STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
744 Broad Street Newark, N. J.

BULLETIN NUMBER 103 | Jinuery £4, 12536,

1. LICENSES - PLENARY RETAIL CONSUMPTION LICENSE MAY NOT BE
CONVERTED INTO PLENARY RETAIL DISTRIBUTION LICENBE

rz

December &1, 1935

Thomas E. Duffy Esq.;
Passaic, N. J.°7 77

Dear Sir:

Your 1nqulry 2s to whether a plenary retail con-
Sumntlon license may be converted into a vlenary retail
distribution license has been carefully considered.

The Control Act sets forth the various methods of
dealing with the license. Thus, a license may be suspended or
revoked; 1t may be voluntarily surrendered pursuant to Secetion
28; and it may be transferred pursuant to Section 2. Nowhere
in the Act is there any express provision authorizing the
conversion of license into a different type of license. In
Bulletin #97, ¢t m #A, the Commissioner ruled that a plenary
wholesalc 11CLM°“ could be converted into a plenary export
wholesalce licensc upon payment of the additional prorated fee.
This ruling, however, was bascd upon thce fact that both types
of licensees gould s¢ll alcoholic beverages in identical
manner pursuant to thelr licenses. The conversion was sought
solely hecause the licensce desired to availl himself of a
tax exemption afforded by the Beverage Tax Act to export
wholesalars.

Plenary retall consumption licenses and plenary
retail distribution licenses, however, are not cubttunt1a11y
identical. They afford diffcerent privileges and are separate-
ly trcated throughout the Act. No sufficient cause Mppcar%
for implying suthority to convert such licenscs. Cf. Bullctin
#45, Ttem #6. :

It is the ruling of the Commissioner that plenary
rectall consumption licenscs may not be converted into plenary
retail distribution licenses.

Very truly yours,

D. FREDERICK BURNETT
Commissioner
By: DNathan L. Jacobs

Chicef Deputy Comn1551oncr
and Counsel.

Newy Jersey State Library
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2. PROHIBITED INTERE:ST IN RETAIL LICENSE - BREWERY OFFICER
MAY NOT ACQUIRE AND HOLD HMORTGAGE ON LICENSED RETAIL BSTABLISH-
MENT '

Gontlemen:

Wie should like to have your ruling on the following
gucstions: : .

A Company holds a fifty per cent stock ownership
interest in B Company. B Company is engag cd in the manu-
facture ond sale of malt aleoholi Le beverages and is duly
licensed by your VYepartment.

A Company owns a certain plece of improved rcal
cestate in the City of Newark, titlc to which it acquired
prlor to Lecember 6, 1933, Thoro is conducted on the
premises a tavern in which neither A nor B have any interest
except that hercinabove set forth. The promlscs in guestion
arc subject to a mortgage held by-a local bank, which
mortgage was cxecuted and delivered prior to D@cember 6, 1933.

The bank has recently notificed A Company that it
considers the security inadequate and has reguested that the
debt (which is now past due) be either discharged or amortized
in accordance with a plan submitted by the bunK

_ X, who is an officer of both A and B companies, con-
egeilves that the dortgage in its present amount is adeguately
secured by the property and ropr@sents a good investment. He

~contemplates, therefore, paying the mortgagee the amount
~presently due on the mortgag and taking an assignment thercof
to himgelf. . _

Is this contbmp1atgd transaction in violation of the
provisicns of Scgction 40 of the Control #ct?

We might add that the action o¢f X 1s contemplated
in utmost good foith; that he is not acting as an alter-ego
for either A or B Company; that this mortgage, when and if
assigned to him, will belong absolutely to him and will con-
tinue to be held by him as a personel investment of his own.

Very truly yours,

LINDABURY, STEELMAN, ZINK & LAFFERTY

January 4, 1936,

ulnoabury, Steclman, Zink & Lafferty, Esgs.,
Newark, N. J.

Gentlemens:
. The transaction cutlined in your\lcttcr involves

the purchasc by an officer of a brewery of a mortgage on
‘premiscs operated as a licensed establishment. ©Section 40
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expressly prohibits an officer of a brewery from being interested
dircectly or indirectly in the retailing of alcocholic beverages.
The Commissioner has heretofore ruled that a mortgage constitutes
such prohibited interest. Sce Bulletin #55, Item #1£.

It may be suggcested that the proposed transaction falls
within the protcction »f the proviso contained in scctivn 40,
This proviss was intended to afford brewers an oppertunity to
liguidate their ownership of buildings operated as retail establisi
ments. The contemplated transaction comes neither within its
letter nor its purpose.

It is the Commissioner's ruling that acquisition of
the mortgage under the circumstances outlined in your letter
would constitute a prohibited intercst under the Tontrol Act.

