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1. 
AHRESTS: 
Total numbEr of persons arrestea - -· - - - - - -• ~ • - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Licen~ees anci employees - - - - - - - - - - 10 
80otle~~ers - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 9 

SE:.I2L'RES: 
Stills - 5J ~allons or under - - - - - - - - - • ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ -
Alcohol - gallons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - • - - ~ - - - ~·- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -
M6sh - ~~lions~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Oistill~d alcoholic beverages - gallons - ~ - - - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1,r, i ne - gc;;l lens - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - ·- · - - - - - - - - - -
Bre~ed ~alt 2lcoholic beverages - gallons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

R~TAIL LICENSEES: 
Premis~s inspected~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -
Pre~ises where alcoholic beverEges were 2Jugea.- - ~ ~ - ~ ·- - - - - - -
Bottles gauged - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Premises where violations were found - - ~ - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Violations found - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - -~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Type of viclations found: ' · . · 
Unqoe:l if i ed employees - - - - -- 3~ Prob~-ble fronts - - - - - - c. 
Disposal ~·ermit necessory - - - 4 Other .nierce;ntile business - - 2 
Regs. #)':3 si~n not poskd - - - 3 Other violE:tions .- - - - - - 145 

STATE:. LICEN~EES: 
Premises inspected - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
License a~plic2tions investigated - - - - - - -

. COMf)LAI NTS: 
Ccmpl<;ints o'Ssigned for investigcdion - ·- - -
Investigations completed - - - - -
Invest i gc.t i'ons ~)end i n5 -

U~BJK{TIJRY: 

An~lyses made - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Refills (From . ·licensed premi.ses) - bottles - - - - - - -
Bottlls from unlicensed premises - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

IDENTIFICATION UUHEl\U: . . 
Criminal fini2cr:)rint identifications mac..Je - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - -
Persons f ir\ierp.rinted for. rion-crirninal purposes - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - -
Identificati0n cont~cts made with other enforcement agencies - - - - - - - - -
Motor vehicle identifications via N. J. St~te Police Teletype - - ~ - - - - - - -

DI SCI PL lf'Jf.IP. Y F>ROCELD I f\G S: . 
C~ses transmitted to municipalities 

Sblt'to minors - - - - - - - - - - - - - -'l7 
Sol.e d.uring prohibited hours - - - - -
Sale to non-members by clubs - - - - ~ 
Permitting slot machines on premises 

Coses instituted ot Division - -
~iolations involved: 

2 
2 

Sale tJ minors - - - - - - - 7 
Sale durin~ i:'.>rohibited hours - 4 
Possessin~ illicit 1iquor ~ 
~ale to non-me~bers by clubs 2 
Sale outside scope of license 2 
Permitting immor.al activity on premises- 1 

r Possessin; contraceptives on ~remises -'l 

Failur8 to afford view into pr~mlses,· 
during prohibited hours - - - - - - - .1 

Possessing contraceptives on premises - 1 
Permitting lottery activity on prem. - - 1 
Permittin~~ garr.bling on pre~1ises (cc::rci?) 1 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
F~ilure to f1le notice o( change 

in ap~lic~tion - - - - - - - - - - - 1 
False st~t~ment ·in license application - 1 
Per mitt i ng book.11c;:k in~ on ;:irern i ses - l 
Perm1ttin~ ~amblin~ \prize f i~hts' - 1 
Gel ivery without qona f iuE: invoice - -1 
Unauthorized transpbrtetion - - - - - - 1 
Aiding and abettir;g unlicensed sc;;ie - - l 
Permitting lottery activity Gn prem. - -·1 

C2ses brought by municipalities on ov1n i'nitiative and reported to Division:... - - - - - - - - -
Violations involvtd:. 

Sale to minors - ~ - - • - - - - - 11 
Sale duri~ prohibited hours - - - 2 
Pt:rmittim; brawl. on premises - - - ·- - l 
Permittin~ ~ambl i~ qn prl!mises - - - -· 1 
Permittin~ bookmaking on ~remises - - - l 

Hb\Fd NGS Ht.LD AT DIVISION: - .. 
T0tal r.unber .-of hear i n~s he id - -

Ap0c~ls - - - - - - - -
Disciplinary proceedin~s - - - -
Eli~ibility - - - - - - - ~ - - --- - -

PERfJ:ITS ISSUED: 
Tofol nu:nber of permits issued·-·- -

~m~loyment - - - - - - - - - - -
Solicitors' - - - - - - - - - - -
Di sposc:;l of alcoholic beven1~es 

April 2, l952 •. 

.~ ,., 
18 
4 

-146 
- - 81 
- .- 89 

Seizures - - - -
Tax revocation -
Aµplication for licerise 

Socic.l affc.irs 
Mi scel l or .. eous 

Eff·JARD J. ·DORTON 
Acting Director. 

2 
1 
l 

19 

4 
4.28 

200.00 
• 94 

1 ~). 74 
5. ]4 

995 
l, 014 

16,924 
162 
188 

i9 
15 

579 
529 
163 . 

124 
5 

11 

·31 
195 
193 

8 

18 
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2. APPELLATE DECISIONS .. - IV.I.ANNO AI'fD ELFREY v. CLIFTON o 

CHRISTINE .MANNO and CLARIBEL ') 
ELFREY, t/a EL ZEBRA, . 

App'ellant s_, ·, · · ) 

-vs- OH APPEAL. 

MUNI CI PAL COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF CLIFTON, 

Respondent.: 
-~ -

CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Samuel Heller, Esqe, Attorney for Appellants. 
John G. Dluhy; Esq.,· Attorney ~or Respondente 

. This is an appeal trom ·the action of respondent wher~by it sus~ 
pended appellants 9 License ·c-.134 for a period of sixty days after-,it. 
had found appellants guilty of charges alleging that they allowed, 
permitted or suffered female employees employed on the licensed·prem­
ises to accept alcoholic Q.e'"tre:rages from customers or patrons ?t the 
expense of said customers o~' ~-at;r-ot1s., in violation of Rule 22 of 
S~ate Regulations No. 20.. Th(f premises in question are located at 
28~. Lakeview Avenue, CliftQ~.-

Upon_ the fili~g of th~ app~al, the Director entered an order.on 
December 27~ 1951, .staying the effect.of respondent 9 s order of sus-
pension ·PE'.n?-ing entry of a further order hereino · 

