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1, APPELLATE DECISION3 ~ LYKOSH v. PERTH AMBOY AND KRECZ.

JOSEPH LYKOSH, )
Appellant, )

: ON APPEAL

Vo ) CONCLUSIONS

: AND ORDER
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE )

CITY OF PERTH AMBOY, AND CHARLES

& MICHAEL KRECZ, T/A VALLEY INN )
& LIQUOR STORE, )

Respondsnts,
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Melko, Goldsmith & Pollack, Esqs., by David Goldsmith, Esqs.,

Francis

David I.

Attorneys for Appellant,
M., Seaman, Esq., Abtorney for Regpondent Board of
Commissioners of the City of Perth Amboy.
Stepacoff, Esge., and Martin S. Koch, Esq., Attorneys
for Respondents Charles & Michael Krecze.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

The

Hearer has filed the following Report herein:

"This is an appeal from the action of the respondent Board,

whereby
to-place
premlses

on March 18, 1959 1t approved an application for a place-
transfer of a plenary retall consumption license from
683 State Street to premlses 1132-1140 Convery Boulevard,

Perth Amboys.

VAppellant's petition of appeal sets forth, in substance,
the following grounds for reversal of the action of respondent
Board of Commissioners: :

1.

Se

In view of the fact that OCliver R. Kovacs was not

a member of respondent Board on February 18, 1959
when bthe matter in question was heard, his vote

on March 18, 1959 in favor of the transfer was a -
nullity; thus the required number of votes to permit
approval of the application for transfer was lacking.

The regpondent licensee falled to file plans and
specifications with the application and to insert
the requisite newspaper advertisement that sald
plans and specifications might be examined in the
offioe of the clty clerlk,

The proposed licensed premises is in too close
proximity to a school.

The transfer to the proposed site would be.
detrimental to the municipality as undesilreable
elements would inevltably be attracted to that
locatione. '
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5. There is no need for nor public convenience to
be served by the transfer of the license.

6s The action of the respondent Board was contrary
to the evidence presented and constituted an
abuse of diseretion. :

"Phe hearing in the instant matter was held on February 18,
. 1959 before the respondent Board, but the case was continued until
March 18, 1959 in order to permit the respondent licensee to file
plans of contemplated alterations to the exlsting bullding and
to permit the appellant to file maps and surveys.

"It appears from the undisputed facts in this case that at

a meeting on February 18, 1959, one of the members of the
- respondent Board submitted his resignation to become effective

March 2, 1959, and at the same meeting Oliver R. Kowacs was
elected to fill the vacancy for the unexpired term, olso effective
as of March 2, 1959, Oliver R. Kovacs was present at the meeting
of February 18, 1959 when the matter now under consideration was
heard. Thereafter, at a meeting on March 18, 1959 (when the
application for the place-to-place transfer came before the
respondent Board) two members declined to vote and the remaining
three members (one of whom was Oliver R. Kovacs) voted to approve
the application for transfer,

. "There is no question that there was a quorum present and
that a majority thereof might determine whether or not a place=-
to=place transfer should be granted. Manno ve Clifton, 14 N.J.
Super. 1004 : 3

"Appellant challenges Commissioner Kovacs'! vote on the
ground that on February 18th, when the matter of transfer was
heard, he (Kovacs) was not a member of the respondent Board.

On March 18, 1959, when he voted to approve the application for
transfer, he was a member of the respondent Board. Whether or
not the respondent Board erred In permitting Commissioner Kovacs
to vote on the question of transfer need not be determined in the
present appeal. Disregarding Commlssioner Kovacs! vote, there
still were sufficient votes favoring the application for transfer,
Two members of the respondent Board voted to approve the transfer
and two refrained from voting. There 1s no ev1dence that at the
official meeting when the matter of transfer was considered,
either of the Commissioners who had abstained from voting
expressed objection to the transfer,

"Justice Parker, speaking for the Supreme Court in- the
matter of Kozusko v, Garretson, 102 N.J.L. 508, Ftated that:

'Tt may well be concedsd that when in a parlliamentery
body a majority vote suffices for effective enactment,
and some vote aye and the others remain silent, they
are taken ag voting 1in the affirmatives Such we
understand to be the law, In line with this is the
principle that where a quorum is present, a proposition
1s carried by a majority of all the votes cast, though
some of the members present refuse.'to votes 29 Cyc.
1690, This is, or was the congressional rule. U.S.
Ve Ballin, 144 U.S. 1. In this state it has been held
that the vote of a member present who declined to vote
at all should be counted in the affirmative., Mount v,
Parker, 32 N.J.L. 341.!

"In Kozusko v. Garretson, supra, Justice Parker further
S etated that where a person did not vote and had expressed opposition




. BULLETIN 1295 | | PAGE 3.

to the motion, his vote could not be counted in favor of the
resolution. .He quotes Chancellor Zabriskie in Abels v. McKeen,

18 N.Je Eq. 462, who said, 'At such a meeting, 1f a vote 1s taken,
and no one dlssents, all who do not vote are considered as voting
with the majority for the motlon. And a vote of three ayes at a
meeting of twenty, where no one dilsgents, is considered as the
affirmative vote of all present,!

