St6, respondent 
Raff vs· application for 1.950-1951 '_renewal o · 

(The t.ransfer-granting resolution of.J1Jne 13th imposed a· 
special condition that the transfer of the 19h9:...1959 liqense shall 
ncit be~ome effective uriles~ and.until the propo$ed new premises are 
first completed in accordance with plans and specificati6ns fil~d 
with and approved by the Municipal Boardo On July 26,. 1950, respon­
dent Board passed a -re .. solutiori, amending the resolution of· June lJth:i 
to provide that the indicated. transfer is authorized, effe¢tivri.a~ of 
Jurie 30, 1950JI for the $·01e purpose of permitting a rerie·walo The. 
July 26th resol~tion.also amended the renewal:granting.reso~ution of 
June 28th to provide that the.· r·enewal shall r10t be actually issued. 
unless and until the proposed new premises ar~ first completed in 
accordance with plans and specifications filed with and apprdved by 
the Municipal Board o ') . . . . · . · . · · 

The Petition of Appeal seeks reversal of r~sponden~.~o~~d~~ 
action on two grounds;·tHe second being: 

· vvBecause in granting said license, the respondent JI .. 

Municipal Board, granted the same despite a· v'_iol·ation by 
respondent, Raff, of the rules and regulations of said 
Municipal Boardo B· · 

An ordinance (8811.;..F) adopted by the Board of Commissioners of 
the City of Newark, on November 13, 1940JI provides~· 

n1,, Every applicant for an alcoholic ·beverage license, 
except for a renewal, and every applicant for a transfer 
from place to place·shall give notice of said applicationJI 
at least five days prior to the newspaper publication of 
second notice of application:i to all owners.of property 
within two hundred feet of the premises sought to be 
licensedo v~ (Underscoring addedo) 

... 1 ..... .1 ...... 1 ....... 1 ... ,1 ...... 1 ... 
'I'' ... •' '1''1' ... 1' ... J' 
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n2 a Such notice o o. o o spall be se.rved. upon the property 
owner, either personally or by having it addressed to him 
at his usual place of abod/e or by mailing it by ·regist.ered 
mail to his last known ad~resso Serviceoo~oupon any officer 
if the owner is a corporat~ion, will constitute service as 
required by this ordinance'.::o H · 

~-

WY 5" Proof of such se:rvice shall be made to the Muni­
cipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control by affidavit· of 
the applicant setting for~h the addresses of the other 
properties affected, the namGs of. the owners thereof, the 
addresses at which the. owners were se:rved, and. th_e mE?thod 
and date of such service o o o o ~·l · 

- It was stipulated at the hearing that property owned· by appel­
lant is, within the provisions of the ordinance, within two hundred 
feet of'respondent: RaffVs premises sought to b~·licensedo. 

Rcsponden~·Raff's ~otices .. of Application for Transfer of the 
1949-1950 license were published on June 3rd and June 10th, 19500 · 
The evidence shows that respondent RaffVs notice of such application 
was sent .to appellant by registered mail, addressed to its 6ffi9es 
at 111 ·Eighth Avenue, New.Yer~, No Ya,· an~ that the envelope in 
which.such notice was enclosed was postmarked "Newark, ·No Jo, ·June 7, 
1950 0 ~~ .. 

The_five-tj.ay notice requirement prescribed in Section 1 of .. the 
ordinance was not complied with nor, obviously, was the proof of 
service requirement i.n Section So Thus, respondent Board had no . 
jurisdiction to grant the transfer applicationo Bachman Vo 
Phillipsburg, 68 NoJoLo 552 (Supo Cto 1902)~ Warren Street ChaEel Vo 

Exci-se Commissioners; 56 NoJoLo 411 (Supo Cto~4)o I am, there­
fore, constrained to reverse and set·aside respondent ~oa~dYs action 
with respect to the 1949-1950 transfero -The 1950-1951 renewal action 
necessarily falls with failure of the transfero ·(See Palka Vo . 

Passaic and St o Stanislav Society of Passaic,· Bulletin 816, Item 5 ~ 
Re South Hackensack Bar a:nd Grill, Inc o 2 Bullet.in 859 ," Item 3 o ') 

. . . . . . 

My disposit.ion o"f .this appeal on the jurisdictional gr'ound 
makes it. unnecessary to'· .consider here appellant is other: alleged 
cause.for reversal. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 14th day of Sept~mber, 1950~ 

ORDERED that ·respondent BoardVs actions granting application 
fo~ transfer of the 1949-1950 license to respondent Raff and granting 
conditional renewa1 for 1950-1951 are here.by reversed' and set aside o 

· ERWIN Bo .HOCK 
Directoro 
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Jo APPELLATE DECISIONS - NAKROSIS (EXECUTOR)· Vo HARRISON. 

CHARLES NAKROSIS, Executor of .the ) 
Estate of Elizabeth Ekelev~c~, .. ) 
deceased, · · · 

.. 
Appellant, 

TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF 
HARRISON, - . . 

Respondento 

) 

) 

.) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS.AND ORDER 

- - - ·- .- - - - - - -. -- - - ~ ) ' 

Calvin ·so ·Koch, ·Esq.,' Attorney.· for Appellanto. 
Michael Jo Bruder, Esq.o, -Attorney· f?r Res.pondent ·o 

BY THE DIRECT.OR~ · · ' - ' 

. ,• 
' 

This i~ -an ~ppeal from: the~ respondent 9 s denial of the appel-
lantVs application for renewal of a. plenary .retail consumption 
license for~premi~es ~t 6~0: Sou~h Second ·~t~eet, Harrisono 

. ' ' 

.The. petition of appeaT ·alleges that the applic·ation was denied 
because nof the. nature ·of· the violation ·which occurred on ·the ·' 
licensed p~emises in Octob~i·, .· 1949, resulting in disciplina:by pro...: 
ceedings against the· licensee and an ord.er.· issueQ. qy the Director of 
the Division of Alboholic Beverage Control on January 3, 1950 sus­
pending Plenary Retail Consumption License C-27 in the Town of 
Harrison for the balance of its term to June 30; 1950 commencing . 
January,9~ 1950oiw · At the hearing held hsrein, the appellantVs·attor­
~ey agreed that the respondent~·s··action wa~ predicated ori that 
groundo · · · 

·".:, 

·. ·.Reference .·to that .proceeding, recor·d~d in -Bulletin· 864, · -
Item 6, disclo-ses that .Elizabeth Ekelevich was charged with permit.:.. 
ting ar_lewdness , and. irrunoral activities,. viz~, . procuring a f e~€3:J:.E?. · . .f.or 
pur_po$es of· prostitution, in and upon (her) ·licensed premis~.~-i~·:~_L ~n 
not revoking the .license outr_ight .7-_ ~.took in_to consideration, .. among .. 
other things, that there was no ·evidence .that the licensee .. rtknew an"y­
thing about the activity of her bartenderiio Three months· ~fter the 
suspension went.into effect, the licensee di~d, and ·the l~~~nse was 

