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14 APPEELATE DECISIONS MANN '8 MANOR V 0 NEWARK .0

MA NN 8 MANOR , a Corporatlon,

Appellant , ON APPEAL
CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

MUNICIPAL BOA RD OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE
CONTROL OF THE CITY OF   NEWA RK ,

Ragpondent _
554056- Ia O

Arnold C 0 Frledman_ Esq . Attorney for Appellant.
Vincent P Torppey , by  Harry A PIne , Attorney

for Respondent _
BY THE DIRECTOR:

The Hearer has filed the  following Report hereln:
10Thi: 18 an appeal from the action of regpondent Board

whe on November 17 , 1959 1t gugpended appellant 9 l1cenge for
twenty-fIve after finding appellant guilty of 0 charge elleging
'that on April 1959 tt sold alcoholic beverageg to andpe rmitted
the conseumptIon of guch boverages by a 17-year-old minor Ln and
upon its licenged preml80s , in violatlon of Rule 1 of Stete
Regulation No. 20, Upon the filing 0f. the appeal, an order was
entored by the Director on Novembor 1959 gtaying respondent 8
order of guapengIon unttl the entry of a further order hereIna
R,8 . 33.1-31.

IiAppellant alleges that rospondent 8 ectlon wag erronaous In
that 1t was egainst the weight of the evIdence and that thore was
Ingufficlent proof of the mlnor 9 ege 

1qRegpondent denleg appellant 8 allegations and contend8 that
1tg declglon was predicated upon the factual testImony adduced
before It.

"At the hearing herein on Decembar 10, 1959 the trangoript
of the proceedings before regpondent Board wag recelved In evLdence ,
Fhegeant to Rule 8 of Stete Regulation No , 16, end re=gpondent rested,

after, appellant9 ettorney stated that the appearance of the
mlnor In queation was vItel' to appellant ' 8 ca80; that ho hed mada
0very 0ffort to have her served wi th a gubpoena; that he wag un-
gucceasful In locatlng her and that he would restrlct hlb commentg
to tho transoript' He then proceeded to polnt out contradlotlong
In the mLnori g testimony_ after whloh he called to the gtand Mrg
Mevrelde& ma Jorlty gtockholder of the corporate-licensee who hed
requested that ghe bo given an opportuntty to be heard. Upon
completion of Mrs Mavraldeg! testImony , tho hearing wag continued
to Januery 4, 1960 to glve eppellant an opportunity to produce tho
mlnor for further crogs-oxamlnatlono Tho minor felled to appoar
et tha contlnued hearing, although gubpoenaed, and  appellant 8

ettorney stated that ho would rely on tho testimony already eliclted.

"It eppeerg from tho transcript that regpondont called 0s

1t8 wltnoss the minor,Loulse who on dIrect oxaminetion testified,
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in substance , thet on Tuo 9 April 7 1959 , whon ghe was, 17 years
old, she end 8 fellow visited eppellant ' g tavern at about 9:30 or
10:00 p o m0 and thet she consumed thereln one g1n and 8 beer? Whtch
we r0 served to her by the bartender,Charles Smart who Inqufred %es
to her &g0 but requlred no writton repregentatfon thereof When_ gho told'
him she was 21 Ja&rs old. On crogs-examination, she tegtified tnat at
4800 peme on the specific da te alleged in the charge , she vislted her
girlfriend? 8 home_ whe re she remelnad unt1l 10.00 p.mo ; thet during her she congumed four or five Bhots ' of whlakey end s1x or
seven giesges of beer; thet when she left she me t a fellow 9 he   ,had
know 8 8long while and wont wi th him to appellant 8 tavern whe ra
gho ned One drink ; that she thon left and walked about trying to

s tralghtene d out before I home Upon further queationing
she testified when when she left the tavern, she walke d from Prince
Street to Frellnghuysen Avenue ; that she went into a telephone booth
and , whlle there one of three fellows esked 1f ghe needed that
she said 'Ye8 , teke me home and I into the car;and I was sleeping
end the next thing I W8.8 riding through Weequahic Perk and the cops
stoppe d u8 ? She later testified thet she and. her glrlfriend were
riding in Weequahlc Perk with two fellows and thet ghe left the car
and complalned that the fellows Were trying to molesgt her. She algo
tes tifie & thet waen she was in eppellent ' g tave rn on April 7 , 1959
#here were 8 few patrons there ; that the ontertainmant wa8
the music coming frox a juke that when I drink I bleck out ana
I lose my memory 9 thet she dl dn t know the gurnames of her girl-
friend or the mele. who escorted her to appellant'-8 tavern end that
she didn t know whether the mon who accosted her and took her for
a ride were whlte or coloreda

"William Smert9 eppellant !8 night bartender,and Leon McGrady ,
tho nlght manager , sestified in subgtance that 'We re on In
appellant tavern from 7 :00 Pom, to cloging time on April 7 , 1959,
during which timo did not 806 Louise 26 or her companion enter
or leave the premises and that on seid date a band employed under
contract to play on Tuesdey and Thurgday. nights enterteined about
100 patron8_62

"With respect to appellant!s allegation thet there was in-
sufficient proof of the minor! 8 age , 1t i9 deemed pertinent to state
that the c8988 hold that the :testimony of  the minor 18 gufficient to
establish her age0 State V & 83  N,J L. {43 ;  State V , Koettgen,
89 NeJ Le 678; Stete V 0 GroneJ8uggi*4,J82,9 498, See also Hancock
Gethollc etce9 69 No JL_0 508, 8tete V , Andolorg, 108 Noj,Z. 47

#rcrttrtrZTm.da

AfReapecting appellant 8 allegation that  respondent' g finding
of appellant 8 guilt Wa8 agains t the welght of the 0vidence9 the
determination hereln must be predicated upon the evidence adduced
at the hearing be fore respondent Board which i8 hare inabove gucc_Inctly
set forthe Considering that evidenc0 I find that the uncorroborated
testinony of the minor is 80 replete with contradictions Auncertalntles
and, fabricatlons , that it engenders disbelief that the '8ii0gca
violetion ever occurredo I:conclude_ therefore , that the evldence
presented herein fail8 to establish the_guilt of appellant by the
neceggary preponderance of the believeble evidence and I re commond
that an order be entered reversging the action 0f respondent Board. I

No ercep tlons to the Hearer' $ Report were filed wlthin the
time limited by Rule 14 of State Reguletlon No. 150