Very truly yours,

D. FEEDERICK BURNETT
Conmissioner

By: Nathan L, Jacobs,
Chicf Deputy Commissioncer
and Counsel

%. WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS LICENSE - RULES GOVERNING WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS
LICENSES NOT APPLICABLE TO ISSUANCE OF RECEIPTS -BY OPERATOR
OF WAREHOUSE

N

oo

Dear Commissioner: Re

The American Distilling C:npany

OQur above client i1s the holder of the following New
Jersey licenses: '

Rectificr & Blender License
Plenary Lxport Wholesale License
Public "arehouse License

Saild client's attention has been called to Section 73
of the Control Act, as amended Junc 8, 1935, rcquiring a Ware-
house Heceipts License to engage in the sale 2f receipts,
certificates, contracts or other documents gilven upon the
storage of alcoholic beverages. In the coursce of its business
the American Distilling Conpany has occagion te sell its products,
which arc stored cither in bulk or otherwise in its United States
Bonded Warehousce operated in conjunction with the Hoboken plant.
Custoners do not always require immcdiate delivery of products
purchased, and in such event a negotiable warchousc receipt is
issued by our client evidencing the sale of alccholic beverages
stored in its said warchousc. '

We have been called upon to reguest that you favor
us with a ruling indicating whether or nnt, under the circum-
stances above outlined, it is in your opinion necessary for The
Arnicrican Distilling Company to make application for a Warehousc
Receipts License.

Thanking you for your ccurtesy in this rcgard, we
renain ‘ :

Very truly yours,

IcDERMOTT, ENRIGHT & CARPENTER
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January 2, 1936.

McDermott, Enright & Carpcnter, Esgs.,
Jerscy City, N. J.

Gentlcnens Res  American Distilling Conpany

Scction 75 of the Control Act provides that liguor
warchouse recelpts may not be sold except pursuant to a warchouse
receipts license. It does not refer to the issuance of ware-
house receipts es distinguished from the sale thereof. Conscquent
ly, when the Amcrican Distilling Conpany, the holder of a rectifie
and blender licensc, sclls aleoholic beverages stored in its
government bonded warchouse, and issues warchousc rocelipts to the
purchascr »f the alcsholic boverages, 1t 1s not violating the
provigions of sectisn 73. In the cvent the receipts arc there-
after sold, this section is operative in so far as such sales
are concerned.

Very truly ycurs,

D. FREDERICK BURNETT
Cormissioner

By: Nathan L. Jacobs
Chief Deputy Comnissiocner
and Counsel

4. MUNICIPAL LICENSE FEES AND TAXES - THE ACTUAL FIGULES,

January 15, 1236.

Herewith Schedule shOW1n“ monicipal recelpts for
retaill alcoholic beverage license fecs for the first six months
of the current fiscal year, comple t@ to Jenuary 1, 1938,

As these licensce fees are normally pa id at tho
beginning of the fiscal ycar, the total for the half year
represcnts the great bulk of the fees that will be so colleeted.

These licensc fees of four million dollars odd are,
of coursc, in addition to the state license fees and income
of this lepartment, which, for thc same yerﬁod amounted to
V5MO 945.22, and to state taxes on d]COthlL beverages, which,
for 1ao same period amounted to $3,484,8264, 54,

Taxes, unlike license fees, accrue month by month.
‘The total state taxes on alcoholic beverages for the calendar
year - 18985 reached the sum of w6,o*~,lo 6l ajwlnot $4,698,616.88
for the calendar year 1834 or an increcsc of &1, 6xp9u00 ZU

D. FREDERICK BURNETT
Commiszicner



rounty

tlantie
lergen
lurlington
;amden
;ape May
umberland
issex
rloucester
fudson
Tunterdon
fercer
Tiddlesex
Tonmouth
forris
Jcean
cagsaic
Salem
Somerset
Sussex
Jnion
Narren

