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S'I1ATE OF N~Fr JEhGEY 
DEPART!:.1ENT OF ALCOHOLIC BFWEHAGE CONTROL 
1060 Broad Street NewarK 2, N. J~ 

,J 

1. APPELLATE bECISIONS' - LECNIA LIQUORS INC. Vo LEONIAo 

LEONIA LIQUOHS, INC.o J 

Appellant, 

) 

. ) 
. ' . 

-vs- ) 
ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS AND ORDEH 
BOROUGH COUHCIL OF THE BOROUGH 
OF LEONIA, : · · ) 

Respondent ·) 

Charles Lo Hannelly, Esqo, Attorney for Appellant. 
Jesse -B. LeslieJ Esq .. , Attorney for Respondent. 

BY THE COMMISSIONEH: 

This is an a.ppeal from respondent's refusal to grant._ a_. person­
to-person and place-to-place transfer of a plenary.retail 
distribution license in· the. Borough of ~eoniao · 

The license ~o0ght to be transfe~red is held by The.br~at 
A tl?-ntic and Pacific Tea Conipany: for premises formerly operated· by it 
at 311 Broad Avenue. AppBllant desires to locate at ~50·Fort ·1e~ 
Road. The premises in question ar(~ located 2 comparatively. s.i1ort 
distance from one another • 

. The application for transfer w~s unanimously denied by the.five 
members· of the Council presunt. One rnernber of the ·Council was absent 
at .the time. · The resolution denying the application for· ·transfer set 
forth the fol.lowing reasons: 

"lo The applicant foi-· transfer is a corpora·ticin whose 
stoc~cholder;3 are not residents of the· Borou'[~;h, and which 
corporation has never been engaged. in busirn~ss ·within the 
Borough,. and therefore is not quali:f-ied ·under· the terms of 
our OrdinancE.:, i. e o, Or·dinance ·/FY76, ·to r:ocei ve a .license o 

"20 The premises intended to be use~, that is, #250 
Fort Lee Rqad, Leonia, in the opinion of this Council, is 
not a suitable or desir8;ble location·.for a- :liquor_ sto~"eo 

"·3" The .:.Gommuni ty is being amply serve·d.' now by tho 
present lieensees and there is ·no· necessity for an ad.di:..... 
tional liquor store in the Borough at this timeon 

Appellant con tenc, s, among other things, that responden.t 's action 
in refus_irig the trarts·fer was arbitrary and. unreasonable. 

The testimony presented herein appea.rs. to be in agreement that 
the particular section 'on Fort Lee Road where. appe,llant Is premises 
are located is a busy thoroughf~re. A current ·orGinahce· prohibits 
par_king of motor vehicles at any time 011 the south ·.side. of Fort Lee 
Road between Broad Avenue and Oaktre~ Place, .which is a distance of 
approximately 200 feet.· The ordinance .also prohibi~s parking at any 
time on th~ north side of Fort Lee Road for its entire length within 
the Borough.; 

Appellant's·premises for ·which the li~ense is desir6d are 
described by Ralph S. Day, who.is engaged in· the real e-state business 
in the Borough .of LeoniaJ as a "business building,. tvm--story business 
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building, real estate office on th8 first floor, barber shop, jewelry 
store -- I believe an oil burner outfit, plumbing supply office and 
store which is being completed .. n There has been no evidence intro­
duced ori behalf of respondent r:·hich ip any way indiqates that the 
proposed premise3 are unfit for· ·use as a pac1rnge goods store. 

Three Borough Councilmen, all of vvhom had voted· against the 
transfer of the license, testified at the within hearing. Their main 
objections to the transfer of the license app·ear to be (a) that a bus 
stop was located directly in front~of the proposed p~emises and that 
the traffic ·congestion prompted the Borough Council to approve an 
ordinance prohibi.ting parking in the bloc~{ between 13-road Avenue and 
Oaktree Place~ and (b) that there was no need or necessity for an 
(additional) license in the co~munity. , . 

The transfer of a liquor license to other persons or premises, 
or both, is not an inherent or automatic right. Th~ ·issuirig author­
ity may grant or deny the transfer'. in .the exercise of· rea$onable 
·discretiono If denied on a reasonable ground, such action will be 
affirmed.. Faf_alak~ Bay_onn~_,_ Bulletj_n S5, Item 5; Van Schoict: v. 
Ho!{ell, Bulletin 120 .9 Item 6; .QTa~i.g_~- Orp .. ng c 9 Bulletin 251.9 Item 4; 
Masarik v. Milltown 2 Bulletin 280, Item 10., 

. . 

On the. other hand, where 1 t appears .that refusal of a. transfer 
is arbitrary anc'.. unrea.sonablt?, the action of respondent. in refusing 
the transfer will be rever~3edo Blumentha~ ·v. Walh Bulletin 169, 
Item 6._; Conn v~ K_~arny..2... Bulletin 17;~, Item l; ~;Eller Vo Paterson, 
Bulletin ·21D . Item 6 · Ruc0reto Vo Dumont Bulletin 253 It(Jm 6 ¢ • . ' . ) ______________________ ::'.J.. J J 

Sha nle.v v Q Delaw.ar_~ Bulletin ~2~)4: 51 _. I tein -? •. 

Respondent claims in its AnsweI' that a provision in an o~d.inance, 
·approved J.unc .24, l91l6.? prohibits issuanc~:': of .a license to appellant, 
a corporate boc~y-, because its stock1~1old.ers have not been residents of 
the Borough .for a period of one y" ear J . a:nd. that the· .corporation has not 
been in business in the Borough for a perioc~ of si.x months o Inasmuch 
as no reference has been made to a corporation in said ordinance, the 
contention. her~;in advanced by. responc1ent is ineffecti •lf..:-o Sachs v. 
Trenton et al .. 9 Bulletin _3~;1,. ItEHi1 l~.o'. . 

The si t'uatiori in .thi:_~, '.appee:-:1 .is closely co.mparable to that in 
Cost&. v. Verona 9 .Bulletin· E)Ol.1 Item 2, ·in which the Commissioner 
stated: · 

Trit i$ apparent. from an f.'Xawinatio:n ·_of the record that 
the _ma:jor .. in.otiva·clon for tlE: 4enial is r.espo-ndent-1 s desire 
to reduce· the number of licensed establishments now existing 
in the vicinity in questiono This is a perfectly proper 
objectj_v20 I rl::gard. -as. ~~Jtiolly salutary a local policy to 
alleviate an area reasonably considered by. the issuing author­
ity to contain ·an overabundance of licensed places . 