The: ev.idence ·herein disclose~ that two· ABC agents visited -appel­
lants 9 premises on four ·occasions, namely, on the evening of August 
22, 1951, ·and the early morning hours of August 23, 1951 ~ · on the 
evening of August 24, 1951; on the everiing of September 7i 1951, and .. 
the early morning hours of September 6, 1951, and on the evening.of 
September 14, 19510 Both agents testified that art each of the four 
visits they paid for a number of drinks of alcoholic beverages which . 
had been ordered by' and served tb J a girl identified as HPat~1 • They 
also testified that on August 24 they observed two other girls, who 
were identified as HNancy" and '1'1Lee 11 , seated with male companions· at 
the bar, and that they fu~ther observed that the drinks consumed by 
both of these girls were.paid for by money taken from the bar in 
front of their male companions. The investigators testified that a 
show in which ~•Pat'~,· nNancyn and ;"LeeH took part was produced on 
appellants? premises on th~ evening of August 24 and again on the 
evening of September 14~ 

' . 
Claribel Elfrey, ·one of the appellants herein, admits that HLee¥v 

was the producer of the show presented on the premises, and that 
¥~Patfi and ~7 Nanqri~ were enterta:i.ners who took part in the shows As 
the witnesses testified, nLee sold u9 the package.'ii Under these 
circumstances, there is no doubt that the three girls were employed 
on appellantsi premiseso I have disregarded testimony referring·to 
another girl described ·as 11 Pau·linen who was on _appellants v pre~ises 
on ).ugust 22 because the evidence does not establish that Paixline · 
was employed on the licensed 'premises at that time.· . 

Appellants apparently do not serioti"sly quE-;stion any of the tes­
timony given by the -agents in this case.· However; ChJ;"'i's_t~ne 'Manno. 
testified· that sh~ was not on the licensed premises-at: tne.time of 
the first thre~ visits made by the agents, and Claribel Elfrey testi­
fied that she was not on the premises at the time of the first and 
third visits made by the agents. The latter testified-that she 
instructed.the girls not to drink with ma!e patronso The absence of 
a licensee from his or her premises, or the failure of an )employee t~ 
follow instructi6ns, ~ay not be set up a~ an excuse when a violation 
occtirs on licen~ed premiseso On·the evidence herein I am satisfied 
that appellants were guilty ~s charged. 
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The pertalty in this case, alth~ugh stern, was.not so excessive 
as to be-considered a~ abuse of respondent?s dis~~ettono This is 
especially true in view of the fact.that the appellants have a.prior 
record. On August 17, 19-50, respondent suspended._their license for 
ten days after finding them guilty of selling alcoholi~ beverages to 
three minorso The imposition of .this suspension was subsequently 
affirmed upon appeal to the Superior .Court, Appellate Division, and, 

. after certifica.tion grantud, the Supreme Court, on March 17, ~952, 
dismissed the appeal for lack of prosecution. On March 18, 1952, 
the respondent reimposed this ten-day suspension~ effective April 7, 
1952, at 7~00 a.m. The penalty herein will, therefore, commence on 
~pril 17, 1952, at 7~00 a.mQ, ·the terminal date of the prior penalty. 

For the reasons aforesaid, th~ action of respondent is 
affirmed. 

·Accordingly, it is, on this .24th day· of .March, 19~2, 

ORDERED that the .action· of r-c;;·sp~ndent be and the same is 
hereby affirmed~ and it .is furtn~r 

. ORDERED that the Order·dated December 27, 1951, shall be 
vacated effecti.ve· at 7 ~ 0()· ~.mo i\pril 17, 1952, · and· that plenary 
retail consumption licent:k.. C-154, issued by the Municipal Council of 
·the City of Cliftbn to Chtistine Manno and Claribel Elfrey, t/a El 
Zebra, for ·premises .284 Lakeview Avenue, Clifton~ be and the same is 
hereby suspended for a period of sixty (60) days, commencing at 7~00 
.a omo ·April 17; 1952, . a.nd terminating at 7 ~ 00 a .m. June 16, 1952 Q 

EDWARD J. DORTON 
Acting Directoro 

3o APPELLATE DECISIONS - HUDSON BERGEN ETCo ASSWN v~ RUTHERFORD ET AL. 

HUDtSON BERGEN COUNTY RETAIL LL~UOH ) · 
. STORES ASSOCIATION, 

Appellant, 
-vs~ ) · 

IVIAYOR AND BOROUGH COUNCIL OF THE 
BOROUGH OF RUTHERFORD.9 THE GRAND 
UNION COMPANY, and D & M GROCERS., 
INC., 

Respondent so 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Samuel Moskowitz, Esqo, Attorney for Appellant~ 
Kipp, Ashen & ·somerville; Esqs e.,9. by Oliver .T. · Somervil.le, . Esq., 

· Attorneys for Mayor and Borough Council. 
Milton C. Ki tay, Esq., icttorney for The Grand. Uni.on Company o 

James S. Ely,. Esq., Attorney for D ~ M Grocers,. Inc·o 

This is an appeal from the action of respondent Mayor and 
Borough Council whereby it g~ant~d an. appliGation to transfer 
plenary retail distribution license No. D-7 from D &~M Grocers, Inco 
to The Grand Union Company, and from premises known as 1 Morse 

·Avenue to premises known as 16-24 Spring Dell and 19 Sylvan Street, 
·Rutherford. ·D & M"Grocers, Inco is not a nece~sary party to this 

· appeal. · 

The petition of appeal alleges.that the action of respondent 
Mayor and Borough Council was· arbitrary and unreasonable because the 
tra.nsf8r leaves the section surrounding 1 Morse Avenue void of any 
license and results irt an·undue concentration of licenses in the 
section surrounding 16-24 Spring Dell and 19 Sylvan Street~ 
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The e~idence herein discloses that, prior to 1939, six plenary 
retail distribution licenses had been issued in the borougho In 1939 
the local ordinance was amended to ·permit the issuance of ten licenses 
of this type, and one of the four additional.licenses then issued was 
issued for a store conducted at 1 Morse.Avenue. Apparently the local 
issuing authority, as then constituted, was satisfied th$t there was 
then a need for a license in that section, which is residential in . 
cha:racter. 