· thereupon ·extended to her .executor, th~ appellant herein, for the 
balance of the licensing year, ioe~,· until June 30, 19500 See RoSo 
33~1-260 ' 

' .: ' .. ' . . . ···i· .· . · .. ' 
Two reasons ·for reversal are ·urged by the appellant o .. It is 

first cqntended.that the denial ~f.the renewal, in addition to the 
prior suspension, ~esults in a:do~ble penalty for a s~ngle offense~· 
This contention lacks merit,, .. Whether.or- not_ a license; which has 
been suspended, should be reriewe4 for.t~e following licensing year, 
is a matter that· rests within ·the sound discretion of the .local 
licensing authorit.Yo Re Ursi Vo. Burnett,·. Bulletin· 359; Item 13, ·not 
officially r~port~d (Supa Cto 1939); Zicherman v,, Driscoll, 133 NoJoLo 
586 (Supo Cto 1946}0 

It. is further argu~d t~at the daughter of the late licensee 
has been deprived v~of a considerable ·portion of her deceased mother is 
estateH- and that she nshould not have· to suffero Clo .. because of what her 
motheroooamight have doneHo The record shows that respondent~s action 
was not· an attempt to punish the daughter for the sins of the mothero 
In respondentYs resolution denying th~ application; it is specifically 
stated that the denial iiwas no reflection on the executor or the 
heirs of the estate but was to protect other saloon keepers who run 
good places11 • It is manifest~ therefore, that the denial was motiva~ 
ted-by the public interest and the sound administration of the liquor 
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lawso No ·abuse of the :d:is.cretionary licensi:ng: function, vested in. 
the: municipal· issµing au:tA·qrity in the fi:rst. ·instaric:e, is discernible 
in t-he· ·action reviewed.· · Cf o Re ··-Brennan, Bulletin 113., Item 1° · · 

I ' • ~ 

••• ,l 

The action ·6f.~esp?nd~nt ~s· affirm~do 

Accordingly, it is, ·on this 7th day of September, 1950,. 

ORDERED that the appeal ·h~;rein ba ·a;nO. th'e~ ;same ·is hereby 
dismissed a 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
· Director ·o·. 

i ~ : ,, ~· • . 9 I 

MARTHA YETTER,; . indi vidua~ly '· anq. Ip ·~) . 

trading as MART~A 9 S .RES1iA.DRANT, . 

Appell~nt, · 

-vs- ·. 

BOARD OF·. COMMISSIONERS OF . THE 
VILLAGE OF ·RIDGEFIE~D PARK, 

'. ; .. 

) . 

) 

) 

. ) 
..Respondento 

~ - -· - - ~ - ~ - ~ ,~ - ·-) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Alfred.W~ Kiefer, Esq~, Attoth~y for Appellant~ 
Morrison, 11.oyd &·_Gr1ggs·, Esqs·o·.? b.y William Ro· Morrison, Esqo 1,· 

· Attorneys for Respondento 
Sidney Simandl, Esqo, Attorn~y for Objectors~ ·United Litensed. 

Beverage· Associ·ation. of New Jer:s~y, and Micl;lael . .C. LoBoves o 

BY THE DIRECTOR~ 

This is an· appeal from the e.ction. of re.spondent whereby, on 
July 11, 1950, it denied her application fo~-a .. plenary retail con­
sumption license for the licensing year -1949-50. · The premise,s in 
question are located at 29-31 Ridg~field Avenue, Ridg~field Parko 

· At the close .6f tbe ap~~llarit9s case respondent moved for dis-
missal· upon three grounds~ one of which was that appellant falsely 
stated~ in answering Question 30 in her application, that she was the 
sole person interested in the license applied for or in the business 
to be conducted thereunder. ·- · ~~! ;i, ' .. • • .. ,,,. 

Under the circumstances, as will hereafter appea~; it is unnec­
essary to consider the grounds raised by appellant in support of her 
appeal or. the other reasons argued in the motion for dismissalo 

Aside from the ground set forth in the motion for dismissal, it 
appears that the advertisement of the Notice of Application is fat2-lJ_y 
defective" There is. a building at 29 Ridgefield Avenue but 
31 Ridgefield Av~nue is a vacant loto The building on the lot known 
as Noo 29 Ridgefield Avenue is used as a restau~ant and dwelling 
houseo The application, however~ is for 29-31 Ridgefield Avenue and 
states in answer to Question No., 6, 2VDescri be building containing · 
licensed premises in detail~ 31 Ridgefield Avenue to be con9tructede 
(a) Type of construction? probably brick 2 story$ store 1st floorj 
apartment 2nd fle & celiare (b) For what purpose used? Tavern and 
apartment dwelling o ww 
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There is. some- dispute. as to whether or np.t the· plans and spe.ci­
.. fications for the new ·hqilding were_ submitted ·to >the_ lqcal issuing 

author_i:ty ~t- ,the ·time the applicatJ.cn .. wa·s made'o . Howevet,, it is 
-Clear that .the published· HnotiCe 'of·. applicati_OiliW 'did nqt.. Contain the 
:i::-equir·ed. st'-at:ement ~ ·Yi-Plans ·,a.p_cL·spec:i,fi-catioris ·for. -biJ.ilding ·to .be -
constructed. may be examined at the office_ of the .MunicipaJ_ Clerko H 

Rule 2, St ate Regulations- Noo. 2_o· - . _ . : , · _ · 

_Any sucp • mat.erial omi·psio:n from .tbfe. notice' deprives th.e local 
issuing author1ty of jurisdictiono · 9f. Re Kay Vo Linden, Bulletin 
525, Item 4, and· cases. cited o · ... ~ , ... ~. •· ",>· · · · · 

The local issuing auth~rity having no j~risdiction to grant the 
license, any attempt so to do would of necessity failo Cf o Re Haines 
Vo Pemberton, Bulletin $51, Item 10. Jhe.appeal migh~ well be dis­
missed on the ground---that the ·advertisement ~as fat~lly def~c~ive. 

As to the g~ouhd set forth. in the motion to: .. dismi~s the ~ppeal: 
The husband of appellant is an alien_ (German _national) ·and; hence~ 
is not-eligible to obtain or hold a liqubr license in New Jerseyo 
RoSo 33:1-25:0 At the hearing, appellartt· claim~d that she has conduc­
ted·the restaurant at 29 Ridgefield Avenue. for almost eight years, 
but she admitted that her husband works there; that she and her 
husband a-re operating the business~ that ·the· money· made from the 
restaurant has al~ays been deposited,in. a bahk account·-in their joirit_ 
names and that their living expehses are paid out df thi~ joint·.b~nk 
accounto .I: conclude that the hu~band is .interested in the businesso 
Appellant admitted that her answer to Question 30 in the appl:t·c·ati'on: 
was wrong. Since it appears that appel~ant is_ not· the - $Oie -person-._. 
interested in the business, the motion to dismis·s "the -appe_al- will be 
granted. It might be well ·tb point out that RoSo 33:1-25 also pro-. 
vides t,hat -.wq~o .. ·lic·ense shall he .issued unless al1 of the partners 
would qualify as.; indi victual app~icantsiv o · : · • • . . 