IOTALS

NEWARK, NEW JERSEY

NILATING

AT
L

20T HHI4IN

January 15, 13536
NUMBER OF MUNICIPAL ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSES ISSUED AND AMOUNT OF FEES PAID FOR SUCH LICENSES FOR
THE PERIOD-JULY 1, 1935 TO JAN. 1, 1936, AS PER CERTIFICATIONS RECEIVED FROM THE ISSUING AUTHORITIES
CLASSIFICATION OF LICENSES
Plensxry Plenary Limited Seasonal No. No.
Retail Retail Retaill Retail Surren- Licenses
Consumption Distribution Club Disztribution Consumption dered in Total
No. No. No. Fees No. Fees No. Fees Revoked Effect Fees
Issued Fees Paid Igsued  Fees Paid Issued Paid Issued Paid Issued Paid Expired 1/1/38 Paid
458 $ 172,982.12 37 % 14,331.11 14 $ ©35.00 13 ¢$ 575.00 5 $ 498.96 5 522 ¢ 189,322.19
765 250,812.81 205 48,561.21 . 45  3,834.60 50 2,316.65 7 1,108.25 R4 1,048 306,631.52
167 51,773.22 16 3,281.45 20 2,095.08 1 25.00 O 0 204 57,174.75
445 172,0566.02 42 14,228.50 53  4,572.58 0] 2 216.82 3 539 191,073,920
121 42,265,30 9 3,073.70 3 300.00 0 0 5 128 45,639.00
84 25,592.52 9 1,550.00 2L 2,139.05 0 0 . Q 114 29,281.57
1,448 728,911.09 269 125,240.84 79 10,538.34 40 2,027.36 3 1,262.1% 6 1,834 867,980.23
113 31,479,911 9 1,175.00 5 240.42 0 3 450.00 3 17 53,345,33
1,875 £689,322.88 224 90,883.15 48 5,456.23 98 4,011.44 1 262.50 12 2,034 789,280.02
73 18,608.39 1 200.00 1 160,00 0 0 1 74 18,968.39
440 162,034.27 30 5,764.45 56 4,764.79 0 0 0 506 172,563.51
567 221,299.43 26 7,843.45 37 3,450.00 2 100.00 5 785.47 8 629 283,478.35
456 179,825.80 7 18,332.87 0 3,214.25 1% 510.00 17  4,373.22 20 565 206,256.24
306 91,341.12 61 15,200.00 25 1,859.78 1 35.00 13 1,894,588 19 387 110,330.44
118 56,802.62 . 24 . 8,760.00 6 600.00 7 2565.50 25 6,199.00 26 154 72,617.12
888 356,539.92 86 24,118.76 _RT  3,515.00 26 1,225.00 5 975,00 8 1,026 566,373.68
51 16,221.67 3 425.00 5 300.00 0 1 66.64 1 59 17,013,381
174 58,452.85 19 4,273.73 10 731.24 1 30.00 0 0 204 63,492.62 .
127 29,149.60 7 1,153.00 5 260.00 0 2 23%.36 3 138 30, 795,96
552 271,241 .39 103 6,5800.00 64 6,940.84 19 875.00 1 184.03 2 737 515z741,28
131 7,1?8 79 8 1,446.00 15 1,770.00 2 85.00 2 281.25 3 155 4OLZOS;O4,
. % ,
9,160 §3,643,842.61 1,258  $426,347.22 549 §57,677.68 272 $12,070.95 92 $18,789.15 147 11,184 $4,158,727.61 &

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, Commissioner:

Herewith report complete for the six months period July lst, 1935
to

Jan. lst, 1936,

Respectfully submitted,

E B phk

Deputy Commissioner

9# NG I HGECH
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. SOLLCITORS! PELMITS - VIOLoTION OF HULES - LEVOCATION
}AduhﬁplNﬁ ~ MaRYLeND CLUB DISTILLING COLPORLTION

In the Matter of Proceedings )
to revoke Plenary Wholesale ‘
License #W-2, issued to ) -
Maryland Club Distilling CONCLUSIONS AND. OKDER
Corporation, 995 Broad “trect, )

Newark, New Jersey.

)

Jerome B. McKenna, Lsg., Sttorney for VYepartment

John J,'Mebhan, Esq., “#ttorney for Maryland Club Distilling Cor-
poration, Licensee

Bernard M. Shanley, 3d, Attorney for 997 Broad Street, Inc.,
Owner of liccnsed prcmiscs '

Charges and notices to show causec why the plenary whole-
sale liccnse #W-2 issued to Maryland Club Distilling Corporation,
995 Broad Ptreet, Newark, New Jersey, should not bc suspended or
revoked were duly served upon the licensee ana the owner of the
licenscd premises. Upon the return date of the notices, a hearing
was held and the licensece and owner appeared by counscl and were
afforded full opportunity to be heard.

Charges #1 and #2 and supplemental charges #1 to #10
inclusive, allcge that the licensce permitted Max Silverman,
Emanucl. Kremer, E. Ycoby, Joscph Lesser, Al belsbe and John Kohl-
busch to solicit on its behalf, orders for the purchasc of alcoholil
beverages by certain retail licensees and delivered alcoheolic bever-
ages to such licensees pursuant to orders taken by the aforemention
ed persons. The charges further allcge that the persons above
named did not hold soliciters' permits and that the foregoing
conduct was- in violation of ruWL #6 of the Commissionerts Rules
and Hegulations Governing Solicitors' Permits (Bulletin #81, Item
#2), which provides as follows:

"No licenscd New Jerscy menufacturer, wholesaler

or retailer shall allow, permit or suffer, in his
bchalf, any individual to coffer for sale or solicit
any crder in the State of New Jerscy for the pur-
chasce or sale of any alcoholic beverage, whether
such sale 1s to be made within or without the

State, unless such person has s solicitor's permit.”

Congiderable testimony was introduced with respect to
the allcged solicitation con bchalf of the licensecce by ax Silver-
man . The catering manager of the Robert Trcat Hotel testified
that he placed an order for tWwo cascs of Maryland Club whiskey with
[ax Silverman on October 6, 1935 and that on October 9, 1935 five
cases were delivered to him by the licensece, Maryland Club Dis-
tilling Corporation. On behalf of the licensec testimony was
introduced to the offect that Max Silverman was at no time in its
employ; that the order in question was received over the telephonce



S U (I SR S T . \
BULLLTIN WU, ERWIS) il ow Y

and that its clerk, who received the order, assumed it came direct-
ly from the Robert Treat Hotel. The sale was credited to the 1li-
censee's office manager, Emanuel Kremer, who, it 1s conceded, knew
Mr. Silverman. The inference is strong that Mr. Silverman's
solicitation was with the knowledge of the licensee, despitc the
absence of direct testimony. However, in view of the later find-
ings herein, no determination need b¢ made on the issue of whether
the unlicensed solicitation by Mr. Silverman was with the knowledge
of the licensee.