·.After the application for the transfer considered herein was 
filed, written objecticins to the transfer.were filed ~y an attorney 
representing competing licensees •. on.January 23, 1952j a pu~lic 
hearing on said objections was held, at which said attorney appeared 
2nd presented no testimony but argued against the transfer ~f the 
licenseo On February 5, 1952, at a meeting·-of the Mayor and Borough 
Council, three Councilmen voted to deny the transfer, three Council­
men voted to grant the transfer, &nd ·Mayor Green cast the deciding 
vote in favor of the transfero At this meeting a petition, containing 
about two hundred ninety names and stating that the signers opposed 
the transfer, was presented to the Mayor and.Borough Council. 

It is doubtful if the mere feet that -:·1the transfer leaves the 
section surrounding 1 ~furse Avenue void of any license" is.a suffi~ 
ci~nt reason for setting aside the trans£er. In any event, .little, 
if any, evidence that a license i~ needed at the present time in that 
section was presented in this case. I have examined the names and. 
addr~sses in the petition presented on February 5, and find that very 
few of the signers reside on Morse J~venue or on other streets in th?t 
section of the borough. In fact, many of the persons who signed the 
petition· reside nearer the store to which the license was transferred. 
Moreover, two of the Councilmen who voted to deny did not base their 
vote upon the need for a license on 1.J:orse 1\ venue but, rather, upon 
their belief that the license should be surrendered if not needed at 
that location. ·However·, a transfer may not be denied merely to reduce 

·the number of licenses outstanding. .~irschhoff v. _Millville et aJ_._, 
Bulletin 254,, Item 8. 

At the hearing herein, Mayor Green testified that he cast the 
deciding vote in favor of the transfer because .-~r feel that it 
wouldnit do any harm down there to the interest of the people of 
Rutherfordit~ It is clear that the section surrounding the food market 
to which the license was transferred is a business section~ There is 
testimony that at least sixty per cent. of the business of the borough 
is done in that section, and that thousands of people who live i~ 
other municipalities do their shopping in that section of Rutherford. 
It has been held repeatedly that the number of licenses which should 
be permitted in a business section of this character is a· matter to be 
decided in the sound discretion of the issuing ·authority~ Despite the 
fact tHat five licenses ~f a similar type are presently outstanding in 
this busine~~ section, I conclude that appellant has not sustained the 
burden of showing that the l'J.Iayor and Borough Council ·abused ·its" 
d~scretionary power in granting the application to ~ransfer ~he 
license., 

For the reasons aforesaid," the action of respondent .Mayor and 
Borou~h Council will be affirmed. 

Accordingly, it is, on t~is 25th day of March, 1952, 

ORDERED that the action of respondent Mayor and Borough· Council 
be and the same is hereby affirmed, and the appeal herein be and the 
same is hereby dismissedo 

•' ' 

EDVJARD J. DORTON 
Acting Director. 
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.. 
4o APPELLATE DECISIONS - HUDSON BERGEN ETCe ASS 9N ET ALo Vo JERSEY 

CITY ET AL o' ·. '· 

HUDSON BERGEN ·COUNTY :RETAIL. LI :~2UOR ) 
STORES ASSVN, a New J~rsey corpora- . 
tion·~ and JERSEY CITY RETAIL· LI(~UOR) . 
DEALERS ASSOCIATION, a New Jersey 
corporation, 

Appellants, 
-vs-

MUNICIPAL .BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF ·TH:C CITY OF 
JERSEY CITY, IRVING and AARON 

_GREENSPAN, and GEORGE Lo PARIS~ 
Receiver for Empire Restaurant~ 
Ince, 

Respondents. 

. ) 

)· 

,) 

) 

- - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - ~) 

ON .APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Samuel Moskowitz, Esq., Attorney for Appellant Hudson Bergen County 
Retail Liquor Stores Ass 9 n. 

Sidney Simandl, Es~o' Attorney for Appellant Jersey City Retail 
Liquor Dealers Association~ 

John Bo Graf, Esqo, by Jacob J. Levey, Esq., Attorney for Respondent 
Municipal· Board. of Alcoholic Beverage Control~ 

Leo Rosenblum, Esqo, Attorney for Respondents Irving and Aaron 
Greenspan.· 

Raymond Chasan, Esq., Attorney.for Respondents Irving and Aaron 
Greenspano 

This· is an appeal from respondent Board 9 s action in granting, 
on May 14, 1951, an application to transfer a plenary retail con­
sumption license from George L. Paris, Receiver for Empire Restauran~ 
Inc., to Irving and Aaron Greenspan, and from premises at 754 Newark 
Avenue to premises at 675 Newark Avenue, Jersey· Cityo 

It is argued, for the respondsnts Greenspan:;· that appellants 
are without status as parties to this appeal. The argum·ent has no 
merit. Hudson Bergen etco Aes 9 n Vi Hobokel}_, 135.N. Jo L. 502, E.&A. 
1947. 

·For some ten:years;.up to and in~ludi~g t~e licerise ye?r 1949-
1950, Empire Restaurant, Inc. held a plenary.ret~il consumption 
license for premises consisting of the ground fl.oor and· basement {or 
part of the basement) at 754 Newark Av·enue. ·:On February· ~4, 1950, 
the license was extend~d to George' L. Paris; :Receiver for· Empire 
Restaurant, Inc·e At ·an a.uction held on February ... 16, 1950', . respon~ 
dents Greenspan nbought··i_ the.1949-1950 license~ ·This. ac~ion, of ' 
course, did.not transfer the license to Gre~bipati because only an· 
issuing authority may tran~fer a licensee Ro .. s.~ ·33 ~l-26e 

On February 21, 1950, respondents Greep~pan' filed ~~·applica­
tion with the respondent Municipal Board for transfer .of the 1949-
1950 license to themselves and to their premises· at 678 Newark 
Avenue. Respqndent_ Board vs files contain no record of any ·action on 
such application, but it is claimed. for respondents Greenspan that 
they were told the appliqation was b~itig denied without prejudice 
and were advised that the Receiver should apply for a renewal (for 
1950~1951) and 'that they might later apply for transfer of the 1950-
1951 license. These· things, ~pparently, were doneo .The Receiver's· 
application for a 1950-1951 license was prompted by the r~quest ·of 
the attorney for respondents Greenspan, and such application was not 
made until the Court had granted the Receivervs petition for permis­
sion to do so. Respondents Greenspan paid all fees and costs 
relative to-such application, including even the cost of the petition 
to the Court. 
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Respondent Board granted the Receivervs application for 1950-
1951 hrenewal~;, effecti_ve :Jul_y 24, 1950. However, the Receiver had 
long before lost all ~ight to possession of the forcierly licensed 