Heving read the trangcript_-of the proceedings before . respondent
Board upon whlch the cas0 herein L8 base d, I am in accord with the
Heareri g recommendatione I find that the minor has little9 if any
re_ for the truth 88 18 evidenced by her testimony whic h 18 a'piote
with falgehoodg Thpical 18 her sta toment that when she left the
tevern ghe went home and her latter gtatemont that she went past hor
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home and took a , walko Only whon crogg-examined: did 8he raveal ` thet
she and her girlfriend went for an eutomobile 'ride. wi th' thre0 maleg
whose name 8 she tegt:fled ghe didn t know , end thet she  couldn't
remember whether Were white or_ colored, It weg only after the
'automob:le was atop aae bi_ the police end the occupants tekon to the
police gtatlon ghe 1mplicated the de feendent_ When Bhe was agked
at the heering below what ghe wag gerved at tho tever, 8he et flrgt
se1d she dldn t know end then se1d she was gerved beer and g1nGndtregpecting the tlme thet she went to the tevern, ahe testified
1t weg eround 6:30 or 7.30 pama and later chenged her testimony,
geylng 1t_ wa8 9:30 or 10:00 pam, She further tegtiflod thet sh0 had
viglted geveral taverns sInce the dete alleged in the charge end,
becauge she has "paid for whe t I heve done" she feels sha 19
entitled to contInue frequenting taverns In disre_ of the lew.
She 0l 80 testlfied that the re We re only 8 few patrons Ln defendant'0
tavern whan ghe was there _ whe rees the bartender and tha meneger
testLfle d tha t 1t wes "ama teur nlght" and some 300 pe rsons we re
In 'attondance The minor further tes tLfLed thet ghe "blacks
when ghe drinkg , ghe edmltted that ghe had four or five hlakleg
and 81x or saven beerg be fore ghe went to the tavern where , 8he 841d,
Bhe had one drink,

I cannot eccept the uncorroborated teg tlmony of the minor
4s agelnst the tegtlmony of defendant S witness09 . I conclude_
therefora that the decision of respondent Boa ra wes egainat the
welght of the evidence and mug t be reverged;

Accordingly , It 19, on this 18th of 1960 ,

ORDERED that the action of regpondent beand the geme Lg
ha reby reverseda

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DI RECTOR

2, APPELLATE DECISIONS CATTS V, LOWER PENNS NECK:

SARAH J; CATTS 'AND NORMAN Da CATTS ,
t/e "GALA IM"

Appellantg , ON APPEAL:
CONCLUSIONS

V AND' ORDER

TOWNSHIP COMTTTEE OF THE
TOWNS IITP OF LOWER   PENNS NECK ,

Regpondent.
6me 1

Cehill and WlIngki, Esqg_ by Robert Wilinski, Bsq- > Attorneye
forEpqeiianta 

J_ Barnard Rogovoy , Esq. , Attorney for Respondent.

BY THE DIRECTOR :

The Hearer hag filed the following Report herein:

"qhlg 18 an eppeal_ from the actlon. 0f regpondent on Ootober
29, 1959, whereby 1t) Juspended eppellants Llconge for 8 period  of
twenty-two daye after finding them guilty in di gclplInery prooeedings
on 8 cherge alleging that gola alcohollc beverages to two minors,
In violatlon of R,S, 33.1-77 _ Appellantg " premiseg are located at
39-41 Metn Street, Lower Penng Neck.

"Upon the flling of the appeal herein an order. wegentered
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on November 5 , 1959 , ftcyheg the gugponsion Impoged by rB8pondant
untl the entry of 4 order hereine Ro8, 33.1-310

"At the hearing held horeln Joan 5e 23 ) Donald
age 16) Gorald 000 his brother-in-law (agagof8end Beatrice 52
mothor of Donald) testifled on behelf of respondent _

Vp FcJoan 00c testified that she 1s married but gepareted from
her hugband and . that she rosi de9 wtth her papents . She testfed
thet on the evening In question Donald and Gerald celled at her hone
ghortly before 10 Po Dla and that the three of them left hor home' dn
Gerald 9 car and drove directly to eppellantg ! premts e9 where. Gerald
perked tho car & short di stance away ; that they remained in the cer
for a few minutes , during which tlme the two men finlghed the
conten ts 0f a can or carton of beer which yohag In the car when
she entered 1t; that then threw the container in the street and
entered appellants prenises a t approximately 10 pome Thlg WItnogg
further testified that the' bar wes crowded  and that took geet9
et a table on the right side of the  premi808 whore she drank two
whlskey sours and whe re Donald and 'Gerald eech drenk two glasges of
beer, all of which were served at the teble by & waitreg9 whom she
could not 1dentlfy, and that ghortly thereafter Donald left the
table after seying that he wag gofng to the men' 9 room:

"Donald 6T Om testified that on the evening in: questlon be and
Gerald left their home in 8 car driven: by Gerald; that they met
Joan at- hor home , drove to {eppe Llentg premises and parked,outgide ;
thet he 9 Gerala and Joan ontered the    premlses about 10 pem, and gat
at & table whare Joan had 8 mixed drink and  where he: and Gerela each
had a glasg of beer9 ell of which drinks we re congumed; that the g0
drinks Wera gerved by 8 waitre98   whom he could not .idontify and who
did not question him as to his ag0; thet shortly thereafter he went
'to the men ' 8 room and for & few mnutes to 'a bartender who had
cut his hand; that thereafter he left the men' g room and stook et the
end of the bar telking to a friend 'whon his' mother 'entered and took
him out of the premise8@

"Gerald D0m testified thet Joan, Doneld and he entered
appellants0 preniges about 10 Po Mo eand sat at 9 table whe re Joan
haa a mLxed drink and where he and Donald each had a beer,all of
whlch drinks were served by a wal tre 8s whom he could not identity;
that Donald thon left the table ; that Donala' g mothor cama in and
eccompanied him from the premlges <nd that, shortly thereafter,
Joan' and he elso left the premigeg.