It is conceded that Emanuel Kremer, the manager of the
licensee's Newark office, visited retail licensed esteblishments
and took orders for alcoholic beverages on behalf of the licensece.
I am satisfied that in the course of these visits the purchase of
the licensee's prcducts was solicited within the meaning of the
Act. Mr. Kremer did not hold a solicitor's permit authorizing
him to solicit, on bechalf of the licensee, although he was aware
of the statutory reguirement, having obtained a solicitor's permit
in connection with a previous employment.

It is admitted that E. Scoby, John Kohlbusch, Al
Selsbe and Joseph Lesser were permitted to solicit the purchase
and sale of alcocholic beverages, although they did not hold
solicitors?' permits. The explanation with respect to E. Scoby
and John Kohlbusch is that they werc only employed for a day.
The explanation with respect to Al Selsbe and Joseph Lesser
apparently is that the licensee understood that they had filed
applications and that such filing permitted them to solicit pend-
ing issuance of the permits. The records of this Department dis-
close that no applications were filed by Al Selsbe and Joseph
Lesser until a substantial period after the sclicitation complaine
about. The explanations are without force. Under the terms of
the regulations, the licensee must, under no circumstanees, permit
solicitation on its behalf unless solicitors! permits are rirst
obtained.

The foregoing clearly displays a reckless disregard
by thc licensee of the requirement thet it shell not permit sales-
men to act on 1ts behalf unless they first obtain solicitors' per-
mits. The purpose of the statutery provision relating to
solicitors! permits appears from the following excerpt of the
Commissioner's Report to the Governor and Legislature, dated
February 5, 193b:

"Wholesale liquor dealers report that certain
salesmen are engaging in threats, 'muscling in', and
other practices which were common to Prohibition days,
but have no place in liguor traffic today. They further
report that 1if these salesmen were required to obtain
permits and thelr records were disclosed, they would
no longer be permitted to continue in tihe industry.

The Commissioner should not only have complete in-
formation with respect to such employecs, but should
also have direct contrcl over them."

The regulations are calculated to effectuate the
foregoing purpose and must be strictly observed. Deliberate
violations must entail substantial punishment if the rules are
to be effective.

Charges #11 to #13, inclusive, alleged that the 1li-
censec permitted its alcoholic beverages to be transported by
an unlicensed transporter. Under the Control Act a licensee may
deliver alcoholic beverages in its own vehicles provided they
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bear proper transportation insignia. The licensee obtained
transportation insignia for two vehicles and delivered them to
the Dispatch Delivery Service, Inc., for attachment to its
trucks. At the hearing the liccnsee introduced an agreomunt
Dated August 19, 1935, under which the Dispatch Delivery Service,
Inc. purports Lo lease two trucks designated therein to the
licensee,; to be operated by the licensec's employces. Apparcent-
ly this agreement was designed to comply with the Commissioner's
ruling that a vehicle leased by a licensee for a substantial
period of time and actually operated by the licensce, is its
~own vehicle within the mcaning of the Act. See Bulletin #33,
Tten #8.

I anm satisfied from the testimony, however, that
no bona fide arrangerent for the operation of the trucks by the
licensce was ever entered into and that in fact the trucks were
operated ron behalf of Dispatch Delivery Serviee, Inc., an un-
licensed transporter, by drivers in its employ and acting under
“its directions. It is not disputcd thot the licensee knowingly
permitted 1ts alcoholic beverages to be transported in the
trucks in question.

| The licensce contends that tho foregoing viclations
were committed by its employecs without its knowledge. Whether
the corporate officers located outside New Jersey werc aware of
the violations need not be considerced for it is clear that the
manager in charge of its New Jersey office and business acted in
gross disregard of the Commissioner's regulations. The licensee
nust be held rcsponsible for his conduct. Sece Re Kneller, Bulleti
#49, Itbm #4 . '

believe that the nature of the offcnses does not
warrant a revoeation of the license with the consequent two year
statutory disqualification. I do believe, however, that a sus-
pension should be inposed. '

It is, on this 17th day of January, 1936,

CRDERED that plenary wholesaole license #i-2 issued
to Maryland Club Dlstllllng Corporatjon be and the same hcreby
is suspended for a period of thirty o“yu, connlencing the &4th

day of January, 1966

] P e R TS T e
Do orio wioive bULNL YL

Comiidissioner
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6. REVOCATION--EFFECT--KENDELS LICENSEE INELIGIBLE FOL
V.0 YEARS FOLh EMPLOYMENT IN ANY BUSINESS CAPaCITY BY
LNY OTHER LICENSEE.

January 15, 1256

Dear Sirs

Since the advent of repeal, I have maintalned &
tavern at 610 Lafayette ave., Hawthorne, N. J. On Wednesday,
November £4, 1355, due to an infractlion of the rules on part
of my employee selling beer to « minor, the Commlssioners of
Hawthnorne revoked my licenses, &l present, I have an oppor-
tunity to work in & tavern owned by Mr. Anthnony Philipo, 1
Main Street, Paterson, N. J. I write this letter seeking
official sanction as to the legality of my securing and
maintaining the position offered me.