-premises at 754 Newark Avenue. Respondents Greenspan attempted to 
prove that the owner of the building- had. rented to the Receiver the __ 
second floor· of 754 Newark Avenue for one month from July 20, 1950, 
to tugust 20, 1950; but couns~l for the Receive~ testified that the 
Receiver had nothing to do with any such arrangement~ that at no 
time in May, June or July of 1950 did the Rece~ver rent any portion 
of the premises at 754 Newark Avenue• ~n any ~vent, the second floor 
of 754 Newark Avenue had never been part of the licensed premises and, 
therefore, assuming that the Receiver had posses~ion of the second 
floor, the 1950-1951 license issued to the Receiver could not have 
been a renewal but could have been at best a new license (R. S. 
33~1-96TlSsued in violation of th,e State Limitation L'aw (P.L. 1947, 
c. 94). ' 

Respondents Greenspan applied for transfer of the 1950-1951 · 
license on August 14, 1950, and that t,r'.a.nsfer (here appealed _from)_.? 
which was granted by respond,ent Board· on M?-Y 14, 1951;· was not cer.ti-
fi ed to this Division until August 2J., 1.9 51. · 

The legal defects a~''e :mGfn'!'.~'• The Receiver. for .Empire Restaurant, 
Inc_. did not have possessio.n of the premises formerly licensed at the 
time the license was purportedly renewed fbr the 1950-1951 l~censing 
year. If, in fact, the Receiver did have the right of possession of 
the second floor, ·the purported renew1l for the 1950-1951 licensing 
year must be construed as the issuabce·of a riew lic~n~e i~ violation 
of the State -Limitation Law. 11.foreover, the tra~sfer was granted in 
violation of th~ local ordinance hereinafter set forth. · 

. ' ~ 

Section 4 of Jersey Cityvs ordinance-adopted October 5, 19~7, 
as amended by an ordinance adopted April 1., 1941, ·reads: 

I 

'11 Section 4,. From and after the passage of this ordinance, no 
Plenary Retail Consumption Licens~ shall be granted for or,· 

·transferred to any premises the entrance of which is within. 
the area of.a Circle having a radius of seven hundred fifty 
(750) feet and having as its central point the entrance of 
an exiiting licensed premises· covered by a Plenary Retail 
Consumption License, provided, however,_ that if any licensee 
holding a Plenary Retail Consumption License· at the time of· 
~h~ passage o~this ordinance shall be compelled· to vac~te 
the ·licensed premises for any reason that in the opinion of 
the Board of Commissioners of the City of Jersey City was 
not caused_by any action on the part of the licensee, or if 
the landlord of said licensed premises shall con~ent to a 
vacatton thereof, said licensee may, in the discretion of 

·the Board of Commissioners of the City of Jersey Cit)r,. be 
permitted to hav~ .such license transferred to another Prem-
ises within a radi~s of five hundred (500) feet of the · 
licensed premises so vacat'edo · . The provisions of this sec­
tion relating to distances between lice.nsed premises shall 
not apply to the issuance or transfer of any license to -
premises which will .be operated by the licensee as a Bowling 

'Academy. £ premises shall be deemed to be operated as a . 
Bowling Academy if it contains four or more pairs of bowling 
alleys. 'ii 

Five plenary retail consumption lic~nses. were and are locat~d 
within seven hundred. fifty feet of _the ·Gr.eenspans v-_ premises at 6?8· 
Newark Avenue, which· prem1ses· are nine hundred seventeen feet from, 
and hence not within a radius of five hundred feet of, the premises 
at' 754 Newark Avenue. The transfer was clearly in violation of the 
ordinance, and res~ond~nt Board- had no jurisdiction to grant such 
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transfer •. The fact. that .respondents Greenspan conduct the only 
licens~d Kosher restaurant in the· city did not e~power the Board to 
grant ~·1 special· treatment'(i o. Respondent Board vs action must· be · 
~ever.sect~ See Tube Bar, Inc. ·et al •_....Y.!.._ile.£sev Ci~y ~__§_h, Bulletin 
808, Item l~ Tube Bar, Inc .. 9 a New Je:r_sey Corporation, et al •.. l!. 
.Q_ommuters Bar, Inc., et·als, Superior Court, Appellate Division, Nao 
A 3 5- 51, September Term, d.f3cided March 12, 1952, and not yet offi-
cially reported. ' · 

In view of the foregoing, it is unnecessary to consider here 
the additional grounds for. reversal urged by appellants. 

The license in que.stion has.P of course, expired, and re.spon­
dents Greenspan-were granted a 1951-1952 renewal which must be set 
aside. (Rule 13, Regulations No. 150) 

Accordingly, 'it is," on tf:lis 26th da)r of March, 1952,. 

·ORDERED that the action.of.resporident Board be and the same is 
hereby reversed~ and it is further 

ORDERED that Plenary· Retail Consumption License C-545, issued 
for the present licensing year by respondent Board to respondents 
Irving and Aaron Greenspan as· e.. renewal of the 1950-1951 license 
transfe~red to them on May 14, 1951, be cancelled, and that all 
operation· thereunder dease ~t 2~00 aomo April 1, 1952. 

ED\:JARD Jo DOR.TON 
Acting Director .• 

5o. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -·CLUB LICENSEE -- SALE DURING PROHIBITED 
HOURS - SALE TO NON-MEMBERS - EXTENUATING CIRCUMSTANCES - LICENSE 
SUSPENDED FO~ 20 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In the-Matter.of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

ECHO LAKZ COUNTRY CLUB 
Springfie.ld Avenue 
P.Oo Box 541 
Westfield 1 .No Je, 

) 

) . 