"Beatrice 000 testified that she a call that her son
wag In' appellants premisesad that ghe went searching for hima
She testified that , when she ente rod appellants:' premises shortly
efter 10 pema 9 she to' teble whe re Joan and Gerald we rB then
seated; that she did not 800 either of thom drinking but that there
were three glasses on the table0 She further tegtifled thet ghe
then went eround the and of the bar and gew her son telking to
someone ; thet 9 after she Norman Cetts a lacing'9 she a&
her son left the premiseg .

behalf of appellanty, Norman W Cattg testified thet
on the 'evening in question 'he gaw Gerald, Joan and Donald enter
the  premiges; that Gerld end Joan welke to a table and seated
themgelves there but that Donald walke d to the men' 8 room where
he remained for 8 pe riod of ebout five minute g ; that Donald then
'Came from the men 8 room and was stending at the ond of the bar
telking to hin when Doneld ' g mother entered and took him out of
the premise8. Ho denled that ha saw any drinks being gerved to

eny of the aforesaid pereons or that he saw them consuming eny
drlnks _
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"Harold Mason testlfied that he weg tending bar; that he
cut hls hand that, es he wa 8 walking to the mon 9 room, he 8aw
Donela walk In the barroom; that both of them entered the men' 8
room and thet , when both of. them left the men' 9 room about five
minuteg later, Doneld gtood at the end of tho bar untll hlg mother
oame In, He denied that ha 8aw any drinks served to Donald,

"Virginia Buehler testlfied that she was & waltres9 in
cherge of eighteen tableg including the teble at whfch the vlolatlon
19' alleged to have taken place She testifled that thlg wab a band
Jamboree night . When agked 1f she had ge rve d eny alcohollc beverageeto Dnald or Gerald, ghe replied Not to my kowledge _

"Loretta Snyder testified that she was a weltre88 stationod
In ano ther portion of the premiges; that she gaw Donald Coming out of
the man 9_ room &nd tha t ho stood in front of 8 cigarette machlne until
0 lady came In end took him outo

1iJames P King, who wes in charge of entertelnment , testifled
thet, when he flrgt sew Donala, he was 9 tan by the cigare tte
mechine Just outgide of the men' s room talking to Mr. Cette.

"The addltional wItne g909 who testified on behalf 0f eppellents
wera Willfem Grell and Mra Merthe Jeker Mr _ Grel1 testLfied the t he
19 en euxlliery offIcer 0f Lower Penns Neok Tomghlp and thet on the
evening" In questLon he gew Gereld, Donald, Donela 8 mother end Normen
W, Catts on the outside of the licenged premses ; the t Normen 8
mother asked him whet ghe could do about 8 minor beIng gerved In the
premlges and thet Doneld then steted thet he hedn t been gerved,
Mrs . Jeker testLfied thet she was on a neighbor'g porch when Doneld
an d Gereld out of 4 car parked In front of eppellantgl premiges;
thet Donala took a drink from a bottle of beer and threw the bottle
near her house , end thet thereafter both young men entered eppellents /
premiges .

"In congIde_ all the evidence I am perticularly Impregged
by the testimony of Joan 3oe who , I conciude_ geve a complete end
eccurete acoount of the events which occurred between the time ghe 
me t the 'young men and the timo Dneld left the table In appellante'
premi809 . It 19 true that the testimony of Donald and Gereld differed
In goma respects from the testimony of Joan, but 0ll egreed thet they
had boon gervad drinks at the table when they first entered the
preml g0s. Admittedly, Donala and Gereld denied, when questioned' out-
s1d0 the premigeg, that they had beon gerved in' the prem Lseg but et
the hearing harein, both tegtified that they had been served and
erplalned that et flrst, denled that  they had been gerved because
tbey did not wigh to anyone into trouble0 I conclude that Norman:
W, Gattg and Harold B Magon We re migtaken when testlfed that
Donald went directly to the men 8 'room after he entered the premiges
and conclude that Loretta Snyder end James P King firgt sew
Donala efteriho left the table whe re he and hig companiong hed been
gerved by a waitregs_ The testimony of Virginia Buehler 1s thet she hag:
no' recollection of gerving drinks to thege three petrong , but she
edmltted that the place was crowded and that she was serving 0ighteen
table 8 The feilure to Ldentify tha person who made the J0 rvics i9
not fetal In d1sciplinery procee 8 Re Ladorte, Bulletin 469,
Item 1; Re Zebrowekt'9 Bulletin 1308, Item 9

"After congldering the evl donce_ exhiblts and briefg herein,
I conclude that appellants have falled to sustaln the burden of
egtablishlng that the ction of respondent wa s erronoous Rule 6 of
Stete Regulatlon No_ 15 _ It i9 rocommended, therefore that' an
onder be entored affiring the action of regpondent vacating tha
order dated November.5, 1959, end fixing the effective datos for the
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twenty-two-day gugpengion Impoged by regpondent _
No @xceptlons to the Hearor1 g Report We re filed wl thln the:

time limitod by Rulo 14 of Stato Regulatlon No, 15_
Jpn: THeving care-fully congidered the ovidonce and Bxhtblts

hera the briefg flled by the attorneys for both partlea ana
tha Hearer' g Report I concur in the , findings end conclus Lons; of:
The Hearer and edopt them a8 my 'conclug long he reln Although: '1t
1g. not my practioe to consider communlcatlons received ip 0 pending
ca80 from any party repregented by an attorney= I have' read a letter,
ddted April 28 _ 1960_ gent to me by: Sereh J, Cettg and find ' nothing
there in which would lead me to change my- concligions: I shali enter
en order as recommended.

Accordingly , it on this l9th of Mey 1960 ;
ORDERED that the ac tion of regpondent be and the_ 8ame 1g

he effirmed; end 1t 18 further

ORDERED that the twenty-twov guspengton heratofore Im-
poged by regpondent be and the game 1g hereby reIngtated egaIngt
the 11conse neld by eppellants for 39-41 Mein Street, Lower Penns
Neck, to commence at 2 aeme Tue 1960, and to termInate
et 2 Wedne 9 June 22, 1960 , and that the order gtaylng ga1d
gugpengton be vacated when the gugpenslon be comes effeotlve et
2 a,m, Tues Mey 31, 1960.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

3 . APPELLATE DEGISIONS GONZALES & BORROS V 0 ELIZABETH.