. T!Thus.9 vvere. a·ppe.112.nt located .in _a dJ.ffererit section of 
the municipality and Sf;e.~c:i.r1g to transfer into the _Vicinity 
in ques~ion, or if, being within ,the area (as in the casaj~ 
he were -seeking to transf0r to a site that.would aggravate 
to ariy appr-e.ciable. degree the exJ s.ting COl1CEmtra ti on Of 
licen~es in that .area 1 ~espond2nt ·would be justified in 
denying t~o _tran~fer and, on appeal, I would sustain such 
d.enialo .}Jeitlwr of such sJtuatJ.ons, however, is present in 
this cas·e. On the contrarv q. th.12· fc;.cts l:i.eroin indicate that 
the a.pplicable ruling ts thitt 'where" no atte:-lc.::.: is made on the 
personal fitness of the applicant or the suitabil1 ty of the 
premises,- <:;_ rorusal to transfer.3. v:hethe'r frorri" tJerson to person 
or fro111 place to pla.c:e, camlot, .in .the c:ibscnce of good inde­
p_endent cause,. be sustainecL .. Cf~ _van Sehoici<:: Vo Howoll 9 
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Bulletin 120, It•;:m1 6; R~ IJiortcn...L Bulletin 126, IteEi 14; 
Kirschhoff v" 1lillyil;lQ_ ej~_§:l. 2_ Bulletiu 254, It·2u 8; 
DiMa.:t__tia _Vo BellmQwr 2 .Bulletin ?2u 11, I t(~!il 4; Bar tole _Y.i_ 
~,riso"i::!i Bulletin 304, Item 2; fi~nd~ll_2.~- Camqen __ Qt_a1:~ 
Bulletin 420, Item 7 0 -~HHHH~·"-. . . 

In this appeal, unl:Lke _co~ ta_y~_y_?:r.Q~.§:...2... supra 9 there is, as 
hereinabov~; stated, a ·question ·concerning the lac~·= of parking facili­
ties in the neighborhood 6f ·the appellant1s premises. But, according 
to testimony- presented herein, various other ·.stores· are located 
adjacent to and near those prerniseso It does not appear that opera-

. tion of' a plenary retail distribution license in the proposed premises 
would change 'the· traffic situation in any appreciable way., Standing 
alone, thE~ contention· regarding the "no pari·dngn regulation would not 

·. be sufficient. to sustain respondent rs action. 

Under the circumstar1ces, ·I am constr·ained. to hold that the 
respondent's action deny 1ng appellant rs transfer application vvas 
unreasonable and must, therefore, be revetseda · 

.· Accordirigly, it· is, on this 16th day of May, 1947, 

· orrnERED thµt the actioh. of rcspoi1dent in ref.using transfer of 
the plenary retail distribution license held b~ The Great Atlantic 
and Pacific Tea Company for premises 311 B~oad Avenue to appellant 
for premises 250 Fort Lee Road, Leonia, be a1Kl the same is hereby 
reversed, and re.spondent is directed to issue forthwith the transfer 
for vvhich. application was made by appellanto 

EHVTI N. Bo HOCK 
Commissioner.· 

~ SEIZURE - FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS. - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE IN 
RESTAUHANT SPEAKEM3:f' ORDERED FOHFEITED - JUKE BOX HETURNED 'TO 
CJWNEE WHO ESTABLISHED THAT HE DID NOT KNOW OH.SUSPECT CHAHACTER 
OF ESTABLISHMfrnTo 

) In ·the Matter of the· Seizure on 
January 11, 1947, of a bottle of 
w~nis ... rny and a music box at 3E)6 Oak ) 
Place, Potter 1 s . Corner; in t11e 
Township of Ra.ri tan) county of ) . 
Middles~x ~nd State o~ New Jersey~· 

) 
William Reeves, ·pro Se. 

Case Noo 7092 

ON HEARING 
CONCLUSIONS AND .ORDER 

Harry Cas tel.baum, E_sqo, . appe_aring for th.; Stat(:] Department of 
.Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

This matter comes before me pursuant to the provisiot1s of Title 
33, Chapter 1 of the.R(:)vised 'S'tatutes.9 to determine wh~ther a bottle 
of whiskey and a· music.box, -~eized on January 11, 1947, at ~56 Oak 
Place 9 Pottor1s Cornt--;r, Rari..tan Township, New JerscyJ constitute 
unlawful property and shoul~ be forfeited .. 

There is a one-story, four-room, frame, log dabin type structu~e 
at the above address. It was khmm as the "Log ·cabin Chicken ,Shac.K", 
with a horne~made counter, a table, a few chail's and a Liusj_c box in · 
the dining room,, and two benches in v1hat is designated as the living 
room. The two other rooms were a small kitchen and a bedroom~ 
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On December 27; 1846, an ABC agent, chec.rdng a· cornpla1n t that 
spea.1:rnasy aeti.vities were being carrit.xl on at tlw ·premises, purchased 
alcoholic beverages there. ABC agents thereafter obtained @.- s-earch 
1varrant, $earched .the· prewises on January ll,H347, and seized the 
bottle of whiskey and the music box. · 

Dorothy Caffrey, who operated the establishment, vva.s abs~nt at 
the time, but was located by the agents and brought to th8 premises 
within a few minutes after the seizure. She did not hold any ·license 
auti1or i zing her to sell or serve alcor.Lolic beverages and the premises 
were not licensed for the sale of al6oholic b~verages. She w~s there­
fore arrested on the charge of selling alcoholic bevera_ges without a 
licens~. · · 

When Dorothy Caffrey was brought to the local police headquarters, 
she was confronted with the ABC agen~ who had purchased alcoholic 
beverages at '_th0 premises o _Thereupon -she admitted that she had sold 
alcoholic· beverages to this agent on December 27 '· 194:6 and stated 
that she had been selling alcoholic beverages at the premises for 
about six months.. She then pleaded guilty ~o the charge of selling 
alcoholic beverages· without a license in violation of the local ordi­
nance and was sent~nced to pay a fine of -~r~~50o00 or, in the alternative, 
to be imprisoned for thr13e months in the county jail. She wa~ also 
held for action by the· Grand Jury for violatin.g th:;. Alcoholic Beverage 
La11'lo 

The facts amply warrc-lnt the cor1cl us ion that any alcoholic bever­
age in the premises was intended for unlawful sale and is therefore 
illici.to FL 8., 30:1-l(i) e Hence, the bottle of whis.Key seized in 
the place is an- illicit alcoholic beverage and, with the music box 
found therewith in the buJ.ldingJ constitutes unlawful property, sub-
. t t f f . t R s r,,:, I 'l 1 I - \ "P C· 3 '7 ., t:") p ,.... '2' , _-· 1 6 ° JGC O or el ure. o ~. uD:.L-. \Y), _;_lo ~)., o:.L-r._,, J.i.o u o 00: - o. 