)' 
Holder of Club License CB~l95, 

·issued by the Director of the ·} 
Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control. · ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Defendant-licensee,· by Robert F o Darby, Secrstary of and Counsel for 
the Club~ 

William F. Wood, Esqo, appearing for Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
Controlo 

Defendant has pleaded nOJJ:. vu1t to the following charges~ 

•·l. - On Sunday, March 16, 1952, between the hours of 12~01 
A.Mo and 1~25 AoM., being·a day upon and times during which 
plenary retail consumption licensees in Westfield are pro­
hibited from sale of alcoholic beverages by Section 3 of 
Ordinance Noo 526 adopted by· the Town Council of the Town 
of Westfield on May 27, 1935, as amended by Section 1 of 
Ordinance No. 540 adopted April 13, 19}6, you sold and 
allowed, permitted and suffered the sale of alcoholic bev­
erages upon your licensed premises, in violation of Rule 10 
of State Regulations No. 7. 
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i~2. On the date and: during~,the tirries aforesaj.d, you sold, 
s2rved and delivered. an:d allowed, permftte_d B:nd suff.ered the 
sale, service and d.eli very_: of .al:c-oholi~ beverages to persons 
not ·bona fide mc;mbers._ .of .. your_ .c:.i.~b or· bona- ftde guests of such 
member.s, . in violation· Q'f'. ·Ri1;L-e.~ .'.$.·.:~:9p::_state. Regulations No. 7. ,; 

·The lbcal ordinance provides that--ri6 alcoholic beverages sh2ll 
be sold on Sunday. ' 

The file herein discloses t:hat ·on ·sunday,- March 16, 1952, at 
about 12:10 a.mo, two ABC agents entered the first floor of defend­
antis premises, which consists of a lobby, ballroom, barroom and rear 
sitting-room. They observed a ularge number of" people dancing in the 
ballroomo Taking seats at a table in the lobby, the agents or~er~d 
from a waitress two .. Scotch and. sodosf'i which were served by the · 
waitress. Later the ag0nts went to a small bar which is located at 
the rear of the ballroom .and ordered. two ni.ore \'vscotch and sodas· .. from 
the man who was tending bar. The bartender told the agents that he 
could not take money at· the ber,·and stated he could call one of the 
waitressese Eventually, however, the· bartender accepted from the 
agents the sum of -~~,l. 50. Apparently the other patrons· at the ba1" 
signed tabso Shortly befqrc~ lz.QO a.mo this bar closed, and an 
announcement was made that i'the basement bar is now open~;. The 
agents proceeded to the bae:t9me:nt bar, where they ordGred two more 
drinkss The persbn who was in charge of this bar refused to accept 
cash from the agents, and told. them that they would have to sign a 
tab. Thereupori one of thG agents signed his name to the tab, which 
was placed by.the bartend0r near the cash register. Neither of the 
agents was a member of the club nor a guest of any m0mber of th6 
clubQ · · 

Deftndant has no prior adjudicated record. As to· the second 
charge, there are extenuating circumstances because the use of the 
tabs would indicate that the .premises were not open to the g~neral 
public. Under all the circumstances, I shall suspend-the license for 
twenty days. Fiv~ days will be remitted for the plBa, making a net 
suspension of fifteen days. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 2eth· day of March, 1952~ 

ORDERED that Club License CB-195, issued by the Director 6f·the 
Division of Alcoholic ·Beverage· Control to-Echo Lake Country Club, for 
premises on Springfi8ld Avenue,·Westfteld, be and the same is hereby · 
suspended for. fifteen (15) d0.ys, commencing· at 6~30 aom. March 31, 
1952, and terminating at 6:30 a.m. April 15, 1952. 

EDWAHD.Jo DORTON 
Acting Director. 
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6. AUTOMA.TTC .SUSPENSION - SALE TO MINORS - LICENSE PREVIOUSLY 
·SUSPENDED BY LOCAL ISSUING AUTHORITY FOR 20 bAYS - APPLICATION TO 
LIFT. GRANTEDa 

In the Matter of ~ Pe~ition by 

MORRISTOWN COLONY RESTAURANT, INCo ) 
T/a RAYiS BAR, COCKTAIL LOUNGE & 

RESTAURANT ) 
175 South Street 
Morristo~n, Ne Jo, ). 

to Lift the Automatic Suspension 
of Plenary Retail Consumption 
License C-2, issued by the Mayor 
and Board of Aldermen of the Town 
of Morristown. ) 

ON PETITION 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

It ·~ppears from· a v~rified petition filed herein that on 
February 25, 1952, ·Reyr10ld Konschak, an officer~ diFector ·and stock­
holder of the corporate licensee, pleaded non vult in the Morris 
County-Court to two indictments alleging the sale of alcoholic bev­
erag~s ·to minors, as a result of which he was fined·$100e00 on the 
first indictment (which sum he paid)' and was fined the sum of 
$100.00 on the secbnd. indictment (which sentence wa~ suspended) a 

It appears from the. recor.ds of the ·Division of A.lcoholic Bever­
age Control that on February 15, 1952, -Conclusions and Order were 
entered in an appeal .case entitled M9r-ristown Colony Restaurant j_Jnc. 
Ve .Morristown, wherein the action· of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the Town of Morristown; in suspending app~llantYs license for a 
period of twenty aays,·was :affirmed~ In .. said Conclusions and Order 
it was' provided that the twenty-day suspension should commence at 
2~00 a.mo Feb~uary 26, 1952, and terminate at ;2~00 aomo March .17, 
19520 See Bulletin 927, Item 10~ · 

. The charges in the cr/iminal proceedings and the charges in the 
disciplinary pro6eedings referred to in the appeal case cited herein 
were based upon the same factso" · · 

I am satisfied that the suspension heretofore imposed was 
adequate under. the circumstances of the caseo Hence the relief 
sought herein will be granted at the termination of _the suspension 
presently.in effecto · 

Accordingly,· it is~ on.this 12th day of .March,~1952, 

ORDERED that the automatic suspension.of License C~4.held ·by 
Morristown- Colony Res"taurant, Inc.,, t/a Ray? s Bar,: Cocktail Lounge & 
Restaurant~ for premises ·175 .South Street, Morristown, -be lifted, 
and said license restored to _full force and ·operation effective at 
2.~00 a~m. M~rch 17, 1952a Until _then the l.icense stands suspendedc. 

.. EDWARD J~.DQRTON .. 
Act.:Lng Director o 
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DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CHARGE OF PERMITTING LICENSED PREMISES 
AND BUSINESS ~O BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH AN ILLEGAL·ACTIVITY, IN 
VIOLATION OF RULE 4 OF STATE REGULATIUNS NO. 20 ll DISJ.VIISSED FGR 
LACK OF PROOF. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

THE SPORT CENTER 
806-10 Market Street and 

805-13 Federal Street 
Camden, No J., 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-193, issued by the 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Bevera~e Control of the City of 
Camden. 
- - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

William B8 Knight, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee. 
Edward FQ Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Division ?f Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control. 