MA NUEL   GONZALES & ANNA BORROS _
t/e CLUB 246 BAR & RES TAURANT _

Appellantg , ON ` APPEAL
CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

CITY COUNC IL OF TH CITY OF
ELIZABETH,

Regpondent.
5595 Et

Jema g T, Kirk, Attorney for Appellants
Raymond A. Leahy, Esq. , Attorney for Respondent

BY TH DIRECTOR :

The Hoarer has filed the following Report herein:
"Thi8 18 an appeel from the action of respondent whe:

on February 11, 1960 It gugpended appellanta ilconge for a;period
Qf' 90 days,9 commenc February 19_ 1960_ "after finding thom gulity
(by a_ vote of 6 to 3) on chargeg elleglng `(1) that on Novomber 7,
1959 they &llowed, pe rmttted and guffered in and: upon their 11cenged
premlge 8 0 brawl , digturbance and unnecesgary , noLge end permttted
thoLr licensed premiseg to be conducted_ ag to boooie 0 nul gance
in violatlon of Rule 5 of' Stato Regulation No; 20,; (e) thet on
November 7 _ 1959 falled to cooperate wIth the Iocel polloe, Hn
vloletlon  of RoS, 33:1-35,

"Upon the flling of tho appeal , the Director  entered an

order on February 16 1960 gtaying_ rospondent 9 order of guspongLonl
until further order horoln. R.8: 33:1-31.
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Appellants , In their' potition of appeal geek; rovergel of

tho local board' 8 action on the following grounds8 (1) that on
the date In quegtion tho premiges we ro not permitted to bo conduc ted
4g nuiaance ; (2 ) that did not fall to cooperate with tho looal

R8licebut, on the contrary cooperated promptly and wlllingly;_that ara prepared to prove that there was no d1eturbance
at the _ 1lconged premises untll two police officers , ondeavoring to
place 4 aoner under arre gt chagod him into tho I1cenged premiees
end that any dlgturbence whi ch followed was occagioned by the polloe;
(4) that the locel board 0rred in finding appellants gullty, end that
under 0ll the cIrcumgtanceg of the cage. even Lf some part 0f the
charges w6 ra susbalned; the penalty impoged was 0xcegsive ,

hiThe angwer flled by regpondent denies the aforega1d
allegatlons _

1iThe eppeel was heard de novo pursuent to Rule 6 of state
Regulation" No 16 , tha transcrlpt of the proceedings before ra-
gpondont Board wag recelved in evidonc and additional testimony
wes presented by appellants , in accordance wlth Rule 8 of sa1a
Reguletion.

"It eppearg from the trangcript that regpondent callod as
1t9 wltneggeg the following pollce offlcers : John Cantrell, Nicholag
DanohLako Howard Frankel , Leonard Wilchek and Henry Smolon 

"Officer Cantroll testlfied that he wag on at polIce
haadquarters a8 4 dispatcher from 7 : 00 pama on November 6 , 1959 to
7:O0 a;ma the nert mo thet his digcloges that ho racelved
throo callg (10:56 Poma , 40 p,m, and 12:01 a,ma ) from 0 Mr.
Fernandez who rogides above the licenged premises (complaIning of a

nofgy Juke box et the licenged premig0s ; that in each ingtence a
rad1o car wes sent to the licensed ge9; thet after 12*01 a,m.
ha elso recelved a call 'LAiceesaea}tonifrom Mr_ Gonzalog (one of tho
1icengees ) , who complained that the repeated visits by the  polLce
we r0 giving him a 'bad nama and who alleged that the reports of a

nolsy Juke box we re unfounded and that Fernande z the former owner
Of tho tavern) was reglstering thege  complalnts becau90 he was
Interegted In regeining pogg0g9Lon of the 1lcenged premiaes.

"On crogg-examination, officer Cantrell stated thet be tween
12:01 a+m, and 1;45 a,mo , no received a call ovBr the pollce radlo
from Officer Wilchok; that ha made no record' of thig call except
thet he noted the words 'wagon sent alongside of the call at_
18*01 a,me

"Officer Frankel tegtified thet on November 6, 1959 et
11840 pam, he recelved a call from Officer Cantrezl to InvegtIgate
4 complaint of a nofsy juke box at tho defondents ' licenged premlg09 ;
that ha and hla partner Officer Wilchek, proceeded to then llconged
premlges and conflrmed the complaint; thet he requoated Gonzeleg
to tone dow the Juke box; that Gonzeleg refused to that an
ergument engued In wlch Mr_0 Gonzale 8 was joined: by & Mr ,

who was behind the bar) ; that efter he had threatened to' 0logo the
premlge9, Gonzaleg softoned the mugic and thet he and Officer Wllchek
then departed from tho premige9 .

"officor Frankel further testified,that shortly thereafter
et 12:01 a,m, he recefved another call from the dlgpatoher thet 0

Mr , Fornande 2 we 9 complaInlng about loud musLc at tha 11cenged
premi90g; thet ne and hlg pa rtner intervlowed Mr.Fernendoz In bag
apartment (above the lcenged premiges ) and whlle there obgerved
the whole floor weg vlbreting and evorything wag Vibrating from

the volume of the juke box ; that edviged Fernende z to fllo a

complaint agetnst the llcengeeg and returned to their oar to write
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their report; that whtle wri thelr report, Mr,Carrere (a' patron)
came out of bhe licenged premig08 , approached thelr carg ebused and
threatened thom; thet he and Officer Wilchek gtepped out of theIr
car and informed Cerrera that he wab undor arrest , whereupon Oarrera
ran back into the licenged' premlges ; that they caught Carrera at tho
roar sid door in the licenged premises ; that Cerrera registed arrest ,
called for and that 10everybody In the place jumped Into the ect
endetried to pull him away  from u8 and thet he dld not know wher6
Gonzalee wag during thig 8truggle _0

"Officer Frankel continued to testify thet when he OffIcor
Wilchek and thelr prigoner reached the front ho drew hls gun
and backed eve rybody up that Officer Wlchek and Carrera we re
behind him; that Cerrera wi th one handcuff on him) ettempted to.
e8cape ; that he hols tered his gun and Jumpe & on Carrera; that
while subduing Carrere he felt 8 sting in his back; that ho turned
around and observed a male (later idontiflod a8 Cregpo) wl th 2

yellow-handled knife in his hand; that he again loveled hlg  gun at
tha crowd ; that Crespo deposited the knife on & nearby shuffle alley
machlne ; that at this polnt Gonzales 0 ame forwerd from 80mewhe re In
front of the bar and picked up the knife; that he asked Gonzeleg to
phone for the petrol wagon ; that he hed observed Gonzales , In poggeg8101
of the kife9 g0 behind the bar at which time Gonzaleg stated he We8
going to a dime; that he then saw Gonzales enter 8 rear room to
make the call, following which officer Wilchek left the  premise8 to
call for the patrol wagon over the police radio0

PPIn addition, Frankel stated: that he and Sergeant Smolen
found the kaife on of a trash can under the bar; that Gonzales
denied bk picked up the lnife ; and that another knife and 0

bludgeon Wore found on the premiseg .