Ac.cordingly, it isj on this~l3th day 6f September, 1950~ 

:=ORDERED that the-motion to dismiss the appeal ·h~rein be and 
the .same is her~by grsn~ed~- 0. ~ 

' .... 

' : • • ' - I ~-- .... ! ' 

- ': 
.... :. 

·ERWINBo HOCK 
Directoro 

·-. '~··':. 

I ,' -
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In the Matter of the Petition 0£ 

:MARTHA ·YETTER · 
T/a.MARTHA?S RESTAURANT, 

for relief under Pa Lo 1947, 
Co 94, § _60· 

'\ 

. ) 

.. :' 

·.· ·aRDER OF 
DENIAL 

; ., ' \ . ~ . . [ 

.:.·' 

Alfred Wa Kiefer, Esq., Attorney for Petitionero . . 
Morrison, Lloyd & Griggs, Esqso, by Will.iam .Ra .Morrison,·· Esqo, 

A~torneys for local:is~uing·~uthoritya 

BY THE DIRECTOR~ . 

Section 2 of the State Limitation Law ( PoL. 1947; · c~' .: 94) :·pro.;,. 
vides that no new plenary retail consumption license shall be issued 
in.a municipality unless and· until the.number of such licenses exist­
ing.iri the municipaiity is £ewer than·one for each 1,000 of its popu­
l~~~~n as shown·by the latest Federal censuso 

' ~ 

.Section.6 of the Strite ~imitation Law ~eads·: 

wi6 o . Nothing in this act shall b.e deemed to· prevent . 
issuance of a new license to· a person who files application 
therefor within sixty days following the expiration_ of the 
license renewal period if the State. commissione·r shall 

': determ~ne in .. .writing that the .. applicant 9 s failure· to apply . 
;for a renewal of .his :license was due to circum·stances ·beyond· 
his control.ri , · · · · · 

~: ,, The ·obvious ·and. only: purpose of quoted Section 6 -is to permit . 
re~;Lef, in a bona fide har.d$hip case, to ·an ex~licensee- whose failure 
t.o-·apply fo~ .. a renewal .(io·_e.o,. to file application for license ·wi~hin 
thirty ~ays.after the July 1st following expirat~on of his preceding 
year~s license -- Revised Statutes, 33~1-96) was due to circumstances 
beybnd his controlo Andj obviously, Section 6 can have no applica­
t}..on .. except ... in c9nnE?ctioh with a petitioner. who see~s a new 'lic_ense ~. 
'ih a municipality wherein issuance ·of a new ·license' would.,' in tl~e ·. 
·?bsence of the relief.prayed.for., be prohibited by the.State ·,. 
Limitatio~ Lawp · 

. .The ref~rence in ·the petition.herein.·is t6 a plenary retail. 
consumption license in ·the·Vill~ge .. of Ridgefield Parko ·That ffeUnici­
pality9s 1940 Federal census population.was 11,277 and ·six .(6) . 

. plenary retail consumption licenses are ,.outstanding thereo ·clearly; 
issuance .of ·a-:new plenary retail consumpt±on licertse in Ridgefield· 
Park _is. not prohibited by Section 2 of the .state-· Limitation Law a~d, 
thus,· Section 6 -of that. Law has no-. application whatever to "the 
petitioner o . ,, ·· · 

Accordingly, it is, op·thiB.·15th day of Septemb~r~ ·1950~ 

. .. ORDERED that the petition herein "be ·a·nd the· same i-s~ · ~ereby 
d~nf~'d ~· ~ · · . 

: • • =·· 

.· ,, . ·. 
· ERWIN· Bo .HOCK 
·:' · ... 'Dir,e-ctor o.:, · 
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6 a DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS:; CLUB :.LICENSEE -: SALE DURING'. PROHIBITED 
. I{O(jRs.,· ·'IN. v~qLAT.IQN :of. MqN~CIPA.L REGULATION - . SALE ·T'O :NON-MEMBERS. -
PRIOR RECO~D ,:-. :~.J:-IqE;NS.l!!··,$USP~NT)~.~ ... -f.OR 45 PAYS, LESS 5 ».FOR PLEA a 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

INTERNATIONAL WORKERS ORDER 
BRANCH #2586 

457 Berkley Street 

) 

} 

Gamd en, N o .:J o , , ) 

Holder of Club License CB-24 issui$d 
by the Municipal Board of Alcohol~c). 
Beverage Control of the.City of 
Camdeno .·: ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - -

'1 •• 

CONCLUSJ:oNs· . 
· AND 'ORDER 

·Defendant-licensee, by.Lawrence Serchia, Secretaryo 
Vincent To Flanagan, Esq., apDearing for Division of Alcoholic 

~ Beverage Controlo 

BY THE DIRECTOR~ 
i i 

Defendant has pleaded guilty to._:_charges a+leging that (1) on· 
... Sunday:i August 20:i 1950, between 3 ~:00 .. p9m~: .and ·:io~'OO porno, it sold, 

served ,_rncJ. delivered alcoholic beverages ·upon its licensed premises 
in viola~:.Gn of an Ordinance of the· City _of Camden which prohibited 
such a~t=:_vity after 2~00 8.omo on Sunday~"·and C2) on the same day, it 
sold alcoholic beverages to persons other than c.l~tb members or ~ 
fide guests of a member, in viqlation of Rule 8. of Stat._e. Regulations 
N 7 

. ' . . ·-· 
0 0 0 . • . . . 

The fiie ·herein di~clos~s that, on Sunday, August 20, 1950, at 
about 9~20 porno·, two ABC agents entered defendantis premiseso They 
observed four men seated at tables? upon vn1ich were bottles which 
apparently contained bcero The agents went to a bar in the room and 
purchased drinks of beer apd whiskey from Felix Tofani, who was behind 
the b.ar o. WheJ;i qu.estione'ct, 'lVIr o Tofa.ni stated that he was Secretary of 
tI?.e House Corpmittee~ ·that )1e had ·9penod the bar at about 3 ~00 pom. 
~nd that he had-6ontinued tb:be.on.duty· ~ntil the agents identified 
theniselveso Th·e .ABC ·agents were· n.ot.··members or guests of any member 

.. bf. 'def e rid ant club 0, .. ' - . . . .. : . . . . . . 

r . , . .-

Defendant ··has· a ptiot ~ecordo On May 15, 1944, it~ license was 
suspertded for thirty~five~~d~y~ after it h~d pleaded guilty:to charges 
which were ·similar·to' the·-.charges herein and after it had been found 
guilty of chargQs of selling alcoholic beverages on Suhd~y, in viola­
tion of Regulations Nq o J 8, _ a~d 