Defendant pleaded not guilty to the. following ~harge: 

v1'0n April 2 and 3, 1951 you al.l.owed, permitted and suffered 
·your ltcen~ed premises and licensed business to be used in 
furtherance and_ .. aid of and in connection with an il:f-egal 
activity or enterprise resulting· in convictions in criminal 
prosecutions, ·~n that bookmaking and gambling activity 
occurred- in ·an. unlicensed portion of you:!;"'. licensed building · · 
accessible frolp the licensed portion, with respect to whi.ch 
Edward Eder, Joseph P_o Clifford and. Samuel· D. Bakley wer·e 
convicted on N6vembet. 2, 1951 in the ~amden Co~nty Court, 
Law Division (Crimiq~l), of crimes as follows: Edw&rd Eder. 
of the .~rime of bookmaking and maintaining a place for book~ 
making, contrary to R. S. 2:135-3, Joseph Po Clifford of the 
crime of engaging. in vnumbersv selling~ contrary to Ro Se . 
2~147-3--b, and Samuel De B.akley of the crime of posses.sing· 
Vnumbers 9 slips, contiary to R. s. 2:147-3-b; in violation 
of Rule 4 of State Regulations.Nao 20.n 

I . 

There is: no substantial dispute as· to the factso· On April .2 
and 3, 1951, two ABC ~gents visited the building in a ·portion of . 
which the licensed· premises are locatedo The defendant' corporation 
leases the entire building which is a large three~story structur~i .· 
with basement, running through from Federal Stree~ to·Mark~t Streeto 
The building has thr·ee ·entrances from Federal Street -- (1) an -· · 
entrance to the 6enter corridor~which contintj~s foi approx~m~tely 
seventy-fi ye feet· arid lead·s into a transverse c.orridor whi_qh inter~ 
sects it at right angles~ '(.2).to_.the left,:o'f said erttrance,_a door 
leading into the· HWebste_rn. :B.ar -and Grill,:. and "(3) to the ri.ght of .. 
said entrance, a door leading into the HFive·. owclock·Clubvr.· .Each of 
the· two above-riamed establishments, licensed and operated by defend­
ant, extends from the center corridor to the side wall of the building 

'and from the sidewalk to.the·tr~nsverse corridor aforementioned, ~nd 
each has a door opening upon the center corridor at a point near the -
transverse corridoro The transverse corridor runs.the entire width 
of the building. In the rear wall of this transverse ~orridor· is a 
door which leads to the first floor bowling alleys and to the top of 
a stairway leading to the basement (perpendicular to the center cor­
ridor). Beyond the transverse corridor (toward Market Street) are 
the first floor bowling alleys, office space and other facilities. 

The licensed premises consist of the entire first floor 11 except 
the portion used for bowling and hallways~·. and the entire second . 
floor "except the audi torium:i o . 
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The basement, which is not part of the licensed premisesj con­
tains, among -other things, bowling alleys and a soda fountain which · 
is located at the foot of the stairway leading from the first floor. 
The soda fountain is operated by a concessionaire (crte Bonnie Eder) 
who leases the equipment from the def~rtd~nt •. 

The ABC agents testifie{j" b.J;r-~iQ. t.b.a.t, on the two days set forth 
in the charge, they entered t;:be "butl:~lr~g by _way of the center corri­
dor and proceeded to the door; iri the eui·ridor wall which leads into 

-~~-Webster v s~9 • After having lun·.ch in #W'erl$ster vs)';, they re-entered the 
center corridor through the same door\.\ta)"', walked along the center 
corridor toward Market Street, turned slightly left in the trans­
verse corridor, and entered the door which leads to the· first floor 
bowling alleys. After bowling there (on the first day),they pro­
ceeded to the basement bowling alleys via the stairway aforemen- · 
tioned. At the soda fountain located· at the foot of the stairway; 
horse-race bets were placed with Edward Eder~ husband of the conc~s­
sionaire, as the result of which Eder ·was a~rested on the second day 
along with the tw6 other men mentioned in the charge. Ultimatelyj 
because of their activities at' this locationj all three were con­
victed of the various gambling· offenses enumerated in the -charge. 

The agents testified that Eder told them that he split the pro­
ceeds of his bookmaking activities •'•50-50~·; vv.ith"·Joseph P. Egan who 
is treasurer and a director of defendant corporation and the owner 
of one-third of its capital stocko Joseph P. Egan did not appear as 
a witness. However, even if Eder's statement is t~ue, there is 
nothing in the case to indicate that Egan was acting on behalf of 
defe.ndant corporation. 

The agents also testified that on~ of the other men _(Bakley) 
told them that· he gave.the proceeds of his numbers writing·to 
Joseph Po· Clifford, who claimed to be a part-time bartender for 
defendant, and he in turn gave the money to his brother John 
Clifford, Vice-President of the defend~nt corporation, a director 
and a stockholder thereof. Defendant9s President, who was its only 
witness, denied th~t Joseph performed any services at the premises, 
licensed or unlicensed, until after the dates in ~uestion. I 
believe his testimo~y. 

It is clear that the public had access to the basement soda 
fountain~ where the illegal activities took place; without going 
upon licensed premises at all~ The defendant does not disput~ the 
fact that there is free access betw~en the portion of the building 
which is licensed and the portion which is unlicensed, :including 
the soda fountain where the illegal· activity took pla·ce as alleged 
in the charge. There is, however, no proof that anyone other than 
the two agents ever went from the licensed premis~s to the soda 
fountain to place bets or play ~~numbers 1 ;·, and there is no evidence 
that any activity took place upon the licensed portion of the 
building which bore any relation to or was in any" way cou_pled with 
the il·legal. ·activities which occurred on the unli9ensed portionf!I 

On the record before m·e I find that the Di vision has failed to 
sustain the burden of proving that defendant allowed, permitted or 
suffered its licensed premises or the licensed busineis to _be used 
in f··irtherance or aid of, or in connection with, an illegal 8.~t-,i.vity 
·or enterprise$ · 

Accordingly, it is, on this 31st day of March, 1952, 

ORDERED that the charge herein be- and the same is hereby 
·riismissed. 