"Officer Wilchek subgtantially corroborated tho testimony
of Officer Frankel and further testified that he observed Gonzelos
walk from behind the bar toward the shuffle elley machine; that he
does not know how cloge Gonzales came: to the machlne ; that he dia
not se0 Gonzele8 pick up the klfe becaus0 hig vlew wag obstructed
by some patrons ; that he did not 800 the knife; that he did not
see Franke 1 attacked with a knife; that he does not know at which
particular time Franke1 wa3 cut ; that he: called for the pollce
patrol; that the dispatcher informed him that he had already recelved
an order for the wagon an d that help wag on the way .

"Cantrell wes  recelled at the suggegtion of one of the
members of the Board and denied that Gonzales had asked him to
gend the patrol wagon.

"Officer Danchisko testified t hat on November 6 , 1959 et
about 1l800 Pema 9 he and his partner,officer Costello, We re gent
to the 1icensed premises to invegtigate a complelnt of 4noigy
juke box; that they agked Gonzeles to lower the musfc; that
Gonzalo s complied With thelr request and thet they thon left 'the-
premi80s. Danchigko further tostified that gome time after 12
mldnight , he and his partner roturned to the lfcenged premlseg in
re gponga to another call from C antrell; that oxcluslve of hlmgelf
and hig partner9 there we re five other police offlcerg at tho
premise8; that one of the police offlcerg called Frankel' 9 attontion
to hig torn coat; that Frankel atated he belleved that he had been
s tabbed; thet 8 ral search of the licenged premtse8 Including
the aroa of the Shuffle elley, was made for the knife ; that he dd
not question Gonzales about the knlfo and thet he remaine d at the
tevern for about thirty minutes until 8the cell was made for the
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"On crog8-examination, Danchlsko state d that It was not
untll after Sergeant Smolen and the officerg had arrived at tho
scene that Officer Wilchek callod for the patrol wagon.

ant Smolen tes tlfled: that ho heard Officer Wilchek
ask for tho ; patrol wagon over the police radio; that he drove to
the l1censed prenlges and found tho aforementioned pollce officers
et the scone ; that after he had learned that Officer. Frankolhad
boen atteckod wIth a knife , he joined: Offlcer Frankel In a g0erch
of the' premt se9; thet Offlcer Franke1 , in his progence found the
yellow-handled knife on of a trash can bohind_the ber; thet he
alao found a pocke t kife on the back bar; that Gonzalea Informed
him that he wag the pergon behind the bar that night and that
Gonzale 8 denled eny knowle dge of the knives,

"The defendants called as wltnesseg three oc cupants of the ;
bullding in which the licenged  premtses ara located- The firgt of
thege wltne8809 was unable to recell whe ther he was at home on the
dates In quegtion; the second one tegtified that for the past two
years he hes resided on the third floor front of the bullding and .
that on several occasions during weekends he had heard muglc
emanat from tho licenged premise8, and the third one steted that
for the past 17 months he has occupied the second floor rear of tho
buil and that he hag nevor been dls turbed by any nolseg from
the tavern.

"Menuel Gonzeles , testifying on hig own behalf, denied
that he nad picked up the yellow-handled knife from the shuffle
elley machine ; denled he had ever seen the pocket knife ; denied
that on the morning In quegtion the police had intezrrogated him
ebout the knlveg , or that they had shown them to him and denied
that he had not gummoned the patrol wagon as requested by Officer
Frankela

"Gonzales further testifled that he 18 tha ower of the
yellow-handled knife; that he u8e8 it in his business ; that on
November 8th aforegaid, he noticed that it was migging from the
licenged premi808 and called the police and notlfied them to that
effect,

"gonzales continued to testify that for the past 18 yeers
he hag been in the l1quor busine88 as a bartender and 8 licengee;
that for the 43 Jeers he has been one of the owers 6f tho
llcensedphenlaat; thet prior to November 7th aforegaid he wes not
arrested or convicted of any 'crime ; that he had toned down the
juke box on the firgt vlelt (11:00 pama ) of' the police; thet he
did not kow the police re turned a second time (11845 pam, ) ;
that et about 12 midni he hed pulled the- plug out of the Juke_
box end thet prlor to the time that Sergeant Smolen informed
Officer Frankel of hls torn coat , he had no knowledge that Officer
Franke 1 wag cuto

mAngel Vanzquez testifylng for the defendants , stated
that at about midnlght of November 6, 1959 he was in the menls room
whon Officers Frankel and Wilchek arrived at the licenged. premlses ;
that when ho Bme thorefrom he obgerved Garrera in handcuffg in
the cugtody of the pollce officerg and Gonzales standing. behlnd the
ber, and that Gonzeles hed left tha bar on one occas1on to
entor a beck rooma

"At the hearing held herein, Manue 1 Gonzales testtfied' on
November 6th aforegald whon tho police officers came to hlg tavern

Informed him that Fernande z had  complained about his . nolsy
Juke box; that he had purchaged tho licensed prem1se8 from Fernande z
about 43 years_ ag0 , 9lnce whl ch time Fernando z had gpoken with him
about repurchasing the business on five differont occasiong,
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08[he defendants algo called five other witne880g who" =4
Latestified that were in the llcenged premlge8 during the  #ime

the aforesaid violationg We re alleged to have taken place; that
Gonzele g wes behind the bar when officer Frankel had hls gun , drawn ;
that the request of Officer Frankel , Gonzaleg went Into- a back
room and used the telephone and that at no time dld Gonzeleg epproach
the shuf fle alley machine0

"After conslderingell the facts and clrcustance8 herein,
together with the briefs filed by the attorneys for the litlgants,
I am setisfied what occurred here was 2 sudden flare up' which
followed the arrest of Carrera in the licenged premigeg , hig
gtruggle to free hinself from the police, his  appeal to the patrons
for and the unezpected attempt of the patrong to re8Cue
Carrera , all of which events took place in qulck guccegglono I am
algo ge tisfied that Gonzele g had no warning that the patrong would
interfere wi th the arrest of Carrera and that order wa8 qulckly
and efficiently reatored by the police. Under the circumstances ,
I cannot find that the licensees ellowed, permitted and guffered
8 brewl or disturbance in and upon the licenged premiges.