Very truly yours,

sLBEIT BADEE

Mr. Albert Bader,
Hawtherne, N. J.

Dear Sir:

I have yours of the 15th.

to nhold any other licensc of any kind or class under the slcoholic

The revocation of your license rendered you ineligible
Beverage sct (Sec. £8) for a period of tvo years.

The Control isct (Sec. £&) wlso provides:

"No person vho would fail to quulify as a licensee
«..0...5hall be knowingly employed by or connscted in eny
business capaclty vhatsoever with the licensee',

It therefore follows that for the period of two
years you are not only disqualificd as & licensee but may not
be employed in any busincss capaclty vhatsoever by any
licensee vhether in Havthorne, Paterson, or elsevhere in the
State.

Very truly yours,

AR S TN R X DU VRIS
Vi vl Joul NG UL

o

1., ~—
Li. b
S

, . .
Commissioner g
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7. LIST OF MUNICIPALITI:.o | HICGH LI1i..n °ROHIBIT SALE OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGLY Of I8 WAICH LICLNLLE

o HAVe: NOT . el - 1SSUED

[ SV KO “

January 22, 1938.

Emmet Dougherty, Secretary
Distilled Spirits Institute
1129 National Press Building
Washington, D. C. -

Dear Sir:

, I have yours of January 18th, inguiring as to the muni-
cipalities in this Stete which either prohibit the sale of alcoholid
beverages or in which licenses have not been issued.

My records indicate that the following municipalities
have prohibited within their jurisdiction the retail sale of &lco-
holic beveragess ' : ’

COLLINGSV00D, Borough of Cemden County
- By Referendum of 11/5/35 pursuant to Section 43 of the Al-
coholic Beverage Control Act: . "Shall the  sule of all alco-
holic beversges at retail, cxcept for consumption on
reilroad trains, eirplenesS ond boats, and thc issuence of
any retsil licenses, except as aforesald, pursusnt to the
'Act concerning alcoholic beverages! be permitted in this

municipality?" . Vote - Yes T4
No 5859
EAST MILLSTONE, Town of Somerset County

Resolution adopted by the Board of Commissioners on Septem-
ber 10, 1934, provides that no_licenses be issued for the
sele orf distribution of slcoholic beverages, &«ll applice-
tions be rejected and the sale of alcoholic bevercges be
prohibited in the Town of Hast Millstone.

ELMER, Borough of : - Szlem County
Rcsolution adopted by the Borough Council on November 13,
1934 providcs that no licenses for the scle of alcoholic
beverages be issued in the Borough of Elmer.

HADDONFIELD, Borough of : Cemden County
By referendum of 11/6/34 pursucnt to Section 43 of the
Alcoholic Beverage Control Act: "Shall the sale of all

alcoholic beverages at retnil, except for consumption on
reilroad treins, sirplanes and boats, cnd the issuince of
eny reteil licenses, oxcept as aforesaid, pursusnt to the
1ict concerning slcoholic bevercges' be permitted in this

municipality?® - Vote = Yes 817
No £987
'HADDON HEIGHTS, Borough of Camden County

Resohlution sdopted by Borough Council on Februsry 7, 13934
provides that the sele of e¢lcoholic bevereges ot retall
except for consumption on rzilroad trains, airplines and
boats be prohibited. ' ‘ : '
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HARRISON, Tounship of loucester County
By refercndum of 11/8/34 pursuunf to Secti-n 43 of thoe Alco-
nolic Beverage Control Act: "Sholl the scle »f 11l c¢leorholic |

beverages at retail, cxccpt for consumption on reilrosd troins,
alrploenes und bauts, end the issucnce of cny retoll licenscs,
except as eforescid, pursuant to the 'Acet concerning clcoholic
bevercges! be pblmlttbd in this municipelity?" Vote - Yes 330
. No 384

HOPEWELTL, Township of - Cumberland County

By roferendum of 11/5/35 pursusnt to Sectiun 43 5f the Alco-

holic Beveragc L)ntrol Act@ Snell the sale of 11 wlcohdlic

beverages ot retadl, ¢ uupu for consumption on roilroad troins,

cirplcnes ond boots, cnd the issucnce of any reteil liceonses,

cxeept cs uforescid, pursuent to the 'Act concerning slceoholic

bevercges! be permittod in this municipolity?" Vote - Yes 239
, No 388

INTERLAKEN, bﬂraugn_vf ‘ - Monmouth County
Ordincnce-cdopted by the Borosugh Council »n Moy £6, 1930, in
effeet prohibits bb& scle of slcosholic bevercges Mnd.thﬁ.use
of eny bullding or ‘structure for that purpose within the
Borough. ’

"LAWRENCE, Township of Cumberlaend County
Resolution cdopted by the Township Committce on Mey 7, 1934
provides thnot the salce of oll cleoholic beverages for consump-
tion on or off the ‘licensed premises be prohibited until =

referendum upon tnc question shell have been voted in the of-
firmative, ‘

LINWOOD, City of © Aatlentic County

By refcrendum of Ll/o,UB pursuunt to Scetionm 43 of the Aleo-
holiec Be S VETLEe Control Act "Shell the sale of 1l ulcahallc

bevv;agos at retell, bxccpt for consumption on railroed trains,
sgirplenes ond baats, end the issuance of any reteil licenscs, .
cxcept os oforeseaid, pursuant to the 'Act concerning clceoholic
bevercges! be permit bbd in this municipelity?" Vote - Yes 287

No 346

MANNINGTON, Township of Selem County
Motion made and carricd by the Township Committec on January-
18, 1935 thet no liconse be granted to cny ppl cnt in the
Tﬁmlsnlp >f Menningtoin.