EDWARD Jo DORTON 
Acting Director. 
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8. MORAL TURPITUDE.;_ MAI~JTAINING. D"!SORj)ERLY. HOUSE (PROSTI,TUTION). 
' . . . . . ..(~ : . . ~ . . .. . . ·'- ·~· 

DISCJUALIFICATION - . APPLICATION TO. ·LIFT '"DENIED WITH. LEAVE TO 
REJ ... PPLY AFTER MARCH 26·; '195:f. :.. . 

In the Matter of an Application ). 
to Remove Disqualification ' ' 
because of a dnnvictiori~ Pursuant ) 
to Ro Se 33-~l-Jl.2. 

Case No. 963. 
- - - - - - - ~: -). 

. ·CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

On June 19, 1942, petition~r was fined ~2,500.00 aftei he had 
pleaded guilty in a Court of Special Sessions to a charge of main­
taining a disorderly house (prostit~tion). Petitioner has never·. 
been convicted _of any other crime. · 

.• . 

The crime of maintaining a dis·orderly house per se involves 
moral turpitude where it appe~rs that the premises were used for 
pro sti tut ion o Re Case Nq. 148 j Bulletin 466 j It em ,4~_ 

Petitioner· has been continuously in. th_e general contracting 
business for the past ten years. 

I ' 

Petitioner produced three character ·witnesses (a municipal 
cour~ clerk ~nd two,businessmen) who t~stified that. they have known 
petitioner six or more years and that he now· bears a reputation of 
being a law-abiding person in the community 'in which he resideso 
The Police Department of the municipality in which petitioner lives 
has indicated 'that there are no compla1nts or investigations pending 
wherein petition~r is a partyo · 

J~l though more· than five' years have elapsed . since. his c.onvi·ction 1 

I am not convinced at this time· that petitioner 9 s association with 
the alcoholic bev_erage indu-stry ·would not be contrary to .the public 
interest •. The records· of this ·Division show .that. in 1942 pet.i­
tioner was an officer of a corpor~tion which held a liquor license 
and operated a tavern and hotel.- A raid of the licensed premises 
resulted in the criminal charge to which petitioner pleaded guilty. 
A ~eview of the records iridicates that petitioner knew, or should 
have known, that the premises were being used for immoral purposes. 
The license held by the· corporation was subssquently revoked by the 
local issuing authority as & -~esult of disciplinary proceedings 
instituted a~airist the corpdrationo At the hearing herBin, peti­
tioner t.estified that he wants to clear his name so that he may buy 
another taverno · Under all the circumstances, I shall deny the 
present pBtition, but shill give· petitioner leave to file a riew peti­
tion. after the expiration of .one year· .from date. hereof o· If such 
petition is filed, the ;conduct of · peti ti.oner· during the year will be 
considered in determining whethe~ relief should be then granted~ 

Accordin~ly, it is, on this 26th day.of March, l952, 

ORD~RED that the petition for-relief herein be and the same is 
hereby denied, witp leq.v:e to _·file. a ne.w peti tiori. as aforesaide 

EDVU\HD J. DO.RTON 
Actin_g Director .. 
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9. DISCIPLINARY -PHOCEEDINGS - s~~·.LE Tl; MINORS - PREVIOUS SIMILAR AND . 
DISSIMILAR RECORD NOT CONSIDERED BECAUSE. OF LAPSE OF. TIME -
LICENSE SUSPENDED .FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5.FOR PLEAo 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

WALLY9S INCo 
T/a WALLY9S 
Parsippany Blvd. just north 

of Intervale Road 
Parsippany-Troy Hills 
PoO• R.Do 1, Boonton, N. J~$ 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion Li6ense C-6, issued by the . 
Township Committee of the Township 
of Parsippany-Troy Hills~ 

CONCLUS.IONS 
AND ORDER 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -) 
Sidney Simandl, Eiq., Attorney.for Defendant-licenseeo 
Edward F. Ambrose. 1 · Esq., appearing for Di vision of Alcoholic 

· · , Beverage Controlo 

The defendant has pleaded non vu1t to a charge alleging that ·it 
sold and served alcoholic beverages-to--two minors, in violation of 
Rule 1 ?f _State Regulations No. 20. 

It appears fiom an examinatiori of the file in the instant case· 
that on the evening of Janua~y 9i 1952 and early morning 0£ ~anuary 
10, 1952, ·an emplofee of defendant served alcoholic beverages· to two 
minors, one 19 years of age and the other 20 years pf ·age~ 

Defend.ant has. a prior adjudi.cated record. Effective' February 
23, 1942, a license in the individual name of Wallace Bentley, the 
major stockholder of the defendant corporation, was suspended for 
five days by the local issuing authority for sale of alcoholic bever­
ages to minors •. Again, effective September 29, 1944, defendant?s 
license was suspended for 15 days by the local issuing authority for 
permitting (a brawl on ·its licensed premises. Inasmuch a.s the· similar 

· violation occurred more than ten years ago and the dissimilar viola­
tion occurr,ed more than five y.ears ago, I shall. not. consi.der them in 
aggravation of the present charge. Therefore, I shall suspend 
defendant 9 s license for ten days, less five daysv remission for the 
plea entei~d herein, leaving a net suspension of five days. 
Re Schepis, Bulletin 896, Item 60 

Accordingly, it is, ·on ·t.his 28th day of ~fa_rch, 1952, 

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License 'c-6, i~sued by 
the Township Committee of. the-Township of Parsippany-Troy Hills to 
Wallyv s Inc., t/a VJallyV~s, · Parsippany Blvdo just north of Interva.le 
Road, Parsippany~Troy Hill~, be and the same is hereby suspended· for 
a period of five (5) days, commencing at 3:00 aom. April 7, 1952, and 
terminating at 3~00 aum• April 12, 1952. 

ED\:VARD J. DORTON 
J~ctir..g Director. 
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10. DISCIPLINJ-~RY ?ROC.EDINGS - SALE TO MINOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 
10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

TIMOTHY CORtORAN 
T/a HIGHLANDER HOTEL 
3 Navesink Avenue 
Highlands, N. J., 

Holder of Plenary· Retail Consump~ 
tion License C-26, issued by th~ 
Borough Council of the Borough of; 
Highlands. ·) · · 
- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -} 
Timothy Corcoran,· Defendant-licensee, Pro See 

CONCLUSIONS. 
AND ORDER 

Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Divis:iori 9f Alcoholic 
Bev~rage _Contra~. 