98As to the allegation in Oharge 1 that the licensees
permitted unnecessary noise in the licenged premlse 8 , I conclude9 4s
the police tegtifled, thet on each of their visits to 'the  premig0s
they heerd unnecessary loud music emanating from the juke that
on their first two visits they had requested Gonzale g to tone dow
the mugic and that on their third vislt they observed that the floor
above the licenged premises wa8 actually vibrating from the volume
of the music0

"With respect to the other remaining allegation In Charge
1, that the licensees permitted the licenged premlgag to be con-
ducted 88 to become & nuigance , I am of the opinion thet the re 19
ingufficient evidence to support the game

"With regpect t0 the gecond charge hereln, I am setigfied
that Gonzaleg removed the knife from the Shuffle alley machine ;
tha t he kept the 8ame in hig posgesgion behind the ber; that he
knaw the police officers were gearching for the same and" thet he
feiled to produce it;0 The policemen at the time In qmestion We re

Investigat. the 8tebbing of 8 police officer In tho licenged
premise8 and it w99 the obligation of the defendanta to provide
4ll neces8ary a9gistance to he_ them in their endeavors C f,
Kleinberg V 0 Newark, Bulletin lzesh Item 1,

320r1 TrrDllbtrn

AI recommend that an order be entered reveraing the action
of'  respondent 88 to thoge portiong of Cherge 1 which refer to the
allegationg thet the llcense0s allowed, pe rmi tted and suffered a

brawl and di&turbance in and upon thetr licensed premigee and thet
permi tted their licenged premigeg to be conducted es to

become 8 nuigance9 and affirming their ection as to that" portion
of Charge 1 whlch refers to the allogation thet pe rmltted un -

necegaary noise on the licenged premigeg and also affirming thelr
action in finding tke eppellants gullty on tho gecond charge
horeina

MIn view of my recommendations to rever8o the ection of
the re_gpondent on tho ma jor allegationg in Charge 1 and effifezandodtheir ection on Charge 8 ,. I recommond that tho mettor bo
to the  respondent_ for recongideration 48 to the quantum Qf the

guspension0 Gf . Hech V & Hemmonton Bulletin 1140, Item 3,"

No exceptiong_ to the  Iearor' 9 Report wero filed within
the time limlted by Rule 14 of State Regulation No , 15, Having
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carefully congidered tho facts and clrcumgtenceg hereln, I concur
In the Hearerig fIndings and concluglong and adopt hlb racommendatlons

Accordingly , 1t 19, on this 23rd of Mey 1960,
ORDERED that the actlon of tho ragpondent , In finding

defendants as- to Charge 3 and that portion of Charge 1 which
referg to theEs lilocation that defendantg permitted unneceggary nolse
on thelr licenged premise8 , be and the sam0 1s hereby efflrmed;
end 1t 19 further

ORDERED that the action of the  regpondent Infinding
defendants guilty to the remaining ellegationg in Charge be
and' the gam0 18 he reby reverged; and it 19 further

ORDERED thet the metter be remanded - to the respondent for
1t8 reconsIdoration and reLmposition of penalty 48 to Charge 2 and thet'
portion Of Charge 1 fflrmed hereIn in accordance with thfs declgLone

WILLIAM  HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

4 DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS UNLAWFUL TRANSPORTATION TRANS-
PORTATION IN VEHICLE WI YFOUT TRANSI T INSIGNIA TRANSPORTATION
WITHOUI BONA FIDE INVOICE OR MANIFEST PRIOR RECORD LICENSE
SUSPENDED FOR 45 DAYS , LESS 5 FOR PLEA =

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings agalngt

CARIDI '8 BAR, INCORPORATED CONCLUSIONS
t/e PAT S BAR AND ORDER
700 Mt. Vernon Street
Caiden 3, N, J,

Holder of Plenary Retail Congumption
Llcenge C-191, Isgued by the Municipal
Board of Alcohollc Beve rage Control
Of the City of Camden,

2 6

Cah1ill and Wilinskt Esqg _ by Robert Wilinskl , Esq- , Attorneye
for Defendant-licengee0

Devid 8 Plltzer, Egqa= Appearing for the Dlvision of Alcohollc
Beverage Control

BY THE DIRECTOR:

De fendant hag pleaded non vult to the following charges:
"1_ On January 13, 1960 you_engaged in the unlawful

trangportation of aicoholic beverages ; in
violation of ReS . 33.1-20

"2. On Januery 13 , 19609 you transported alcoholic
boverage8 in a vehlcle not heving a transit
Ingignia @ffixed thare in violatlon of Rule
2 of State Regulatlon No , 17,

"3. On Jenuary 13, 1960, you delivered and transported'
alcohollc beverageg in a vahlcle wi thout the driver
thereof in his pogseggion a bona fide , authentio
and accurate very 9lip, Involce, manifest, way-
b1ll or gimllar documont gtating the bona fide name
and addre 88 of the   purchager or consLgne0 and the
brand, 8120 of container and quantity of each Item
of the alcoholic beverage 9 belng dollvered and

day

1,.

to;
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transported in violation of Rule 3 of State
Regulation No. 17_ 0h

The present chargeg may be s t be understood by referonc 0 to
previous 0herges for related violatlong On December 20, 1958 the
Ilcensee alded and abetted 4 purchaser of alcoholic beverages at
1t8 licenged premigeg to transport guch beverage 8 in the purchageri @
car to Philadelphia , who re such Importation wag prohlbited. On
March 6 and 17 , 1959_9 ABC agents were prevented by Patrick Cerldi
the l1censea 3 manager, from making an adequate invegtlgetion of the
records of the llcenseo0 The licengee pleaded non vult to guch charges
and on January 14, 1960 the Director: 9 Ordor wa8 entered
the licenge for 8 net period of forty 9 commenclng on January
1960_0 Re Cerldl's Bero Inc0 9 Bulletin 1324, Item 6 ,

On  January 13 9 1960, the before the entry of the above
mentioned Diractorl 8 Order , but while such charges We ra pending, ABC
agents had the defendant 8 licensed premiges under survelllance , and
observed 8i1 full ca888 and two partly full cag09 0f alcoholic
bevereges carried from the licensed premiseg and pleced in a Chryslor
gedan   registored in the nama of the licensee _ The motor vehicle was
then driven for a short distance , and then halted by ABC agents who
ascertalned thet; Patrick Ceridi wag the driver of the caro The motor
vehicle wa8 not licensed to transport alcoholic beverages , bore no
trangportation in8ignie, and the driver did not have in hig poggesglon
any way bill, invoice o1 similar document a3 required by Rule 3 of
State Regulation No0 17_0

Patrick Caridi at firgt refused to name or the address
of the person Or persons to whom the alcoholic beverages we re to be
delivered , but within a short time gave the names and addre8809 of
three New Jergey residents repregented by him to be the consignees
of guch aleoholic beverages . A later check by ABC agents with thoge
three pergons ostenaibly confirme d thig cleim to gome degree.