1
sell:i,.ng alcoholic bey,<?r,ages to .a 

woman, directly over the bar, in ... violation of a local regulationo See 
Bulleti~ 619, Item 9o The.us~ai·su~p~rision for unl~wf~l sales ori 
Sunday· is fifte~n days ~nd the·~su~l suspehsion .~or sal~s to non- . 
members is also fifteen days o Although the pt·~or violations occurred 
more than five yeats ago, it appears that this. is a second violatio~ 
of the same charactero Under the circumstances~ I' shall suspend · 
defendant is license for forty-f.i ve days, less- five days for the p~~~a 
herein, leaving a net suspension of forty dayso .. · 

Accordir1gly, it is, onLthis 14th day. of September~ 1950, 

ORDERED that Club License ·cB-24)1 issued by the Municipal Boarq 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Camden to International 
~rorkers Order Branch #2586, 457 Berkley Street, Camden, be and the 
same is hereby suspended for a period of forty (40) de.ys.11 cornrnBncing 
at 2~00 a<>rho September·22,-. 1950 1 and terminating at 2~00 aomo 
November 1, 19500 

ERWIN Ba HOCK 
·Director o • 
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DISCIPLINARY, PROCEEDINGS:: ~. FAII.JU~E TO KEEP: -LICENSED PREMISES 
CLOSED D.URING PROHIBITED·· HOURS, !l)J VIOLATION OF<·.DtRJNICIPAL . 
REGULATION - CHARGE OF HINDERING INVESTIGATION DISMISSED - PRIOR 
RECORD NOT CONSIDERED BE.CAUSE' OF LAPSE OF TIME· ~·:·LICENSE SUSPENDED 
FOR 15 DA!S, LESS 5 FOR PLEAo 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceeding~ agaipst 

LINCOLN.BAR·&· GRILL, INCa 
8-10 Henry Street 
Passaic, Ntt Jo, 

) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Cons~mp­
tion License C-64, issued by th~ ) · 
Board of Commissioners of the 
City of Passaic o : . . ·) 

. . ' ., 

CONCLUSIONS 
·AND ORDER 

. r 

~ - - - -... ~. -. .- ~ .~. ~ - - ~ .. ~ ~ - -
Saul Co $.c.!J~t.~r4~11crEsqo·, Attorney for Defendant~iicenseee 
Edward :~-o: ~.mbr.O$.e .. ;; ._Esq o, appearing for Di vision of Alcoholic 

Beverage Controle 
BY :·THE ·DIRECTOR~ 

The following charges were preferred against the der~nqant~ 

iv1·0 ·on Saturday,1 ·May 13, 1950, between 3~00 A~M·.;· .. '.and 
3: 25 AoM.o, you failed to have your entire licensed pr.e!Ji:~. 
ises cl_o·sed; in violation of Sectio.n 4 of an O~dinance .· .. 
adopted. by the Board. of Commissioners of· the City ·of; .. · :'. 
Passaic· on July ·15, 1941' which requires that licensed' 
premis.es, except bona fide hotels and res·taurants, shal.~ .. ·· 
be c~osed on weekd~ys between the hours of 3:00 AoM~ arid -
6~QQ AoMo 

rr2 o On the occasion aforesaid while investigators .. ( 'of 
the Divisio~ of Alpoholic Beverage C~htrol ·of the DBP~rt~ 
ment of 'Law and Public Safety were· c~:mducting an inve_stiga­
tion: at your licen1ed'p~emises, yci~·~indered and fail~d to 
facilitate _such investigat-ion ~ in violation of Ro So 33 ~-1-3 5 o '

1 
. . 

'• . ' ·~ .. 

Defendant pleaded £2!! vult to charge (1) and not guilty to 
charge (2)o · · 

.. . . . . ;' ~ . " 
An· ABC agent testified that on Saturaay, May 13, 1950, at about 

3 ~ 20 a omo, he-- Observed, VWthrough the partially :9pene(;l Venetian blinds'n 
of a main windo~ of defendant9s licensed premise~, several persons 
~•standing at the bar having· their hands on glasse_9wv o · The ABC ageht 
tes~ified further that he· and a fellow-agent Htook out our shields 
and knocked· on the windowii• In response to the knock,· according to 
the testimony of the witness, 11 the· bartender came from in back of the 
bar to the window and informed us that the place was closediio The 
witness testified ·further that he then said i 1ABCn to the bartender 
and the latter remained.at the'.window but turned his back toward the 
agents and facing the persons at the bar remarked·, YwDrink up, fellows j 

ABC o ii After a brief interval the bartender unlocked the door and 
admitted the agentso The witness stated that he proceeded to the 
back bar where thre·e men were standingo Two of the men were putting 
their glasses on the bar and the third man had ii just pi eked up his 
glass of whiskey~v o As the agent was questioning the various patrons~ 
one .of the men presen$ walked over to him and identified himself as 
the manager of ·the business establishmento 

The bartender claimed that he was practically finished cleaning 
the bar when he heard.the knock on the door, and that he unlocked the 
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~ !~ ':i ; .... 

door in> n1nay1Je -~~~s,.~, t.0 .. ?~1·. a miqut'e.w~<.a.'fter th-e .· .agent·s l iden~if~ed them­
selves.· He furt~heri testified that no drinks hQ.d ·b-een served after 
3 ~ 00 acm ~'. ... Th.E? b~rteD'd_er ·stated tha:t,, when the. A.BC'.·_:::age·nts. were a.Q.mi t.-

_ ted~ he told the .patrons that i 1They are ABC· agents_w·i, becau.se- he · 
didnit want to have any troubleo He denied ·any intent '·to hi~der the 
agentso ;' . 

, ' 

safn Kempler, manager of the defendant establishment; te.stifie·d 
that no arinks.w~~~-~~rved.after 3:00 aom. The ~itness t~rth~r . 
stated that he· re._qu~sh'ed the patrons to leave the· ·premise·p. O_!}. ~t. 
least th~ee o6cjsion~ after the closing hour had a~rivedo·.- · 

-.. . . '... . ~ . . . ~ '. . 

All witnesses, including the ABC agents, agreed tha~- th.e .;bar~·: 
tender and the manager cooperated fully with 'them during the· ·coi!rse 
of. their subsequent investigation" · · ···' · · ·· · -- .. -.. · ~ .. : 

I believe that the testimony of the ABC agents sets fort~~-~· 
true and accurate picture of what they observed from the ·~~t~rior· .of 
the li cens_ed premises" However, ·after · careful·'qth1stqerat~on· 9f. ~h.~f ... 
entire record' In thi.s·· case, : I believe ·.that.·· the· barten'de;r ·r ~ actio'ns · · · 
may well have been a momentary error of judgment rather t~ana d~iio­
erate hindering or effort to hinder the agents. Resolv~#g .the doubt 
~n favor of defenda_nt, ·r hereby dismiss charge ( 2) G ... . 