When the matter c.ame on for hearing pur~ma:nt ·to R. s. 33:1""".66, 
William Reeves appE)ared and sought return of the music box. No one 
appeared -to contest forfeiture of the whisl~ey .. 

If Reeves establlshes to my satisfaction that he acted in good · 
faj_th and did ·not know or have any reason to suspect that his .machine 
was in a speakeasy, I have the discretionel-ry authority to return the 
machine to hirna R .. S .. 30: 1-t)G_(f). Also see Seizure Case No" 7044. 

Reeves, whose place of business is in Newark, testified that on 
or c:..bou t August 9, 1946 he pla. ced the ma chin~:; in Mrs~ Caffrey ts . prem­
ises at the request of John McGee, a casu&l acquaintanceo 

Al though the pl'emises·"wore described by Reeves as n odd looking 
all the way round" -..:. different fi~oEt a· tavern, restaurant, or other 
commercial es ta.bli shment v-Iherc he u~mally placed his machines, he 
says that his observation thereof v11len installing the machine con­
vinced him that Mrs o Caffrey v..ras- opera ti.ng a restaurant and, hei1ce, 
he accepted her statement the.t sucll was the n'ature of her a.ctivitj_es 
at the premises. Reeves did not j_'.nvestigate r.1rs ~ Caffrey is character 
or bac~<;::ground" · 

Reeves testified that ~1en he was in the place from time to time 
to collect the receipt,s and to service the machJ..no, he observed -
several per.sons eating and drin_!.\:ing coffee_ but did. not observe. any 
alcoholic beverages being served to such persons or visible on the 
premises~ 

It is··evident that Mrs~ Caffrey actrially carried on some 
restaurant activities at the premises~ The appearance of the place 
s 1~;emingly would not have suggested. to a reasonably prudent person 
th.at speakeasy activities -were be:Lng carried on there. Reeves., 
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failure to· investigate Mrs. ·caffrey 's character or background is not 
eontr.ollini;: inasmuch as,, even if he had _made such inquiry, it appears 
that l\tlrs. Caffrey d.ici not have any record or reputation for unlawful 
beverage activities ... In these respects this case is s.im.ilar to 
Seizure Ca!?c No. 708£?_1_ in which case the rwchi:p.e was re,turnc:d to its 
ownero 

Reeves r old re co.rd .fqr violc:!.ting the liquor laws 9 voluntarily 
di.sclosed by him, does. not of itself warrant the assrnnption that he 
was specially qualified to and· actually d-id recognize th1~ establish­
msnt as a speakeasy.. I have .also carefully considerBd the large 
income of the machine in Mrs. Caffrey ts premises· in con1parison with 
his similar machines in w0ll-~stablished and better locations, as 
ev:l.denced by records voluntarily ·produced by Re~ves, and coricludf: 
tl1.2lt a reasonably prudent person could ~s easily assume that ·it vms 
a l egJ tima te· es ta.bli shrne.nt wher·e the rnusi c ma.chine was a popular 
item a,s it would be for him to assume that it was ·a·speakeasyo 

Hence~ I have determined not to reject Reeves' ap~lication for 
return of ihe machine .'merely upon the basis of his record, and the 
income cf the machine~ 

Ac co~~dingly, it is DETEFLL'HNED and. OHDEEED that if on or before 
the ~~5tn. day of .t;~c:J_y J l'~!47, William ne(::;ves pays the costs of seizure 
and st·:)rag:;_ .. of ths music box, it virlll be returned to hi1n; and it· is 
fur t.h.c ~ · 

DETEHivlINED and OEDERED th.at the bottle o.f whisJ:rny constitutes 
unlawful property, anC:~. thc.J.t the same be cu.1~1' hereby is forfeited in 
accordance with th(; provisions of R .. e. ,,' 33: 1~66_, and that it be 
retained for t.he ·use of ho::;pitals and State, co-i.mty and mw."'1icipal 
institutions, or destroyed in whole or in part at the direction of 
the State Commissioner of J\lcoholic Beverage Control~ 

Dated: May 15, 194:7, 
ERWIN· B. _[-IQCK 
Comrnis sioner .. 

3 .. SEIZURE - FOHFEiTlJRE PROCEEDINGS - .ILLICIT STILL .AND APPUR.TENANT· 
EQUIPMENT OHDERED FORFi~ITED ~ ALL BUILDING~3, EXCEPT mm HOUSING 
LIVESTOCK, ORDERED PADLOCKED. 

In the Matter of the Sei·zure 
of a still on March s, 1947, at 
36Z Ban~a Avenue~ in the City 

) 

l 
I 

of Gd.rfield;; county of Bergen and 
State of New Jersey o ) 

Case Noo 7106 

ON HE.AB.ING 
CONCLUSIONS AND OHDEE 

Richard .Jo Baker and Anthony ·Ao Calandra, E:sqs·., Attorneys for 
John J. Hartmann and Johanna Har"trnann. 

Harry Castelbaum,· Esq.,· ap~earing fo~ the State D~partment of 
·Alcoholic Bever age Control. 

BY TEE COlvL:iISSIONER: 

This matter comes before-me pursuari~ to the provisions of Title 
3~, Chapter 2 of the Revised Statutes, to determine whether a still, 
and appurtenant Aquipm2nt, described in. a scl'iedule aftached hereto, 
seized on March 9, 1947 at 363 Banta Avenue, Garfield; N, J~, con­
stitute unlawful property and should be f.orfe'ited, and further, to 
determine vvhethcr the premises shoulc~ be padlockedo 
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. It appears ·that a large still, including a .considerable quantity 
of mash and about 100 gallons of illicit alcohol, was seized by local 
police officers and. ABC agents in a barn at the above address. John 
J ~ Har trnann, one. of the owners of· th'=; premises, was. ·arrested on 
charge of aiding and abetting the· possessiOii ·Of ·'?-n .unreg;i$tere9- sti:ll.. 

The still and a.11 other personal property S 1~ized therewith on 
the. premises constitute_unlawful property; subject ·to~fotfeiture, 
because the still was ~not r.egi.stcred with the State commissioner .of 

. Aleoholic Bever.age Control-' as .required by .:Ro Se .33:"~;..""l ... In: addJ tion, 
the premises q.re: sub.ject to padloci:;.ing.. Ro S .. 33: 2-·5o. 

- . 