Defendant pleaded·non vult to a charge· alieging that 'he sold 
and served alcoholic beverages to a. minor and permitted the con­
sumption· of alcoholic beverages by such minor upon the licensed 
premises, ·in vioiation of· State R~gulati6n. · 

The file discloses that early ·on.the morning of March 1, 1952, 
two ABC agents observed the sale,. by the licensee, of a quart 
bottle of beer to nineteen-year-old Charles ---e·· The· licensee 
admitted to the agents that he ha9- ma.de.. the sale., but qlaimed that . 
the minor had previously told him that he was over tw~nty-one years 
of age. However, in order to establish a defense under the provi~ 
sions of R. s .. 33 ~1-77_, a licensee must prove, among other things, 
that the minor falsely m]srepresented his age in writing. 

The licensee has no prior· adjudicated recordo The minimum sus-­
pension fo.r sale of alcoholic beverag·es to ·a nineteen-:-y.ear-9ld 
minor is ien days.· Five day~· will be remitted for the plea, leaving 
a net suspension of five days. Re Lippi t.t ~fl_d Applebau!l}, Bu~letin 
923, Item 7. · · 

Accordingly, it is,· on ·this 14t~ day of March, 195'2, 

. ORDERED that Ple~ary Retail Consumption Li6ens~.C-26, iss~ed 
by the Borough Council of the Borough o1 Highlands to Timot~y : 
Corcoran, t/a Highlander· Hotel, for pretnises 3 Navesink Averiue, 
Highlands, be and the s9me is hereby suspended, for fiye (5) days, 
commencing at· 2~·00 a.mo March 24; 1952, and· terminating at 2~00 a.m. 
March 29, 1952. · 

,_EffvlARD ~. DORTON 
Acting Directora .· 
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11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEtiINGS SALE TO MINORS 
FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

LICENSE SUSPENDED \ 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

.THE CLOCK BAR AND GRILL, INC. 
T/a THE CLOCK 
19-21 South Tennessee Avenn.:~ 
Atlantip City, No Jo, 

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License No. C-125, issued by 
the Board of Commissioners of.the 
.City of Atlantic City. 

) 

) ~ 

} 

- ) 

} 

) 

-l 

.. -"- C~NCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

David R~ Brone, Esq., Attorney for Defendant~licensees -
Edward F •. Ambrose, Esq., ·appearing for· Di vision of Alcoholic 

B~vera~e Control.· 

· - Defendant has pleaded n9n .\rult to a· charge· alleging that it 
sold,- served and delivered to, 2.nd allowed., permitted and suffered 
t~e consumption of alcoholic _beverages by.9 minors on its licensed 
premises, in violation.of Rule 1 of Btate Regulations No. 20. 

As a result\ of an investigation instituted by members of the 
Atlantic City_Police Department, two minots, namely A/A John ~--.11 
U o S. Navy, and -;j;~- Raymond- --- , _ U. S. Navy, gave stat'ements to ABC 
agents wherein they st9ted that each had purchasect·and consumed 
three glasses of be~r ori de~endantv~ precii~~s~ on th~ evening ~f 
March 6, 1952. Both minors w~re nineteen years of age. 

_Defendant has no prior record. In the absence of any aggra­
vating circumstances,- I shall suspend defendantvs license for a 
p~riod of ten ·days. Five ·days will ·be iemitted for the plea. 
entered her_ein, le~ving a net suspensi_on of five days. ~-Barr, 
Bulletin 828, Item 4. · 

Accordingly, it is, on-this 21st day of March, 1952, 

. ORDERED that Plenary- Retai.l Consumption License No o- C--125, 
issued by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Atlantic City 
to The Clock Bar and Grill, Inc., t/a·Th~ Clock, for premises 19-21 
South Tennessee Avenue,_· Atlantic City, be and the same is hereby 
suspended for five (5) days~ commencing at 7~00 _a.m. March 31.9 1952, 
and terminating at 7600 a.m. April 5, 1952. 

EDWARD J. DORTON 
Acting DirE3ctor., 
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12. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - PERMITTING SLOT :MACHINES ON LICENSED 
PREJYITSES ~ LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FQl'.-~ PLEA·~ 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

TOSCANNI POST NO. 120,· 
AMERICAN LEGION 

13 North Main Street 
Lambertville, N. J., 

"Holder of Club License CB-164,\l issued · 
by the Director of the Division of ) 
Alcoholic Beverage Control. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - -. - - :- - - - ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
· AND ORDER 

Emmett D. Topkins:, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licenses. 
Edward F o Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Di visi·on of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

Def-endant has pleaded non ~lt to_ the following charge~ 

H0n August l6, 1951, ·you possessed, allowed, permitted and suf­
fered in and ~pon your licensed premises, three slot machines 
or devices in the nature of slot machines which might be used 
for the purpose of playing for mon~y or other valuable thing; 
in violation of Rule 8 of State Hegulations No.20oVi 

The file herein dis~loses that on August 16, 1951, a Prose~ 
cutor?s Detective and two members of the Lambertville Police force 
found three slot machines. in operation on defendantws premises. 

Defendant has no ~rior adjudicated record. I shall susp~~d 
defendant 9 s license for the minim~m period of ten days, less five 
days for the plea entered hersin, making a net suspension of five 
dayso 

Accordingly, it is, oh this 13th day of March, 1952, 
' ._ 

ORDERED that Club_License CB-164, issued by the Director of the 
.Divisio~ of Alcoholic Beverage Control to Toscanni Post Nq. 120,· 
American Legion, for premises 13 North Main Street, Lambertville, be 
and the same is-hereby suspended for five (5) days, commencing at 
2~00 a.m. March 24, 1952, and terminating at 2~00 aomo March 29, 
1952e 

EffiJARD Jo DORTON 
Acting Directoro 

13. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED. 

Alfred Renzi!i.t/a ~ammonton Distributing Co. 
96 S. Vvhi te Horse Pike, Hammonton!i No Jo 

l?pli?ation fil~d April l,\l ~952 for transfer of State Beverage 
D1str1butor 9 s License from Rear 209-11 East Orchard Sta, 
Hammonton, N •. Jo 

Alfred Bischoff 
Longwood Valley Rdo, Oak Hidge, N., J. 

Application filed April 1, 1952 f0r State Beverage Distributorws 
Licenseo 

New Jersey State Library 