Def~nd~nt ha~ ·a previ~us adjudicated record, Effective Jun~ 22, 
1939, the. defendanti.s .license was sus,pended ..for ·five· days by the 
municipal issuing authority aft.er ·horse -race -.betting was ·disccntet"©d 
on the licensed premises~·· Again, .. effective May 20, 194·4, defendant's. 
license was suspended. for thirty days for·per~itt1ng hor$§ rACO· 
betting on the lie ensed premises I) · In· vi.-~w ot~ :t-n@ ·fci9t th~t the? l~~t 
suspension of defendant vs licenso· oooµ:rp~{µ mg:r.~· th~n. @i~ .. y_e~r.@ .~go" 
I shall not consider·the_.pa$t reopr4 in impP~~n~ ~he pgh~ity_h~r~in~ 

Unc!C?r ~!le ci;r,eumsta,.p_ces ~n ,t1Jo. in~t~n~ ~9l?-f§.?, J fi}]..~1.J -~JJPP.~.nC;i 
defene;l~~~ -~ s ~i?,epsp fof' ~· pet~?~: ~/! .+1{;t'e.s~1 ·'.~ .. ~~)!,~_/· :'f!..~,-sJ~. J:~yf#.· :Qtq.Y.P .. f:qr. 
"th~ p+ea, because of the v.iolg&_f.;.o·n- ~$.9:t :;fqr;~lr :;~:n :·cQ.q.;r,ge {I/U.:11 . - . 

!·~·~ .'· ~ . ~ _ . .- . ; .... ·; \.:·_.:_ :~;.: ... ~--, ~.~1/,J ·• .. .J.-:,.;-~: ~:·~~.;iv ·:: .. 1~.J';': ~·f-.,.i;' ::·1 }Jrl...-- .. ~ .. ·· .;'--~··: . . .. 
. -

.Although this proq~e.~-~p.g .~m~ .. i.n~~{itutt~.9-'.d~ping t·:h£~ i9.49~5.Q 
~icensing period'": it .. 40~~.$:·,ri,pJ:f:::·_a'b:at·~f.(tict;u: t:t:emain:s ··.fully- ·<?f;f9c.ttv~ 
~g~in~;t·~ .. the .'r.enewal +~c .. ens'e;_;i~.9t".;1:th-e:·,1.f~.s . .c-·al.' ye.:~P i950-2+.~· ·. ~~.9lte· 
;R·~g~yJ_~ta.t?ps :Np 9. ").;.qt . . ·T .,.. . · :, - . 

AccorgJngly, it is,. on·~µ~~ 13th day o_f .sept~W}?etl l,'.9§9l 

'(JRD.iRkb' 'th~~ yi en ~ry. · Fl.et;; ail • Cb ri stiri1 Pt ion License C ~'94, i~ .~1;.w cJ, 
for- th_e 1950.:51.: licensing.,p·rpriod: by the ·Board, of<Cqrrimi'~fal,Qi1~vi( ~::f . 
_th8 ·. Ci.ijy, 9f, .J:~_$,S~i c _:_to :.::t,,'~P99in '.war:·--&: Grill,,. ::tljc·~· ~- ·.· ;f'.o·r' ·_preriiJ::$:~~~: · . . 
a.:10.):Ienry·"·$1pp··eet :·. Pas$fJ.i~·ir~e >.and the·. ~·:ame' i's': here.by" :shsR~tiA~'r for~ ,a 
PGri.od .·or ·it.~!1:·· ().q ~. d~y~ 11"· .·¢·$p,ipten~~ng ~t- )·: oo ."a·~m ~· · 'S'ep~.eJn~~~'~': :µ_~·,.-:--;t,:·~~o ~ 
an_d te_rmt,r~F.·trt.fk -§.P: <~ ~OQ; ~ ~·m~ ·:,S~Pt.emq·er· .. 29,· 19 59 ~, . r-.i;:: ;:,.-.,: · ., .. , · · ..: .. :.· · 

.. : .; : i,. ;..! ' ; ,'. <' ; : .. : . . . . ! '':. : . r- \, ,- . . . ' ·.· ; ' . '. 'i " 

I':.·";·.• 

' r • • • 

. . . .. : . . ~ ~ ·~ . \ 

i . 

. : . ~~ 

:•,;I·" 

; .. , '• .. :. 

·'· 

·- · ERWIN ·B-9 HOCK 
· · ·Director p ··> 
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8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS"··- SALE 'FOR OFF-PREMlSES CONSUMPTn)t'J·.·:oF 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN OTHEH THAN ORIGINAL CONTAINERS, "IN. 
VIOLATION OF R. So 33:1-2 - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 
FOR PLEAo . . 

In the Matter .of. Disciplinary 
Proceedings $gains~ · 

'MICHAEL McGINN 
v:;/ s Delsea Drive above Fox Run_. R~ .. o) _ 
Deptfo~d Township .. CON'CLUSIONS. 

AND ORDER PoOa Sewell, No Jo, 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumptiqn 
License C-13 for.the 1949-50 and 
1950-~l licensing years, ~ssued by 
the Township Committee of the 
Township of Deptford. 

-) 
Harold W~ Hsnnold, Esqo~ Attorney for Defend~nt~licen?eeo .. 
Vincent T~ Flanagan, Esq~, appea~ing.for Division ,of_ Alcoholic 

· ·Beverage Control .. · 
BY THE DIRECTO~~ 

.Defendant pleads Q2Q. ~ to the following .. charge_~ : 

YiQn Sunday, June 18~ 1950] at about ~-~.10 P.M.-,· you -~,old 
alcoholic beverages not pursuant to and within the ·terms: of.,'' 
·your license .as define.ct by RoSo 33~1-12(1) by selling two: ... 
quart bottles of Mary-Ann Californii Port Wine and one pint 
bottle of Wilson .iThatv.s All9 Blended Whiskey in other: than. 
the original ccmtainers·~ .. for consumption off. the licensed · 
premises, in that you op~ned. such contairiers and thereby . 
destroyed their original characters before making- delivery 
thereof to the ·purchaser~ in violatio'n of R .. So 33 ~l-2oH 

The file in the instant ca~e discloses that on Sunday, June 18,. 
1950, at about 1~10 _·pomo, an ABC agent .wh:ll·e in qefendant 9 s licensed 
premises bbserved two.men pur~h~se two quart bo~tles of wine and .a 
pint , bottle of .whiskey from an employee of, the ct·efendant-licensee o" 
Before delivery, however, of the bottles of alcoholic beverages in 
question, the bartender broke the seals on th~ bottles and.instructed 
the men to hide the ·b6ttle~ uhder their coats~ The two men were 
apprehended by this ABC .a~ent:_~rid ariother ABC agent as t~ey were . 
leaving the licensed ptemises, and upon returning to the-·pr~mises 
admitted the puich~se from the ba~tendero The latter, and also the 
defendant who was on the licensed premises at the time, admitted the 
sale and delivery of the three ~ottles of alcoho~ic beverageso 

. . ·. .... : . . ~. 