When. the matter came on for hearing pursuant to F.:.· So 33:·2-<l>-
couns81 entered an ~ppearance for John J .. Hartmann and Johanna · 
Hartmann, -the owners oii the ·premises.? rvho seek to. a--void padlocking. 
They did .not oppose forfeitlirc of the seized. property, nor did any 
other .person q,ppoar, to ·contest such forfcd.ture o: 

In addition ·to t,h1:.· barn ·where ·the s.ti11 .wa.s found, there is a 
frame, $ix-r.oom dwe1ll.ng, a miLc hou·se, a .poultry house and a. cow 
barn on the premiseso J·ohn Hartmann, who had charge of the premises.,· 
claims that in the Fall of 1946 he leased the e:nti.rc premises except 
the cow barn, to a person who gav~ his name as Frank Gr~ziano and 
said. he resided in·Pate~son, N •. J. 

Hartmann claims trw.t he did not Jn1ow, or have any reason to 
suspect, that there was an illicit still in the barn. The evidence 
present.ed is· to . the contrary." It follows the familiar pattern in 
cases of ·this· :nature of a lease .to a strange man, met casually; whose 
ac ti vi ti'es , .. residence and bacKground al1egudly remained unknown to 
the owner ·of the premises~ 

The padlocking penalty has been-consistently imposed in· such·. 
cases because a lease of this nature ts alwc-ws suspect, seldom 
acceptBd at face value, and viewed, at the very least, as evidencing 
negligence in failing :to .ascerta5.n the identity and charact~:r of the 
tenant. Cf a Seizur?~Ca.e_e N~561..Q.L Bulletin 3~j3, IteL:ri 2; Seizure 
_Qas~_l1_g_ .. _567s Bulletj_n 401, Item 12; §~izure __ Q_?.se No O· 613~ §_~izure 
Case No o 620h ~nd · §_QtZ_Q'£.~S:as~l2_~ 6.~88 (the three last mentioned , 
cases_ are not reported iri the official Bulletin). Also see Seizure 
Case No. 6836 2 Bulletin 686, Item lo 

Moreover, -as 
electric Cl.1-rrent 
ample opportunity 
all that is to-be 
to be ~~dlockedo . 

is usual in such cases:, Hartmann furnished the 
and water supply to· the still, and otherwise had 
to.discover the illicit still in the barno Hence, 
determined i~ the extent to which the premises are 

According to Hartmann, the place had beeri vacant for approx1-
rna tely two years g . Hovrnyer, throughout this" period, Hartmann kept 
poultry,. pigs and cows in the cov\'barn, and vms there mornings and 
evenings to feed the livcstoci-c .anC. his dog. ,·No serious effort was 
made to s 1211 or rent the prer11ises, which vwre considered a good 
111vestment for future saleo 

Padlocking of· at least all of the buil~ings except the cow barn 
follows as_ a. matter of course.. In view of. the absence of any· previous 
criminal recor.¢1. ag.ainst Hartmann, I shall forego pad.locking of· the 
latter building,in or~er to spare him the considerable iriconvenience 
of findtng anoth.er place for his· liv<;:;stoclL 

Accordingly, it is DETER~HlJED and ORDERED that the seized prop­
erty_~ more fully desci·ibed in Schedule Tl.An attached hereto, constitutes 
mil a:wf1J.l property, and the same be and hereby is forfeited in 
accordance with the provisions of Ro S. 33:2-5, and that it be 
retained for the use of hospitals and stateJ county and municipal 
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institutions, or destroyed in whole or in part at the direction of 
the State Cornrnissionsr of .Alcoholic ]3ev(~rago Control, and it is 
further 

. ' 

ORDERED that all of the buildings 9 except the cow barn, on 
premises .::::nown a.ncl descrily;d as ~36~) Bar1t2. Av.cmuc~ 51 in thG City of 
Garfield, in the County o.f Bergen and [)ta te of New Jersey, being the 
premises on vrhich the still was seizc-:;d, shaJ.l n~t bq used or occu-­
pied for any· purpose whatsoevE-·r, for .a period of· s.ix rnonthsJ 
co~nencing the 23rd day of Juno, 19470 · 

SCHEDULE "A'T 

ERWIN B .. HOCK 
Conrn1is sioner o 

22 5-gallon cans of alcohol 
1 - copper coo~er 
4 - sections of copp1~;r colwuns 
2 - coolers with copper coils· 
1 -·dephlegmator .with copper coils 
2 - 100.lbo paper bags of Dumont Crystal Urcia 
l - r~ceiving tank 
1 - copper goosenec~ 
1. - 5-gallon milk can 
1 - funnel 

.12 - steel· vats with mash 
200 - lbso sugar 
100 lbs •. yeast. 

12 50~gallon empty steel drums 
65 - empty 5-gallon cans 

l - ·platform scalt: 
1 - water pump, Wagner electric motor, #602202 
1 - Master Motor pump, Stylu 10G45S, Serial 

·~~-PG107 5;:; 
1 - Sup;::·I' Electric Product Oil Burn,Jr, attaclled 

typo AE1~684, Serial #160783 · 
1 - cast iron house boiler 
1 - steel boiler 
l - Craftsrna.n 13allbearing pump, Seric-tl ·#·1156820 
l - oil trap · 

·4 - steel tanks 
miscellan~ous articles 

/ 

• 
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4. SEIZURE ·- FORFEITUHE PROCEEDINGS - ILIICIT ALCOHOL -AND OTHER 
ARTICLES SEIZED TBEHEWITH'ORDEHED FORFEITEDo 

In the Matter of the Seizure on ) 
Dec~mbe~·19, l9~6, of a jug of 
alcohol) 16 bottles· of beer; and ) 
variou~ other ·a~ticles, on orem-
ises occup:led by William. Butler, · · ) 
located on Lincoln Place; ·potters 
Section, in the ~f.1ownship of Raritan, ) 
County of 1vUddl1:;sex and State of 
New Jersey.. · ) 
- - - - - - - ~ ---~-- ·~ - - - - -

.Case No •. 7081 

ON HEARING. - -
coNcLusio-Ns· ·AND ·oRDER 

Harvey A. Lieb, Esqo, Attorney for William Butler~ 
Harry Castelbaum,_ Esq~, appearing for the Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

This matter comes· before me ·pursuant to the provisions of Title 
33, Chapter'l of the Re~ised Stat~t~s, to determine whether a gallon 
Jug with alcohol; 16 b_ottles of beer, and various other articles, 
described in a schedule attached herGto, seized on December 19, 1946, 
on premises occupied by William Butler on Lincoln Place, Potters 
Section, Raritan, N., J., constib1te uniawful property and should be 
forfeited. -