MOORESTOVN, Tovnship of Burlington County

By rufgrpuuum of 11/5/85 oarsu¢nt to Scetion 48 of the Alco-
holic Bevercge Control hcts "Shell the sclce »f @11 alceoholic

beversges ot reteil, ercept for consumption on reilrsad treains,
cirplenes and bJLts, wnd the issucnce »f ony retall licenscs,
cxcept @s aforesaid, pursusnt to the 'het concerning clcohnlic
beverages! be permittcd in this municipality?h Vote - Yes 71¢
» - No 199¢

PENNINGTON, Borough Df Mcercer County
RGSJLutlDH cdopted by the Borough Council on Februsry &, 1934
provides that the sole of 21l &2lcoholic boverages ot retail
cxcept for consumption on roilroad treins, clrplencs end boats
be prohibited, "
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 PITMAN, Borough of Gloucestecr County
The salc of cleoholic bever&ges was prohibited by ordinunce
of August 14, 1933, Clerk's letter of Dcccaber 6, 1934 ad-
vised that no other action thon thet of August 14, 1335 has
bcen taken and no licenses have been 1u~ucd

SHILOH, Borough of Cumberland County
Rgsdlut¢)q adopted by the ?ur)ugh Council on Duchbvr Ty l9ou
provides that the sale of clcohdlic beverages ot retoll ex-

cept £or consumption on reilrscd treins, cirplanes ’nd baats
be prohiblitad '

STOE CREEK, Tswnship of Cumbgri nd County
Rub)lutlJn cdopted by the Township Committes on Morch 5, l95+
provides that no licenses shall be grented in the Taun%hlp ‘

UPPER DWERFIFLD Township of ' Cumbcrlend County
' By reforendun of 11/6/ 34 pursucnt to Scetiosn 43 of the Alco-

nolic Beverc .g¢ Control Acts "Shell the scle »f ¢ll alcoholie
beverages ot rotedl, oxcept for c;nsumptl¢n on railroad trains
clrplancs tnd boats, cnd the issucncce of cny LtulJ llcbnsbs,
gxcept s LerGS"id pursuant to thge lAct c;ncbrnlng clesholi
bevereges! be py“mjtt d in this municipelity?" Vote - Yes 31

' No 35!

UPPEK FREEHOLD, Township of Monmouth County
Ordincnce cdopted by the Township Committec on June &, 1934
provides that na license of cny kind for the sclc >f wlcoholic
beverages be issued. : '

UPPER PITTSGROVE, Township of Selem County _
Resolution cdopted by the Township Committes »n May 6, 1935
provides that the scle of zlesholic beversges ot retall ex—
cept for consumptisn on reilroad trains, cirplenes end boats
be prohibited.

WASHINGTON, Township of Gloucester County
By rafe srendum of 11/8 /54 pursuant to Scectisn 43 of the Alco-
holic Beverage Control Acts "Shall the sale of ©ll «lcoholi

beverages ot retoil, VACppt for consumption on IulLIJ“” train:
airplones end boats, ond the issuonce »f any reteil licenses,
except as aforescid, pursuant to the 'Act concerning clcoholi
boverages! be permitted in tids municipality?' Votec - Yes 84

No 38t

WENONAH, Borougn of Gloucester County
The Clerk advised on February 9, 1934 thot the charter >f the
Borough wnd «ll origincl deeds prohibit the menufecture or
sele of cleoholic bevereges vithin the Borosugh limits.

WOOLWICH, Tswnship »f Gloucester County
Resolution cdopted by the Township Committcece on December 4,
1933 provides thot no liguor licenses be issucd in the
future.
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Our records also show that the following municipalities have
- not issued any licenses for the retail sale of alcoholic beverages.
- Nor do I have from them any resolutions or ordinances either author-

izing the issuance of such licenses
plesently effective.