Defendant has no previous ~djudicated -recordo I shall,·there­
fore, suspend his iicense for a"· ·p··e-riod-.of· fifteen days, l~ss five 
daysv remission for the pl~a: erit~r~d· herein, leaving a net suspension 
of ten days~· Re Grippo, Bulletiri. 881, Item·3. ·; · 

Although this proceeding was instituted during the 1949-50 
licensing period, it does.not abate but remains fully effective 
against the renewal licen~e for the fiscal year 1950-51.. state 
Regulations Noo 160 

Accordingly, it is~ on this 6th day ot September, 1950, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-13, issued 
by the Township Committee of the Township of Deptford to Michael · 
McGinn, w/s Delsea Drive ·above.Fox Run Rdo, Deptford Township, be 
and the same is hereby suspended for a; period of ten (10) days, com­
mencing at 2:00 aomo September 18, 1950, and terminating at 2:00 aomo 
September 28, 19)00 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
Director o 
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DISQUALIFICATION - PREVIOUS PETITION D~NIEO:~ .APPLICAT}ON HEREIN 
GRANTEDo . ' . . . ... . · .. ,.i ... ":·· . . • . . . 

In the Matte~ ·of ·~n Application ) 
to Remove Disqualification because.·.< 
of a Conviction, Pµrsuant to ·RoSo , J' 
33:1-3102.. . 

.. 

Case No. 8660 
- - - - - - -- .. . ' - ·- - - - - - . _.) 

BY THE DIRECTOR: . 

. . r~ 

coNcivsroNs 
AND· ORDE.R ·· 

On February 7, 1946, the Cormni·ssioner of Alcoho.iic. ·Beverage 
Control dismissed a peti.t'.io'n. se.ekirtg. a -removal .. .of. pe!tition.~r 9 s :dis­
qualification .because· ·o'f conv.ictions of crimes:o·,· See :SuJ..letin 695, · 
Item lo · ·:..· 

Petitioner, apparently in disreg~~d of his disqu.ali~ication 3 
was employed -until JulY ·1949 41s a qook-:.bY. yarious holders .of liquor·. 
licenses in. this state" ·:In July 1949 he -Vias again fully advised 
that he was dis quali~\eq :fr.om. wo~_king. ip· ·.any capacity .on lie e~sed 

premises o · In Jnnuary 195.0, he· secured. ·work in a neighboring state 
where he is now einployedo Seeking to.secure employment ne-aj-E;r; to 
his home, he has reappli·ed for an order.· penioving his disqua1ificationo 

.:. Apparently, petitioner h8.s had no ·further· trouble· with the 
criminal ·1awsa I· am·ad~ised by the police. of his home city that 
there is·· nnothing pending on a.bOve subj ec:t'~ o · · 

.' ' 
·. ' 

Petitiort~r;pio~uced·thre~ wit~e~sei; all residehts of pe~i­
tioneris comm·unity or neighborin-g _con;imuhi_tyo ·· They have known ·him 
for from.t~enty-to forty years~ T~~y testi£y that petitibne~ :bBars 
a good reputation among his pe;ighbors. arid_ ·that· for· at l.e.ast ,the. last 
past five years. he ha.s. been an h6-nest anq. law-abi~ing .p:ersono 

It appea;rs ·that·· petitioner . has been engag.ed in or·. ~orinec.ted 
with the· resta~rant business ~racticall~ ~11 his life~ .H~ is· of.ati 

· advanced age. and finds it difficult to secure sat)..$f$ctory- employrnent 
in any.othet·businesSo I believ~· that he bas le~in~d his 'lesson~ .. 

, . . .,.. ' 

· I find th.at ten· _years have elapseq since petitioner vs.· iast 
conviction and that ... h.e. h.a.$ conducted ·himself. in ·a law-abiding. n!-aii.ner ~ 
especi~lly during ·:the five .years last past j and. that· his.' assoc:Lat:Lori 
with the alcoholic beverage ind~s~ry will. not .·be· contr·a,ry to. public 
interest o · , · .. .. · · · · · · · v. · · · · · 

' '. 
I \ . " 

Accordihgly·; ·it 'is·,· on' ·~hi~s 14th day· of'.. Septem.b.eri/--.1950 ~ 

ORDERED that· petitioner.?.s. ,statu.tory .. disqu~.li:ficatt.on .. be .. c~·us-e 
of the convictions described in .. Bulle~ in 69 5; It.$m: 1;. be anrl _trti.R. si1xp.e 
is hereby removed·;· ih ·accordance with 'the provisions· of R •. S.~ . 
3 3 ~ 1-31 0 2 0 . ··" • 

ERWIN Bo HOCK. 
. ··i·._; T .; ·~: . .... Direc·tor: o:. · - . ··· . 

. \· 

. ... ·t 

, , 

.... ·. 

. ~ ~· 
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10 o. DISQUALIFICAT;ION ~ .. FALSE- STA'rEiv1ENT IN, QUESTIOJ\TNAI.RE ·~ APPLICATION 
Tb LIFT. DISQUALIFICATION GRiNTED TO BECOME EFFECTIVE 90·DAYS 
AFTER FILING PETITION HER~I~o .... 

- •' ····.i·. ·: i 

In the Matter of an Application : 
to Remove Disqualification because 
6f a Conviction, Pursuant to RoSo 
J3~1-3lo2o· 

Case Nao 8570 
- - - - - .... , - - - - - &•) 

-BY THE DIRECTOR~ 

CONCLUSIONS .. ~ : 
AND. OEDER· 

). 

On May 27, 1940, petitioner was convicted ~n a County Court. on 
a charge of receiving stolen goods and· sentenc:ed. to s.erve six months 
in a county jail o He has never been convict.ed . of·. any other ·crime o 

The crim·e of which he .. was convicted· inv.olve.d morql. turpitude and, 
hence, .he ~s presently ineligible to holc:l .a liqµor ·.license or· to be 
employed in any busines~ capacity on licens~d premiseso 

At the hearing herein, three persons who have known him for 
at least fiye years testified that during that. period petitioner has 
been law-abiding; and. a. fourth ·person ·who". has known him f.or thr.ee to 
fo'ur. year·s ·testified that petit.ioner has been law-abid:lng Q.uring 
that period of timeo The officer in· charge of the Identification and 
Record Bureau of the Police Department. of the municipality in which · 
petitioner resides has certified that there are no complaints~ 9r . 
investigati6ns ~endihg ag~inst ~imo · · · · · · 