It appears that·Butl~r was arrested on the above date at his 
home on charge that he possessed illicit alcoholic 'beverages, in 
violation of the 19cal_ordinance, ~nd the Alcoholic Beverage Law, in 
that the jug of alcohol f'Jund ·therG -bore no label, nor any tax 
~tamp, or other·indicia of tax ~ayment. Butler has since pleaded 
non vul t to such charge, both. in the: local police court and the 
coutity dri~iri&l co~~to · · 

. When the matter came on_ for h0arj_ng pursuant_ to R.S. 33:1--66, 
William B1ttler appeared _'with q_ounse~_,, and seeks return of all of the 
property seized exc~pt-the ·gail9~ jug of alcohol. 

qnder the- .provisiops_ cf R ... S .. 3;:5:1--l(i) and R" S ~ 33:1-88J the 
alcohol is 12rima facie illicit becai1s e there is no label or tax 
stamp on the j-ug.. Illicit alcollolic .. bevr3r?.ges, and all personal 
property seiz_~d therewith on the premises, are subject to seizure 
and forfeiture as unlawful propE:~rty. R.o s. 33:1-l(y), RoS. 33:1-66. 
Hence all of the items seized in the instant case are subject to 
forfeiture .. 

Under Ro S. 33:1-66(e), I hc-;;.Vf) the discretionary ·authority to 
return property .subject to forfeiture to a pE.:rson who has established 
to my satisfaction that hs act(~d in .good faith and unl{nowingly 
violp,ted the law<" Butler docs not advance anv such claim.a· He 
relies upon ~h~ claim, in effect, that the ar~icles he seeks to have 
returned are not corme·cted vvi th his possession of thE: illicit alco­
hol, or with the operatibn·or an illicit stilla Even if such were 
the fact, the law docs no-t. authorize me to return the articles on 
that account.. See Seizure Case No" 6817 2 Bulletin 693, Item 1 o 

Moreover, ther~ is substantial evidence that ~ost, if not all, 
of the seized articles were intended for:> or adaptable for use in:> 
unlawful alcoholic beverage.activity. 

A large gasoline burner, of the type not generally used in a 
home, was found in the attico About 50 pounds of sugar was found in 
an alcoveo A new sheet of copper ·was found in the cellar. A copper 
tanK, a cast iron fir8 base and a-30-gallon barrel which, according 
to an ABC agent, contained mash, were found in the Y.ard in rear of 
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the building. ·The agent testified that all of these articles ·vvere 
typical of articles used in the operation of ari illicit still. 

However, the issue is not whether these articles were actually 
used or intended for use -in the operation. of an illicit ;:;till because 
the inst.~mt proceeding is pursuant to R.S. 3{):1-66,. governil'ig for­
feiture of illicit alcoholic beverages and other personal property 
seized therewith, and not pursuant to RoS. 33:2-5, governing for­
fej_ture of illicit stills. Tlw character of the articles .as adaptable 
for use in the operation. of an illicit still is refsrrod to only to 
indicate that they were directly connected vd th illegal liquor acti v­
ities, and are not merely innocuous i tei:1s o The cJ~aim of Mr o and Mrs .. 
Butler that these article~ were used by the~ in their norm~l house­
hold activities merits little, if any, consideration, in view of 
Mr .. Butler is illegal liquor activities at the premises. His appli­
cation for i"etµrn of the seized p1~operty is. therefore denied·. 

Accordingly, it is DETERIJIINED and OHDERED that the seized· prop­
erty, more .fully described in Schedule nAn attached hereto, 
constitutes unlawful property, and the same be and. hereby i~; Tor-
fci tcd in accordance _with the provisions of I--L So 03~ 1-66, and.: that 
i.t be retained for ··the use of hospitals and s·tate.., county and niunici­
pal institutions, or destroyed h1 whole or in part at the dire,ction 
of the State Co@nissioner of Alcoholic Beverage control. 

Dated: May 14, 1947G 

SCHEDULE "A17 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Comrnissiono.r. 

1 - gallon jug 11vj.th alcohol 
1 - g~soline burner 
1 gasoline pressure tanK 

16 - bottl8s beer 
1 jug with syrup 
1 - e~ pp'c:r · tanl:: 
1 - sheet of copper 
1 - bag of sugar 

·1 funnel 
1 - 30-gallon barrel containing mash 
1 50-gallon wooden barrGl (still)· · 
l ~ cast iron fire base. 
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5. ACTIVITY R~PORT FOR MAY, 1947 

/..RF{ESTS: 
Licensees and employees - - - - - - - - - l~ 

lot~! number of persons arrested - - - - ~ -
Bootle~gers - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 15 

S TILL_S: 

RETAIL 

Elrewed malt beverc.Res - Qdions - - - - - - - - - - - -.- - - ·- - · .. - - -· - - -- - - - -
Illicit alcohol - ;al Ion~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - · - - - - - - - - -
~ine - g~llons ~ --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

LI CE:.NSE:.E.S :· 

- - - 30 

~~8.l~2 
1)8.0i 

Tofr.J number of premises inspected·- - ·- - - - - - - -
Tornl nlJi11ber or' premises v;here ulcohoiiC oever2.g:es 1,.1E:rE: t!E;u~:;ed 
Tot<;:,i numoer uF boHl cs f· ... uPEx1 - - ·- .. -

- - ·- - - - - - - - - ~ - - 85~ 

Tot21 l number of premise~;·\,he·re violz.itions v1t:re f·ound -
TotGl nGmber· of viol~tions foun~ - - - -

-13, L~J 

Type of· violai"iuns r'ounei: 
Unqual if. i ed erni)ioyees - - - - - - - - 13 
Illicit liquor - bottles- - - - - - - 9 
fl e~u 1 c:ii ions f\lo. ~8 s i rn· not pos.t cd- - 8 
Probable fronts - - --- - - - - - - -

STATE LIC~NSEES: 
Premises inspected - - - - - - - - -
License Bppl ications investf~~tcd-

COMPLIHNTS: 

Othe1· r.1ei'coni i l c bu:; i ne:~s -
G<J 1:ib 1 i m: cev ices -
Pr0h ib i tee~ ~ i U)S -
Oth 02r· vi ~,1;_.-J ions - - - - -

Complaints assigned For ··investigai ion - - - - - - - - - -
Complc:iinrs investi2C.:kd, revic:\1Cd 8nd closcJ- - - -· - - -
Investigc-dions completed - nut dcsec1 .:;,jrninistn:·l·ivcly- -