AUDUBON, Borough of
BLOOMSBURY, Borough of
CALIFON, Borough of
COMMERCIAU, Township of
Resolution adopted by the
19, 1944 provides that no
sale or dispensing of any a
morc then one-half of one

or prohibiting retail sales,

Camden County

Hunterdon County

Hunterdon County

Cumberland County

Township Committee on Jenuary

license bhe issued for the

alcoholic beverages containing
per cent alcoholic content in

the Township of Commercial for the year of 1934.
Resolution edopted by thie Township Committee on February
15, 1935 prov1dbs that no license be 1squ@a for the seale
or dispensing of alcoholic beverages in thce Township of
Commercial during the year 1235.
By refcrendum of 11/5/35 pursuant to Section 42 of the
Alconolic Beverage Control Act: "Shall the retoll: salc
of all kinds of alcoholic beverages, for consumption on
the licensed premises by the glass or other open recep-
tacle pursuant to the 'Act concerning alcoholic beverages!
be permitted in this municipality?h Vote - Yus 394

No 986

DFLANCO, Township of Burlington County
By referendum of ll/R/ZB pursuant to Section 42 of the
Act: "Shall the retaill sele of all kinds of elcoholic
beverages, for consumpticn on the licensed premises by
the glass or other open receptacle pursuant to the 'Act
concerning alcoholic beverages'! be permitted in this
municipality?" Vote - Yes 395

: ‘ 616

ELK, Township of Gloucester County

FAR HILLS, Borough of Somerset County

GREENWICH, Township of Cumberland County
Resolutlon adCDtLd by the Township Committee on Januery
£6, 1954 prVlduS that no licenses for the scle of clco-
hollc bevecrages be granted or issued in the Tomnsnlp of
Greenwich during the year 1934.
Resolution adopted by the Township Committee on February
4, 1935 provides that no licenscs for the sale of alco-
holic bcvbrugpb be granted or issusd in the Township of
Greenwich during the ycar 1985,
By rceferendum of 11/5/35 pursuant to Section 42 of the
Alcoholic Beverage Control Acti fiShall the retail sale
of 211 kinds 2f alcoholic beverages, for consumption on
the licensed premises by the glass or other open recep-
tacle pursuunt to the 'Act concerning alcoholic beverages!
be permitted in this municipality?" Vote -~ Ycs 183 :

No £63
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HI NELLA, Borough of Cemden County
HOLLAND, Township of Hunterdon County
LOVER ALLOWAYS CREEK, Township of Sclem County .
MAURICE RIVEER, 1ownsh1p of Cumberland County

Resolution adopted by the Township Committee on Febru-

ary 6, 1934 provides that no licenses were to be

1ssucd for the year 19234.

By referendum of November 6, 1934 pursuant to Section

42 of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Acte "Shell the
~retaeil sale of all kinds of aleoholic beverzges, for

consumption on the licensed premises by the glass or

other opcen receptacle pursuant to the 'Aet concerning

alcoholic beverages! be purm1+tcd in this municipality?h

: ‘ Vote - Yes 361

No 500

- OLDMANS, Township cof Szelem County
PAHAQUARRY, Tuvwnship of Werren County
PORT REPUBLIC, City of Atlantic County
QUINTON, Tovwnship.of : Salem County
RIVEETON, Barough of ' Burlington County
SADDLE RIVER, Borough of Bergen County
SOUTH HARRISON, Township of ' Glouccster County
WEST AMWELL, Township of Hunterdon County
WILLINGBORO, Township of v Burlington Cohunty

A Our records further show that the following municipali-
ties have not presently outstanding any retail licenses «lthough
thelr respective governing bodies have adopted ress>lutiosns fixing
rctell licensce fees:

HARDING, Township of Morris County
MILLSTONE, Borough of Middlesex County
NMSH[NGTON Township of , Burlington County

In Ceope Mey and Ocean Counties, retcil licenses ere is-—
sued by county authority, that is the Judge »f the Court of Common
Pleas, and n>t by ecch municipality. According to my records, no
licenses cre prescently Hutstanding in the folloving Cape Mey and
Ocecn County municipeliticss

Cene May Cohunty

Cepe Mey Point, Borough of

North Cape May, Borough of

Ocecn City, City of
Clerk wdviscd under dete: of Jonuary 19, 19234
that the sale of aleosholic beveorogas vas pro-
hibitcd by decd and by srdinance adopted
October 11, 1909. :

South Cope ioy, Borough of

West Cupe Mey, Borough of

West Wildwood, Borough of

Ocean County
Harvey Cedcrs, Borough of
Islcnd Heights, Borough of
Mentoloking, Borough of
Pine Beach, Borough of

Very truly yours,
D, FroDiilos DUORNED

o Commissioner
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8. EMPLOYEESéw KEQUIKEMENT THAT EMPLOYEES OF EET&IL LICENSEES
BE RESIDENY WITHIN STATE FOR FIVE YEaRS APPLIES ESPECIALLY
TO wLIENS PROTECTED BY TREATY PROVISIONS AND CITIZENGS.

Januery 4, 1336.

Genglemen:

Sometime cgo we vere in communication with your
office 00ndeqnihg the use of men in our stores bordering
on the New York State line in northern Bergen County. As
you no doubt surmisc we nave men living in Ncw York Stute
working in Jersey stores snd of course the scme holds true
for the other wiy wround. - Ve made a nuuber of changes in obder
that certsin of our stores vould be in & position to hundle
clconolic beverwges end that none 2f the personnel vould violate
ths ruling in regard to non-residents hendling «lcoholic
beverages. : ’

It is thercfore somevnet of &« surprise to us to
note the contents »f Bullcetin nunber 34, iten 15 giving citizens
of certauln forecign netions more riznts to G2 business 1n this
Stute than citizens »f sur own country. Ve of course realize
that the Commissioner had no controal of trectics made by the
State Lepartment, but doiesn't the ruling put more »>f ¢« hardship
on our 2wn cltizZens thun those of >2ther countries?