• ~: • " • t ' : I 

I would have no~hesitancy in grantirig ieliet.~~c~p~·that in 
July 1941 petitioner obtained employment with the holder· of a State 
Beverage Distribut?r License as a helper, and fil~d a questionnaire 
in which he· d·enied that he had ever been convicted of any crimeo, He 
continued such employmer1t untii ·June 23'.~ :.1950, ~xcept for a ·period 
of time h~ s~rved in the, United States Afmy cl~ring·world War IIo · The 

·record· shows that he obtained ~n honorable discharge from the United 
States Army on April 30, 1946.o 

~ . . : <· 

Apparently no;6~e que~tionci4_h{s ~ight to ~e emplciyed by·~· 
liquor licensee until'p~titioner filed; in May 1950, ~ri application· 
for a solicitor 9 s permit in which he disc1osed his conviction for 
receiving stolen goods·o _On _June 21, 1950, pe_tit.ione~ was notified 
that his ~pplitation·for solicitoi~B-permit had beeri denied because 
of his qriminal·reccird~ and his embloyer was tiotifi~d that his· . 
services must be discontinued be . .ca{we. of his '.crimina1. recordo Accord-

. ingly, petitioner-was d:lscharged 'by his emp'loyer oh jurie.23, 1950, 
and has been unemployed since that _timeo . On June 27, ~950, hB filed 
I:iis pet'i tion i_n this pro.ceeding~ · · ' · · · 

I - cannot overlook hi's unt"ruthfulne.·ss ·under oath o I shall 
grant his. _peti t.ion. but ·shall'. :w.ithhold re'lie·r· until ninety days after 
June 27, 1950, the date upon which he ·filed his petition hereino Cfo 
Bu~letin 883, I:tem_ 13 o .. . ,_ ..... . 

Accord{~gly, it is, Ori this 15t.h .da":,i: of Se).:itember;,. 1950, 

·ORDERED that petitioner 9 s statutory disqualificati9n~ becaus~ 
of the conviction_ described_ here~n, be and 

1 
the -same .is tiere by removed 

in accord.anc·e with the·· pr'.ovisi-'ons· of n·o So JJ~ l~ 31o2, effective 
September 25, _19500 .

1
•• 

·~ ... • ~ \ •• 't 

:·) . 

· •. 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
Director a 

' •,. 

. ' · ... '· 
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11 o DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO l\UNOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 
10 DAYSo 

In ~h~ Mat~er of Disciplinary 
Proceeding~ against . 

FELIX Fo PLITNICK, JR& 
T/a DEPOT INN 
Leonard Avenue 
Middletown Township 
P.Oo Leonardo, Ne Jo, 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License C-13, for the 1949-50 
an~ 1950-51 licensing periods, 
issued by the. Township Committee'. 
of. the Township- of Midd-letown& 
- - ~- - - - -. - - - - - - - - - - -

CONCLUSIONS . 
AND ORDER 

Jo Frank Weigand, Esqo, Attorney for D~fendant-li_censee. 
Edward F~ Ambros~,· Esqo, appearirtg for Division-of·Alcoholic 

·B~verage~C6ntrolc . 

BY THE DIRECTOR~ 

The defendant pleaded not.guilty to a charge alleging that he 
sold, served and delivered alcoholic.beverages to a minor, in viola­
t~on of Rul~ _l_of State Regulations Noa 20a. 

The minor, who is eightee·n years old, tept.ified that, . on the 
evening of March 25, 1950, he arid an adult co~panion visited the 
defendant 9 s premises and was served three or· ·.four glasses of 'liquor. 
by the bartender. ~i~ 6ompanion testified that he observed the ~inor 
consume the first one of the drinks served.by the bartendero 

Two ABC agents explained, in gte~t detail, how.th~ minor and 
his companion:directbd them, on April 21, 1950, to the defendantvs 

_premises and showed them the position they occupied at the bar on the 
evening of March 25, 19500 · 

The bartender, and three patrons who were present at the 
defendant 9 s tavern at the time; testified that they did not see the 
minor or his companion at the licensed premises on.the date in 
questionc · 

There is nothing i~ the record~to indicate that the testimony 
of the .mindr and hi~ co.mpa.nion· was fabricate~ out· -of thin ~ir and I 
am satisfied that they gave a truthful version of their visit. to.the 
defendant 9 s taverno I theref6re find the defendant guilty as cha~gedo 

Since the defendant has no prior adj~di6ated.record and no 
aggravating circumstances appear t-.o have attended the violatio:n, I 
shall suspend the defendant9s license for the usual period of t~n 
days for thi·s type of violation o Re Hotel Trayrnore Company, Bulletin 
877, Item .5 () 

· · · · Although.this proceeding was instituted duri~g the 1949-50 
licensing period, it doBs not abat~ ~ut remains fully effective 
against the renewal license for the fiscal year l950-5lc State· 
Regulations ·No o 16 c. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 6th day of September, 1950, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail. Consumption License C-13, issued 
for the 19.50-51 licensing year by the Township Committee of the Town­
ship of Middletown to Fel'ix Fo P.l·~tnickj Jro; t/a De.pot Inn, Leonard . 
J._venue, Middletown Township, be and the same is hereby- susp.ended for 
a peri.od of ten (10) daysj commencing a.t 2~00 aomo. September 18, 1950, 
and terminating ~~ 2:00 aomo September zgj 19500 · 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
Directoro 
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DISCIPLINARY PRO.CEEDINGS · - CLUB LICENSEE."- CHARGES· DISMISSED AS 
TO ALLEGED.FAILURE TO GIVE·NOTICE REQUIRED BY Ro-~~ 3J:i~J4 AND 
AS TO ALLEGED HFAR~IING OUTV? OF LICENSE. TO INDIVIDUAL o 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against · 

TWO-IN-ONE CLUB 
118 Spring Street 
M9r~_istown, No J· o,. 

. . . ' ) 
Holder of Club License CB-4, issued. 
by the Board.of Alder~~n of ~he.·-) 
Town of Morristowno 

' . ~ . ·• 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

. : . 

- - ~ - - -.- - - - - - - - - - -.-l 
Charles Ho .Sm~th, Esq~, Attorriey for Defendant-li9~n$eea · 
William ... F o Wo~_d, .Esq o:; ·.appearing. for· D~ vision-. of Alcoholic· 

Beverage· Control·o· 

BY THE DIRECT.OR~ 

Defendant has pleaded not guilty to tbe.folio~ing charges:. 

nro· You failed to file with the. ~for~istoWY1 Board of. 
Aldermen, within ten days ·after .the occurrence.· thereof, . 
written notice of changes in facts set .forth in answer. 
to ·Questions 29 and 30 of your _.license· application dat.ed 
June 6, 1949, upon which'you obtained your current club .. 
license, such changes being that .on or ... a_bout .July_ 1, 
1949, you.entered into an· agreement with Harry Van Dy~e 
whereby t_fie latter acquir~d an )nt.ere·st · iri- your lic.ensed 
business as the real and beneficial m~her ther.eof. and 
was permitted to reta1n: all of the. pro.fit'·s from the ; 
business ·after payinent. to you of a .fixed weekly fe$ ~· ,. 
yout failure to.file such notic~ being ~n yiolatio~ of 
Ro So 33~1-340' . 