- 2 
.1 
. 1 

5 

rnvestig~tions 8ssi~ned, nui yet compleicd - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --

LAfJOf~f\ TOfW: 
Anulyses made - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
nshake-upti casc:s (alcohol, 1~0ter <.md c:irtif ici~l color) 
Liquor found to be not ~enuinc es l~b~lcd - - - - - - -

- - - - - - - - bottles 
- - - - - - - - - - -bottles 

IDENTIFIC~TION BURlAU: 
Cri~inal fingerprint identificBi ion~ m~ae - - - - - - - - - - -
Persons f in[erprinted for non-criminal purp03es - - - - - - ·· 
Identification conract3 ~ade ~ith other enforcement aEencies­
Motor vehicle identif ic2t ions via N.J.Siate Pol ice Teietype -

DI SC I f)L I NAHY Pf\OCf:.t:C' I ~!GS: 
Cases transmitted 1o rr~nicipaiifics 
Viol~tions involved: 
s~le io minors - - - - - - - - - - - - 6 
Sale durin2 prohibiiea hours - - - - - ~ 
i)ermittinp iJ0okm81<.im.: - - - - - r::. 

Permittin~ brawls - : - - - - - - - 7 ~ 

Po3sc·ssins r::oni·r;_;ce~Jtive:s - - - - -
Fermi h in~ ~amnl in,~· (puncr1 boar·~~s)­
Sale cutside scope 01· l 1ct':.nse - - --

Cases insti tuteo a-r Cepc~ri1nE:nt (2 cs.ses* E-.Jso involve c~.nceilc.·! ion ;.H·ricr:e6ings)- - - -
Viol~tioris involved: 

2 

FrGud and Front - - - - -
Possess in~ illicit i iquor 
S2lc under Fair Trade - -
Purchase From improµer source 
S8le durin~ prohibited hours-

9* 
~ 

Sale to :~ i r1rJ( s ·- - - - - - - - - - - -- 2 
S::iie to nor1-rne111ber:.1 by ciubs - - - - -·- ~ 
Fil in~ f~lse tax rcpori 1 
Pcrnit+in~; (iamblin:; - - - - - - - ·- - - l 

Case~ brou~~ht by munici1 .. i<';lities on ot11n initie:1·ivc <:'-nd r-..:p.:irrea fo l··cpe.rtr,ier.-r - - - ·- -
Viol~tions involvea: 

S2ile -ro 111inors ·· - - ·- - -' - - -
L.mployirit; urn·e~istercu bc.:riender 
Hindcrin0 investig~tiun - - - - - -
remit-ring boo;(rn;:,kins - - - - - - - -

HEARINGS HELD AT DlPARTMENT: 

) 
l 

1:J c r fTl it t i ti~- r) r (::, 1:Jl s - - -- - - -
Sale duri~~ prohiL1ted hours­
Sale to in1axicaterl persun-

20 Seizures - - - - - - - -
Totc;l rlumber of· hear i nii:3 hdd ·­

Appe~l s - - - - - - - - - -
Uiscipl inary proceeL:!n~~s- -
Lli~ibility - - - - - - -

- ·- ~h t'.PP 1 i c::·, i" i en ! or 1 i ccnse-
10 

PEJdv1ITS ISSUt:D: 

35 
L~ 2 

- -13 
191 

110 
!+ 

16 

17 
21;) 

209 
2 

16 

8 

Toial number of permits issued - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 918 
[mployrnent - - - - - - -- - 108 
Solicitors - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 160 
Social ~ff2irs - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~07 
Dispos~l of elcoholic bever~ges - - - - - - - 157 
Miscellaneous permits - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 86 

LA. I f\J 8. HOCK, 
cornm1ssioner. 
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6~ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE bt ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES DURING 
PROHIBITED HOUHS IN VIOLATION OF HEGULArrIONS NO" 38 -- LICENSE 
SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR~?LEA. 

In the Mat tc~r of DJs ciplinary 
Ptoceedings against 

LAWRENCE MARTIN & ANNA IVIAHTI N 

) 

) 
Co r o Cr ~3 s e n t Av 1:..~., · & VlY ck off Av t:~ • 
Waldwick, IL J(), ) 

Holders of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License C-6, issued by the 
Borough Council of the Borough 
of Waldvvi ClL 

) 

) 

-) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

Lawrence Martin and Am1a Martin,· Defendant-licensses, Pro Se. 
Edward Fo Ambrose, Esqo, appearing for Department of Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control. · 

BY THE COI:JEVIISSIONER ~ 

Defendants have pleaded non vult to a charge alleging the sale of 
an alcohoLic bcvr:::rag13 in viola {ioriof State Hegulations No .. 38, Rule 1. 

On Friday, Apr i.l .le, 1947, at about 10: 30 p .. 1r~c, Lawrence Mar tin 
sold,, for off--pr.emises consumption, two bottles of whislrny, one to 
each of two customGrSo 

Rule 1 of State R~gulations No~ 38 prohibits such sales after 
10: 00 p ,m .. on wee~-l:day s.o. 

Defendants have no prior adjuclicatcd record. 

In the absence of any aggravating circumstances, I shall impose 
the niinimum suspension for violations of this type, fifteen days, and 
remit five days because.of. the plea, leaving a net suspension of ten 
days~ Re Chylai. Bulletin .. 678, .Ttern 9. 

Accordingly, it is,, on this ;.:~7th day of May, 194:7:. 

OEDER.ED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-6, issued by 
the Borough Council of the Borough of Waldwick to Lawrence Martin 
and Anna ~vTartin, for premises corner Cres e nt Avenue and Wyckoff · 
Avenuic:, Waldwicl;:, be and ths same is hereby suspended for a period of 
ten (10) days, commencing at ~:00 a .. m. Jvne 2, 1347, and terminating 
at 2 : 0 0 a " 111. June. 18, 1~A7 c · 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Commissioner" 
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7. · APPELLATE DECISI°ONS - SJ:t'J~~HOPOULOS v. ASBURY PARK~ 
1 .. 

GEORGE SINAHOPOULOS, 
t/a TURNER HOTELJ 

Appellant,· 

-vs-

CITY COUNCIL OF JHE CITY OF· 
ASBURY PARK,'~ : . 

), 

l 
I 

) 

) 

) 

- - - --
Resp ondc::m t 

- - - - - - - -) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Vincent P.,. Keuper, Esq., Attorney for Appellant·. 
Frankel & :Frankel, Esqs .. J by Cha.rles Frankel, Esq", Attorneys for 

··Respondent o 

BY THE COMMISSIQ.NER: 

This i~ an appeal from the denial of an application for a 
plenary ret~il conswnption license for premises knowh as 209 La~e 
Avenue, Asbury Parku 

',•' 
. . 