Very truly yours,

THE GREaT ATLANTIC & PaCIFIC Thx COMPANY

Jenuary 15, 1336.

The Grect Atlantic & Pucific Tea Cowpeny,
Paterson, N. J.

Gentlemens
I nave your letter >f Jahuary 4th.

vection £7 of the Cohntrol Act provides thut no retall
license shell be issued to a netural person unless he is o
citizen of the United Stutes and sholl have becn & resident of
the State of Nev Jerscy for ot lecst five vewrs continuously
immedictely prior to the submission of the wpplicction. Section
£ provides that, aside from certuin exceptions thersin sct
forth, no person failing to quelify as a licensee shnull be
knowingly employed by o>r connected in any busincss capucity
vhatsoever with the licensece. ’

. .. Cunsequently, under the terns of the stutute, a
retall licensec may not enplosy any perssn in the sale Sf al-
coholic beversges unless such person is (1) a citizen, and ()
a resident for five years,

‘ Bececuse o>f Treusty provisions with certain countries,
&liens from such countries nay not be discriminated wgouinst sole-
ly because of such alienage. Sce Bulletin #£4, Item #5; Bulle-
tln.#Qé, ltem #15. They wre, hovever, subject to the same re-
strictions end qualifications ws citizens of the United Stutes.
C?nseguently, ¢ wlien protected by such Trecty must comply with
the five yeur residence requirement tppliceble to citizens. I,
therefore, doy not sgree with your concluding remark thuat the
Treaty results in « grewter "nordsnip on our svn citizens then
thase of other countries”. ’

Very truly yours,
D. FREDERICK BURNELT
Commissioner
By: Nuthen L. Jacobs,
Chief Deputy Commissioner

g Coynmzel s '
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BOiinn TURPITUDE - WilaT CONSTITUTES - MekUDY GLVING & VOI
Cnlx_l\. L&. I(‘ X‘\T‘\.).l’j l‘.’lgilf‘.L J.lT.!.LP r‘mu’-‘D*J .

Junusry =L, 1d56.

Deuyr Blr: he:  Blank

£L0ospplication for o transier or P15n0¢} teve il

consumption License neld by Blonk tus bssn vecelvea,

i rvewson 10y thnls letter
been crrested 101 passing « voirblale
to meke rectliutlion wnd poy the

but es Tue Loanc nLG alm e openi b
un explons tion umu niLe wexplanaciorn
¢n ice box on tne Install ent plan,
too expensive wnd valo oo . DLld
Va5 endesvniing to Leep 1t o1 &
meet one of tne peyments Hn tine.

reed
court,
neeting to glve
a0 ned purche sed
. ceing witogether
<V¢;<Lwola sum on Lt ownd
cle, DUT Ves uneblie Lo

or
il

wr, Blenk in explaeining to the coll=scitor the civcum-
stances s wsiked to glvs ¢ post Tant tea cﬁeck, Thich ne very
fooLL shily did, wnG waicn check vos Lumediately devosited witn
asult bulng That 1t 1vaw prot €Ltbd end e« complzint enteved
Co A o P g

;b M1, Blonk.

Our Louncili RBoura 1s not pogltively sure thwt i
be right *o gront nls petition or to refuse 10 Lna s
proceedings ©o revoke his filicense, bL.ue members iceling .
CAplu¢oblOnd do not sior any g£00d sign or Morsl Turpltuds.

It vould pleuse cur Meyor wnd Conunclli very wuch 1f
you would render « iullng on tnls cuse,

Mr, Blong hws made restltution of the monesy end
has C“np1¢@u vitviy Thne rules of your depaliment regeiding nis
request for the trunsier.

cgr cfiﬁJWi**
G
porouen Clesk

Jonuery L, 1936

rlexancer U11liTorc, Sorough Clevi,
heledon,
Hev Jersey,

Deear M1, Cliffora:
T Vel mFes RNyl B S T i BT T S 3T oo
i heve yvours of thne Llst ro Blang.

Under the cirvcumstonces cetelled, the fedllure to puy
¢ post deted cnuck, in effcetl, & piomlissory note, does not
constitute moral turplitude. He didnt't sopurete enybody from
thelr propurty or weuullre wnybning by giving the checx,  Nobvody

¢ thelr posltion In relisnce on the check., 211 thet
: re fallore to aove funds in tic bznx to puy i
¢ v iwen 1t come due.  Hov meny of us In thise lrad days ale

Ciall;

P
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unable to mect our obligetions in full 4s they matuice! Vo must
heve & kindly, sympethetic, common sense understonding of the
finencli: 1 problems vith vhich our follovmen are «fflicted.

If thet is o1l there is to 1t, I conclude thet it

docs not ecmount to mor.l turpitude or shov the wpplicunt's
unvorthincss to be ¢ licensce or to reculve o transior.

Very truly yours,

/ " /o /o / /’)

s
/ L (1« / P ;"(f' v
\

Commissioner

)

ghalie Lasaly

2\
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