It 18 urged in alleged mitigation that the motor vehicle
wes purcheged in October 1959 and that the llcengee careleg.ly
naglected to obtain 8 trangportation inglgnie therefor_ and that
the alcoholic beverageg wore intended for delivery to bona fide
purchesers who were residents of New Jergeyo

If definitlve legal proof wag avallable that the alcoholic
bevereges In question vere intended for delivery in Penngylvania,
1t would constltute 9 second similar offense and werrant 8 govere
peneltye Ag 1t 19, the least that can be s4id 19 thet the
licengee' g conduc t demonstrateg an aggravated; carel0ss and
perheps deliberate dlgregard of the law governing transportation
of alcoholic beverageg0 It further appoars that defendant' g license
wag gugpended for ten 9 effective 23 , 1957 for gelling to
womon over the bar (Bulletin 1185 , ItemJuzy Under 4ll the crcum-
stances , I ghall suspend dofendant' 8 licenge for forty-five day9:
Five dayg will be remitted for the plea enterod herein, leaving a net;
guspengion of forty day8 .

Accordingly , 1t 18, on this 23rd of Mey 1960 ,
O RDERED thet Plenery Retail Conguption License C-191 ,

Lggued by the Munlclpal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of' tho
City of Camden to Caridi 3 Incorporated, t/e Pat' 9 Bar, for
premlseg- 700 Mt; . Vernon Street, Camden, be and tho gama 19 hereby
sugpended for the balance of 1t8 term, effective at 2:00 &eMe $

Mondey , June 6 $ 1960 , and it 18 further

ORDERED thet any renewel for the 1960-61 IIcenging year
or transfer of said license ghall be and remain under grspengion
until 2800 a eM $ $ Saturday, 16 , 1980.

WILLIAM HIOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

?u9pend1ng7days
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5 DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 0t GAMBLING SALE T0 MINOR LICENSESUSPENDED FOR 25 DAYS , LESS 5 FOR PLEA _0

In the Matter of Digoiplinary
Proceedings againgt

MIC HAEL AND MARY SWETELL CONCLUSIONS
t/e TOWN HALL TAVERN AND ORDER
409 Kearny Avenue
Kearny , Ne Ja

Holderg of Plenary Retall Congumption
Liconge C-30, iggued by the Tow
Counc1l of the Tow of Kearny_
23= ~ 4 40 035m

Donohue & Donohue Esqs;, by Edward G . Medden, Eeq- , Attorneysfor Defendant-licensees .
Edward F Ambroge Eaq.9 Appeering for the Divigion of Alcoholic

Beverage Control;
BY TH DIRECTOR :

Defendants aded non vult to the following chargeg :
"1, On Meroh 12, 19, 23 and 26 , 1960, you ellowed,

permitted and guffered gambling in and upon
your llconged premig0s , vLg. _9 the making and
ac cepting of bets on sporta events ; in
violation of Rule 77 of State Regulation No, 20 .

On Merch 26 1960_ you sold9 gerved end dellvered
and alowe d, permitted and suffered the gele,
gervlce and dellvery of alcoholic boveragegdirectlyoryransedEly ' to 8 pergon under the
age of twenty-one yearg ; viz,) Denlel 3ee

ag0 19, end allowed permitted and suffered the
congumption f alcoholic beverageg by guch pe rgon
in and upon your licenged premigeg; In violetion
of Rule 1 of State Regulatlon No, 20. "

Two ABC egentg visited defendantg ' licenged premise8 on
four Occagions v1z., Merch 12 9 19, 23 and 26 1960, regpec tively.
On ell of tha vigit8, Robert Reiney_9 Jr _ was tending bar and on
4ll occagions agentg observed him gol1cit1ng from and meklng
numeroug bats with patrong and customers on the outcome of verioug
sporting viz, 20 fights, hockey bageball , etc. and on
the last three he made with and accepted betg from the agents_
By prearrangement , on the finel visit locai police officerg eccompanled
an egent into defendanta' premlses end aftor the agents 1dentified
themselveg the bartender produced the  money wagered by the agentg
on tha basketball gameg the soriel number of whlch b11lg, had
prevlously beon recorded ) One of the patrons pregent , who hed been
gerved beor by the bertender on three occagions, wag quegtioned and
1t wag @8certalned that he was 19 yeers of ag0 

Defendentg heve no prlor adjudicated record. Dospite the
fect thet nelther licongee wag pregent whon the violatlong occurred,

are respongible for the acts of thelr employee. Rule 33 of
State Regulation No . 20 . Inagmuch a3 Charge 1 doeg not appeer to
be a Ca80 of commercLallzod gambling and the factg In my opinlon
are not  aggraveted a8 In Re_Smibb: Bulletin 1163, Item 1l, wherein
twonty deys guspension wag Impoged I shall impoge a legger penalty
therefor. I shall gugpend defendants liconge on ga1d charge for
ten deyg end on Charge 2 for an additional fifteen the minimum
penalty for gele of elcoholic beverageg to 4 19-year-ola minor

Ro_Beckex, Bullotin 1306 , Item .7), mekng a total sugpension of

Jro ,
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twenty-five days . Five day8 will be remLtted for the plea  enteged
here leeving 8 not guspenglon of twenty deys_

Accordingly, 1t 18 , on thig 23rd "Of May, .1960, {Ft4e_

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Congumption Licenge C-30
Igsued by the  TowCouncil of the Town of Keerny to Micheel end
Mary Swetell9 t/e Town Hell Teve rn, for premise8 409 Avenue
Koarny, be and the same 1s hereby sugpended for twentyEeazodeygv
comme=ncing at 2: 0o 8,m, , Wednesdey , June 1, 1980 , and terminating
at 2:00 80Me , Tue : June   21, 1960.