Respondent denied ap1)ellant i-s application for a li.cens.e, accord-
ing to the .Answer filed -herein, on· the follovying grounds, viz o, . 
(1) said i1·censed P.remises are unnecessary j :·(2) said licensed prem­
ise1s are adjacent and contiguous ··to a· i.aerry--go__::round v~rhere many 
chlldre!?- gather, (Z>) said prf.)mises do not constitute a bona fide 
hotel, ( 4) said premises do not constitut_e a bona fide .restaurant, 
and (5) · under the terms of an· ordii1c:~nce of the City of Asbury Park, 
the full limit of plenary retail consumption licenses has been 
issuedo 

Appellant does not urge as a reason for the granting of the. 
application 'that appellant 1 s p.rernises constitute a bona fide hotelo 
·Appellant. ·does· contend, however, that the ·:premis12s_ for· which the _ 
license is ·sought is. a bar.La fide ·restaurant .. ·,· ·Louis F o Lipsey, who 
is employed as an inspector of' Alcohol.ic Beverage Contr·o.l by the 
City of Asbury ParK, testified that upon inspec.tion of thE: premises 
he nfound a restaurant ·wj_ th table·s ani booths .. , ·'a 1-d tchen, and every­
thing it takes to make a re~.taurantTJ, ?.nd that the. s.eating capacity 
thereof was "somewhere betwe·en 150and175TT-o TvTr,,, Lipsey· classified 

-appellq.nt 1 s ·premTses ·as ·a bona fide- restaurcmt. There being no tes­
timony: offered by respondent· ·to-refute· that given by l\/Ir' .• °Lipsey, I 
·shall,· for the· purpose of·_ the iristai1t a:ppeal, assume t·ha t appellant's 
pr·eniises are conducted·. as a· ban~ Yid.§. res.taurant... . . 

1

There has been testimony offered on bel1alf of respondent that 
appellant's premises are in close proximity to a merry-go-round which 
attracts a large rmmb-er ·_of children during the vacation season. I 
am not impressed w:Lth this argument. Asbury ParK is a surm11er resort 
and., regardless of where licensed premises might be located in the 
amusement district, a number of young people would of necessity 
ga_ther or pass by during the· course of the ·vacation season.. · 

Respondent further contends that it has inaugurated a policy 
whereby it will· not a pprovc applications for liquor licenses for 
premises located on Lake Avenue, east of Main Streeto Appellant 1 s 
premises·are located in this particular sectiono 

The Mayor and members of the City council voted unanimously to 
deny the applic.ation filed by 2ppellanL 



BULLETIN 766 PAGE 13. 

Appellant has str8ssed the .f.act that the application wa~) .flled. 
with the sole purpose in mind.' of supp~~ing alco~olic bev8rages. with 
meals. It is frequently argued that .Licenses are necessary aO.J.uncts 
to restaurant accommodations.. Isslling authoritiE:~;, hovtrever, are not 
compelled to grant a license merely because.an applicant represents 
that he will install onlv a service bar. While bona fl.de restaurants 
are excepted und~r the l~cal ordinai1ce, adopted tvrayl2, 194~~, whereby 
the nurnl1_e:r of. plei1ar;/ retail consumption licenses are· limited and 
restaurants ars not to be discrimincited against in tbe issuanQe.of 
licenses, it does not follow that a bo~a f.:Lde restaurant is entitled 
to a license as a matter of righto · 

It must be remembcred.that·lic.Emses. are.a privilege and. not a 
rigllte The sale of intoxicating liql~or is i;n a clC?.SS _by itself D. 

)?au_l v. Gloucester, ___ 50 N.J.I,. 58:5, 595. ttNo one has a right to 
demand a licenseo A license is a special privilege· granted to the 
fevv, denied to the many.n Ibid. 5960 In view of the testj_mony of 
,the.City.Manager of~ Asbury Park that there are ten licensed premises, 
sevei.:,al Of- which ·are O,p,e:rating as restaurants, ·Within_ tvvo blocks Of 
appr;:J.l.ant '.·s. pr~mises, I. :cannot. say _that re'sponde.nt Mayor· and Council 
acted arbitrarily or unreasonably, or have abused the povv0r conferred 
upon the,n by the Alcoholic Beverage Control Law. On the contrary, 
there would appear to bo present_ly Ol1.~standing an over-abundance of 
li~uo~ licenses within the ar~a in question~ · 

I conclude,.aft6t _careful ~onsideration of the entire record. 
presented. in the ins ta.nt case,- that appellant .has not sustained the 
burden of proof or shown that respondent acted v.nreasonably, arbi-'­
trarily, or contr2.ry to the public interest. Hence:) I shall affirm 
the aqti.on. of respor~dent in de:nyj_ng appellant.' Q application for the 
licepse in qu.es ti or~~ . · 

· ·. /1 ... p.cor.dingly,; ~·it . is.? on this 27th· day of I:I"ay, 1~)47, 

' . 

ORDERED· that the petition_·o~ appeal herein be and the same .is 
he~eby 4ismisse~o 

ERWIN B~ HOCK 
Commissioner. 
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80 APPELLATE DECISIONS_. CUMMINGS v. BERKELEYo 

WILLIAM H-.. CUMMINGS, JRo , ) 

Appellant, 

-vs-· 

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF ~l1HE 
TOWNSfIIP OF- BEhKELEY' 

) 

) 

-) 

) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Respondent 

Davi4 Novack, Esq., Attorney for Appell~nt. 
Percy Camp, Esqo, Attorney". for Hespondento 

BY THE COTuITuIISSIONER: 

This is an appeal from the denia: by·respondent of appell~nt 1 s 
applj_cation for a plenary retail distribut1on l:Lcense for premises· 
1501-;:: Southwest ·corner 15th ·and Central Avenue~3 9 Township .of 
BerKeley. , 

Appellant's premises are s1tuated in the section of the Town­
ship of Berkeley wl1ich is separated from the mainland by a body of 
water known as Barnegat Bay, and is referred to by the residents of 
the Township·as the 11isL~1.ndY1. At tnc present time there are three 
plenary retail consumption licenses issued and outstanding on the 
n isl and". 