·_vvzo ·From on or about· Ju1y .-1, 1949.to ·.on '.o;r·a·bout 
April 1, .1950, y6u knowingly aided arid ab~tt~d .Harry Van. 
Dyke ~o ·exercise contrary to-: R.Q'S.o 33'~1.-_26, the rights .. pnd 
privileges of your club license~ ther~by iourseif violating 
RoSo .. 33 ~l-52on . ·. . . . . 

Duripg the course of an investigatiori by.agents. of this 
Di vision, John Ho Tanner, trust·e.e and financial. secret_ary. of the 
defendant club' gave . the agents a sworn. sta"tem_eh,t ~ w:hi:ch w_as off ereci 
in evidence, in which he·sa_id~ ... · · 

nThe sale of. qlcoholic be.verages. i$. in, th,e hands of Harry 
Van D~rke o ., • o We agreed . with Harry Van Dyke· th,at pe could 
have th~ use of t~e club lice~se; that the .6lub would 
furnish ~e9t and light for the· building and in return for· 
that Ha::."'ry Van Dyke· is to pay the -sum of $20_o00 .weeklyo . 

Yi Harry. Va.n 'Dyke was .. to buy and pay for all liquor and it 
was understood· th~t he was not t6 give ahy of' these bills 
to the c.lub for payme?t on 

Van Dyke gave a similar statement declaring that~ 

~1 In the latter. part of June 1949 I made agreements with 
John Ho Tanner ar:td Benny'Grant.11 officers of the Two-In-One 
Club, that commencing July ±§~,, 1949 I was to have control 

i 
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of alcoholic beverages s6ld at licensed premises: and 
t~e cilub would furnish light and heat for the b~ilding 
and in return for that I agreed to pay the club $20~00 
per week and I was to buy and pay fo~ all alcoholic 
beverages sold at the club and pay for all help :·used by 
me at the club and I was not to present any.bill to the 
club for payment and I was to keep the balance of the 
profits for my services o ~i 

Tanner9s ·statement, which is binding upon· defendant, is 11rima 
facie sufficient to support the ch~rgeso However, at the\ hearing 

· both 1'.anner and Van Dyke, testifying under·· oath, tqld a· story some­
what different from that· .'contained in their statenients o Van Dyke;;. 
who was called as a witness by the Division, while not wholly repu­
diating his original ~tatement 3 dec~ared that, during a discus~i6n 
with Tanner and Benny Gr·ant, another officer of the club, he · 
(Van Dyke) offered h.i.s services as manager· of ~he. licensed business 
with the understanding (which ·may -or may not have been shared by the 
defendant 9 s officers) that as compensation for. such S"ervices he 
would retain for himself any profits remaining after P.~:qment of all 
expenses and $20000 a week to the club; that from tim~ to time, 
without ~ny accounting as to profits and possibly ~ithout the 
knowledge of any of defentj.ant 9 s. of'ficers, he took various sums from 
the cash ~e6eipts·of the business, totaling about $150000 to $200000, 
but that,· al though defendmit 9 s officers ·apparently .accepted his 
offer of servi:ces under the above term~s, in practice they act\lally. 
never allowed him any managerial powerso 

' . 

Tanner testified that he, as officer of the club, arranged 
with Van Dyke to ·use his influence to attract former members· back 
into the ·club atid th~reby in~re~se the clubvs busineas to a point 

·where all outst_anding and current bill.s could be paid~ that at·· the 
outset j until all outstanding bills we·re paid, Van Dyke vs services 
were to be without- compensation: and that, if he succeeded in· placing 
the club on a sound financial fobting~ arrangements were then to be 
made to hir~ him -as manager and pay him compensatiorio Accor~ing to 
Tanner, the .$20~00 a week_ mentioned in the statements and in Van 
Dyke vs testimony represented rent paid by the defe·ndant to the Masonic 
Lodge, owner ·of the building where· the licensed premises are locatedo 
Tanner added· ~hat t~e outstanding ~ills were not paid and, conse­
quently, Van Dyke. was never in fact employed or paid any compensation o 
As for the statement given by him to our ag~nts, he claimed that, 
although the statement was read to him bef6re he signed it, he did 
not pay full a_ttention to :the-readi1~g and, hence, did not realize 
that the statement failed to set forth accurately the arrangement 
with Van Dykeo In any _ev.ent, that. arrangement, whatever it ·was, has 
apparently now been terminateda 

. Aftei carefully corisidering all of the testimony, I conclude 
that the evidence.is not sufficient clearly to establish that defend­
ant ever agreed to permit V~n Dyke to share th~ profits of the 
licensed business or eiercise the privile~es of the licenseo Hence,. 
I shall dismiss the charg~sa 

Accordingly, it is, on this 19th d_ay of September, 1950, 

ORDERED that the charges herein be and the same are hereby 
dismissed .. 

. I ~. 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
Director a 
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l3o STANDARD TIME EFFECTIVE THROUGHOUT THE STLTE FROM LAST SUNDAY IN 
SEPTEMBER (1950) UNTIL LAST SUNDAt IN APRIL (1951)0 

.' 

Under New Jersey law (Revised Statutes, l~l-2o3) the standard 
of time in the State is Eastern Standard Time except from the last · 
Sunday in April until the last Sunday in September, in each year, 
when the standard of time is Eastern Daylight Saving Time which is 
one hour in advance of Eastern Standard Timeo 

The Law is State-wide in its application and.is binding on all 
rnunicipalitieso 

. This year 9 s Daylight Saving Time period is al~ost overo From 
midnight Saturday, September 23rdj and throughout the seven-month 
Eastern Standard Time period.9 the time will be one hour behind the 
present Daylight Saving Timeo To illustrate~. As of midnight 
Saturday, September 23rdj clocks are to be turned back one houro 
If the regulations of H.Municipali ty Xi" require closing between the 
hours of 2~00 aom~ and 7~00 aomo, that municipality 9 s licensed 
premises must be closed when the changed clock-time reaches 2~00 
aomo and remain closed until the changed clock-time reaches 7~00 

·aomo 

In some other states the change to Standard Time will take 
place at 2:00 aomo on the morning of Sundayj September 24tho Simi­
larly, in some New Jersey municipalities.9 ·there are ordinances or 
resolutions or executive proclamations which indicate that the 

change to Standard Time is to take place.9 in the particular munici­
palityj at 2:00 aamo on the morning of Sunday, September 24tha But 
regardless of such ordinances, resolutions or proclamations, the 
change back to Eastern Standard Time will be legally effective in 
all New Jersey municipalities not at 2~00 aomo on the morning of 
Sunday September 24th but at midnight 2 Saturday 2 September 23rdo 

Dated~ September 20j 19500 