24
WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS

DIRECTOR

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS SALE TO MINOR LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR
25 DAYS _9 LESS 5 FOR PLEA:

In tha Metter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

KATHERINE TECZA CONCLUSIONS
t/e 'TECZA 8 AND ORDER
12 Wadsworth Street
Wellington, Ne J 0

Holder of Plenary Retatl Congumptlon
Llconge  C-43, isgued by the Mayor
end Couno1l of the Borough 'of
Wealington.

08 Dwo@#b0mMmC Ore

Defendent-licengee _ Pro
Edward . F6 Ambroge'_9 Appearing for the Dlvisfon of Alcohollo

Beverage Control,

BY TE DIRECTOR:

Defendantpleaded guilty to a charge elleging tha t Sbe
gold elcoholic beverege8 to a mlnor and permitted the congumption
of guch alcoholic beverageg by said minor on her licensod preml8es,
In vlolation of Rule 1 of Stete Regulatlon No_ 20 _

Acting upon Information recelved from 4 municipel polico
depertment, ABC agents obtained  signed and gworn statemente from
Robert 07 $ 16 yeers of age , ana from two other porgons who we r0
with him on tne night of April 1 'And early morningof Aprtl 2,
1960, It appears that on_ the aforegald time9, Robort wes gerved
and congumed five or s1x gleggeg of beer which hed been served to
him by the bertender 0mployed in de fendant '9 licenged premlse8.

Defendant has no prior adjudiceted record. I shell
guspend de fendantlg licenge for the perlod of: twenty-five
the minimum penalty for gale of alcohollc beverages to a minor who Is
gixteen yeers 0f age 0 Re Bulle tin 1309 _ Item 3, Five deys
wi11 be remitted for the entered here leevlnga net sugpenglon
of twenty dayg _

Accordingly, 1t 18, on thlg 23rd of 1960,

OR DERED that Plenery Retail Consumption Liconse C-43,
1sgued by the Mayor and Counc1l 0f: the Borough .of Wellington to
Katherlne Tec za _9 t/ Tec za ! 9 , for   premtses 12 Wadsworth Streetg
Wellington_9 be and the gamo ig hereby guspended for twenty (80}
commencing at 3:00 @am, Tuo 'May 1960 and terminating at
3*00 a.m. , Mondey, June 1960.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

In,
dey

sday ,

907
Eaqa_

deys ,
Rubir,ploa In,

dey Mey

days ,31 ,sday,Bo,



BULLETIN_ 1344 PAGE 16,

7 DISC IPLINARY . PROCEEDINGS 4 EFFEC TIVE DATES   FIXED FOR SUSPENSION
PREVTOUSLY IMPOSED UPON RESUMPTION OF BUSINESS _

In the Metter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

SHOREVIEW INC
t/e FLAGSHIP BAR ORDER
S,2 Moiroe & Amherst Aves .
Mergate N, J,

Holder of Plenary Reta1l Congumption
Licenge C-12, Lggu0d by the Boara of
CommlsgLoners of the of Mergete
CIty

405 9e_ G9 9e 336.60500366eDSS

Moore 'Butler & McGee,  Eeqs _ by Albert A, F. McGee, Eeq.,
Attorneys for 'Dezendantyliceazee

Edwerd F Ambrose _ Appearing for DlvIelon 0f AlcohollcBeverage &onts8i.
BY TH DIRECTOR :

By Order deted Septomber 24, 1959 , I guspended defendent'9
ilcango for twenty Because 1t appeared thet defendent 0
11cenged buglnegg 19 conduc ted on 0 geebonel begl8 the order
provLded that the effectlve detes for ge1d 849pengion woula bo
flxed by 4 subgequent order efter the licenged premtseg opened for
bugLnegg for tho 1960 geesona Bulletin 1307. Item &.

It now eppeerIng to' my getlgfaction thet defendent ' s
llcenged' premlgeg have   reopenea for the 1960 geegon,

It 19 on thls 23rd of Mey 1960,
ORDERED that the_ twenty-dey-sugpension heretofore Lmpoged

shell commence at 4 a,m+ Tue Jure 7 , 1980 , end terminate at
4 @om, Mondey , June 1960.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

C1ty,

'City
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0 DISCIPLINARY PROC EEDI NGS EFFEC TIVE DATES FIXED FOR SUSPENSION
PREVIOUSLY IMPOSED UPON RESUMPTION OF BUSINESS .

In tho Matter of Dlsciplinary
Proceedings against

MINNIE : MECKER & Ea HARRY MCKER
t/a LAKE HARTUNG CLUB O RDER
North end of Roogevelt Road
Lake Hartung , Jeffergon Townghip
PO Oak Ridge, Ne Je

Holders of Plenary Retail Consumption
Licenge C-35 $ iggued by the Towshlp
Committee of Jefferson Township.

0 e7 @ &00 0 Ea Ga 0 06 & 9

BY THE DIRECTOR:

By order deted October 29, 1959, I sugpended defendent ' 9
license for thirty Because 1t appeered thet the businegs
w8b then conduoted In a limited wayo the order pro-
vided that the effective date g for gaid suspenslon would be
fixed by 4 gubsequent order after the busineg8 wag fully regumed
for the 1980 8ea8on & Bulletin 1313, Item 1,

It now appearing to my satiifaction that defendants have
fully re sumed busines8 for the 1960 geegon,

It 18 Dn thig 83rd of Mey 1960 ,

O RDERED that the thirty-day suspengLon heretofore Imposea
sball omenc 8 8& 3 aem, Tue : Mey 1960 , and terlnate at
3 aem e Thurgday9 June 30, 1960.

WICLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR

STA TE LICENSES 05 NEW APPLICATION FILED,

John A0 Worta
433 Central Boulevard
Fort Lee , New  Jersey

Applicetion filed July 6 , 1960 for pergon-to-parson
transfer of State Beverage Distributor' 9 License
SBD-91 from Edward Jo Pryor,t/4 Ta J, Bove ragos.

William Howe DevLs
Drector

New Jersey State Libiary

20

days _being only
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