Appellant testified that there 2.re about 100 all-year-·round 
residents on the YYisland n and in trw sumrnertim(~, dm~ to the influx 
of vacationists, the population is increased to 1700 or 2,.000o 
Appellant argues that the action of 'the Township Committee in· deny-­
ing his application for a npack:age goods" license was arbitrary, 
unfair, illegal and wi.thout merit.. He bases hj_s contention on the 
fact that many persons who would purchs.se alcoholic beverages for 
off-premises consurn.ption vmuld not patronize a holder of a plenary 
retail consumption license. Furthermore, appellant alleges that he 
is entitled to a 'license and the Tovmshi.p corn.mi ttee has deprived him 
of that right without justifiable causeo 

Respondent produced the Chairman and another mt-:m1ber of the 
Township Committee who tes~tif ied that in their opinions the inhabi­
tants of the "islandTY are adequately servE;ci in so far as alcoholic 
beverages are concerned by the existing consumption licenseso Com­
mittee1nan Butler testtfied that in his opinion the summer population 
of the nislandYT does not exceed 600 .. 

No one has a right to drn.1and a liccmsc.. A licens.e to sell alco­
holic beverages is a specj_al privilege granted to the few a.~1.d denied 
tq the manyo In Paul v~ Gloucester, 50 NoJoL. 585, 596, Mr~ Justice 
Van Syckel, spealringror--:ClJ.e Co1irt-of Errors and AppE:;als J said~ 

nwe ·will probably -)HH~ be led into error, if we reason 
upon this subject, as we may in respect to thcise pursuits 
which are open to a11 on the mere payment of a license feeon 

The observation of Mro Justice Van Syc~.\.el, made in 1888 in the £aul 
case, suprai applies witll full force today., 

The testimony presented by ap~ellant in the instant c~se does 
not indicate that necessity or convenience of the citizens of the 
nisland n would vvarrant the: issuance of an additional license" The 
contention .that a pc:i.ckage store should be permitted on the TYislandTT 
becau.se it is unrea~-;cnable to compel a person to enter a tavern to 
purchase bottled liquor is without merit. J22ody~_Gl.Q_ucester 2 
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Bulletin 300, Item 11; !D.covone v~ .CloucesteT._i. Bulletin 644, Item 4·; 
Bec~er v~ -Fair Haven~ Bulletin 715, Item 5; 

-
The burden of establ-ishing th2~t ·the action ·of the respondent 

issuing authority wa.s erroneous 1and should be reversed shall rest 
with the appellant.,· State Hegul8.tio11s No. 15,. Hule 6~ 'This ·the 

· appellc~nt in the tnstaht case has failed to do o '· 

Accordingly,. it is, on this 27th day of day.9 1'047~ 

\ ORDERED that the appeal herein be and the, 3ame i.s hereby 
dismfssed" 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Commissionero 

9. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS EFFECT!VE DAT~ FIXED FOR SUSPENSION 
PREVIOUSLY. IMPOSED UPON REOPENING OF BUSINESSD 

In the lVIatter ·of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against · 

JOSEPH MARESCA 
±/a MEADOWBROOK INN 
Meadowbrook Avenue 

. Wanaque, N,: J .. , 

Holder of Plenary· Retail Consrnnp­
tion License C-10 issued by·the 
Borough Council of the Borough of 
Wanaque,. and transferred during 
the pendency of these proceedings 
to · 

ANGELO SCHIVANI 
T/a MEACOWBHOOK INN, 

for the same premiseso 

BY·THE COivIMISSIONEH~ 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

), 

) 

) 

) 

0 HD E H 

It appearin~ that by Order dated November 7,.1946, the licerise 
herein was suspended for a period of ten days, and that the effec­
ti~e dates of sriid suspension. were not ·fixed because the premises 
were closed (E.~ Mar::;sca.i Bulletin 737; Item 2), and 

It ·further appc~aring that .the premises have now been reopened 
for business; 

It is, on this 27th day ot May, 1947) 

ORDEHED that .the ten-day 'suspension heretofore imposea nerein 
shall commence at_ 3·~00 a .. m .. June· 2_, 1947-9. and terminate at 3~oo· a.m. 
June 12, 1947D 

i 

ERWIN Bo HOCK 
commis sionE:r .. · 
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lOo STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED. 

Motor Freight Express, Inco 
313-327 Bright St" 
Jersey City, No Jo 

Applic.ation for Transportation License filed June 2.9 1947. 

Angelo DeIVIarco 
361 Little Mill Road 
Fran1:-:lin Tovmship 
FranKlinviile, N~ Jo 

Application for State .Beverage Distributor 1 s License filed 
June 3, 1S47o 

EEWil\1 :e., HOCK 
Commissioner .. 

11. DISCIPLINARY ,pEOCEEDINGS 
BEVERAGES TO NQN~MEMBERS 
5 FOR PLEA., 

CLlIB lICF:NSE - SAI..E OF ALCOHOLIC 
-· LIC:i:NSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS .1 LESS 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings again$t 

EAST CAIVIDEN POST =//?Of.1 V''lW' Inc. 
2808 Federal Street 
Camden, N., Jo, 

) 

Holder of Club License CB-15, issued 
by the Iviunicipal) Board of Alcohol.i.c ) 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Camden~ ) 
--, - - - - - - - - -

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OFlDER 

J·ohn IL MohrfeldJ 3rd, ·Esq .. , Attorney for Defendant-ltcensee o 

Edward F .. Arnbrose.9 Esc.:o, appearing for De;_.Jartment of Alcoholic 
· · Beverage Control" 

BY THE COML:'IISSIONEH: 

The defendant has pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that, 
on April 26, 1047' it sold alcohollc-b(:::Verages to persons neither 
bona fide raembers nor bo.na fige guests of a member of j_ ts club, in 
violation of Rule 8 of State Regulations No. 7~ 

Since this is the defendant's first vio1s.tj.on 9 and no aggra­
vating circumstances ·app1~ar to have attende\~;_ the instant offense, 
the u_sual fifteen-day penalty will be impos ea. o Five days will be 
rerni tted for the ple:.1;1 leavh1g a net suspenston of ten days o 

Re_A~eriq_§ln. J_;e?io~ Monmouth J)o;3 t j~ .. 51..L Bulletin 761.9 I tern 7 o 

. . 

Accordingly, it is, on this 27th day of May, 1947, 

ORDERED that Club I1icense C.B-lfS, issued by the Municipal Board 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Camden to East Camden 

. Post :p?05 VFW, Inc Q, 2808 Fc~deral Street 9 Camden, be and the? same is 
hereby suspended for a period of ten (10) days, commencing at 2~00 
aamo June 2, 1947, and terminating at 2:00 aoma June 12, 1J47o 

I 

(? 
{// A-<~U 1 l J.j<"-t:-/;: 

Co1m11issioner o 