"Commissioner Ernest M. Muska, who declined to vote on the
transfer In question, testified that although before ths formal
meeting he may have expressed himself as opposed to the tranafer,
he made no comment at the public meeting before or after the vote
was taken. He stated that he had not made up his mind on the
gquestion because of varlious circumstances involved. Commissioner
Richard M. Budnicki (the other member of the respondent Board who
declined to vote) was not called upon to testify at the hearing
herein. There 1s nothing to indicate from the record herein that ,
he stated at the meeting of March 18th that he opposed the transfer,

"In line with the decision aforementioned, I em satisfied
that although Commissioners Budnickl and Muska declined to vote
on the application in question,; their votes must be counted in the
affirmative. Thus, with the four members present who were qualified
to vote, the resolution to transfer the license was approved by a ~
~vote of four in favor and none opposed.

"Appellant contends that the respondent licensees neglected
to file plans and specifications ‘with the respondent Board at the
time the application for transfer was made. The premises to
which a transfer was sought were already in being and, therefore,
there was no necesslty to flle plans and specifications in this
case. The rules and regulations of the Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control specifically provide that the filing of plans
and specifications with the applicatlon is required when the
building to be used as a licensed premises is to be constructed.
See Rule 1 of State Regulation No. 2.

"Appellant contends that the proposed location is located
too close to a county vocational school. The record discloses
that there. 1s such a school on the other side of Convery Boulevard -
from the proposed site. The school building is erected some
distance from the boulevard and there is a metal fence erected _
along Convery Boulevard and Florida Grove Road. The distance in
e straight line from the nearest section of the fence to the
proposed site 1s approximately 142 feet. However, as a person
would ordinarily walk, the entrance to the vocational school on -
Convery Boulevard and the entrance to the proposed premises is
approximately 400 feet. Thus, the sbtatute prohibiting the
issuance of a liquor license to premises within 200 feet of a
schoel has no application herein. See R.S. 33:1-76,

"Appellant produced a number of witnesses who testified in
opposition to the transfer, Burr Coe, Director of the Mlddlesex ,
County Vocational School on Convery Boulevard, testified that he
was opposed to the proposed locatlon of the licensed premises
because he belleved it 1s contrary to the best interest of the
school, Furthermore, the large majority of the students in the
evening classes are girls and women and, Inasmuch as the sectlon
1s 1solated, he felt that it was hls responsibllity to do everyw .
thing possible to provide the maximum security to the students
attendling the school,

"Janet Lund, Principal of the vocational school, testified
that she felt the proposed establishment was too close to the
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‘school because students who travel by busg must use the bus stop
~at the corner of the school property dlagonally across from the
proposed premises,

"Louls Migliorini, President of the Middlesex County Schools
System, testified that he objects to licensed promises being con-
ducted at the proposed location because the sciiool in questlon 1s
. primarily a girls! school and, because of the lsolated section,
" the girl students would be sub jected to hazards that might occur
- because of the bar across the street. .

"Karl E. Metzger, Director of the Middlesex County Board
of Freeholders, testified that it is his opinion a tavern is un-
desirable in close proximity to a school building in that 1t has
a psychologlcal effect upon the students attending the school and
would affect the school programe.

"George Otlowski, a member of the Board of ChosenFreeholders
of Middlesex Counby, testified that in his opinion, a tavern
~operating at the proposed site would create all kinds of problems
for the girl students: attending the school,

"Appellant testified that he resides aboubt o half mile
from the proposed premises and, in his opinion, a tavern should
not be permitted at the proposed location. On cross-examinatlion
by the attorney for the respendent Board, appsellant admitted that
his brother-in=law is Charles J. Gergasko, the proprietor of a
restaurant located a short distance away, but s tated he was not
aware that there 1s presently on file with the local issuing
authority an application requesting transfer of a liquor license
to his brother~in-law aforementioned,

"Commissioner Donald F. Olsen testified that he voted in
favor of the transfer in question because he was of the opinion
that the operation of a liquor establishment at the proposed site
‘would have no adverse effect upon the school., Moreover, he
testified that he felt that it would be helpful to the area

. rather . than detrimental., Commissioner Olsen further testified
that he 1g of the opinion that there 1s a public nesd for :such .
an establishment bscause there are no other licensed premises
within a considerable distance. He further stated that when
voting in-favor of the transfer, he took into consideratlion the
reputatldn of the respondent licensees based upon information
recelved from the police department and from people in the
neighborhood of thelr present premises,

"Gommissioner Kovacs testified that an inspection of the
area to which the license was sought to be transferred discl~~~7?
some deterioration over the years, and that a licensed premisc.
at the proposed location would be an advantage to the municipality.

"Mayor Flynn testified that. he voted ir favor of the trausier
becausge he was of the oplnlon that a lice<3d premises at the
proposed site:would not in any way whatsoever interfere with a
Vvocatlonal school and that premises such as the respondent
licensee propose to provide would be in the best intsrests of the
community. He also took into consideration that the respondent
licensees operated a decent establishment at thelr present
premises and that the objections to the transfer were motivated
by a desire of someone else to acqulre a license in the immediate
area, Furthermore, the Mayor testified that in his opinlon, ther
was a public need for a tavern in that area,
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. ”Gh&rlas Krecz, one of the respondent licensees, tegtified
that the epplicants plan to improve the building and béavtify
- the adioi iing land, and later on to enolose the parklng Arche
N
L "It appears that the obgectorg are apprehensive that the
f’pronosed 1lcensed Ppremises will create a moral hagard for the
. students who atbtend the county vocational school. It i3 reudily
undsrstandable that such ¢oncern exists, especially in the part
~ - of those persons connected with the school system and the membe rs
- of the counby govermment who testified at the within hearing.
0 If the premises are conducbed in a law-abiding manner’ (and it
- must be assuwed that such will be the case), the s tudents or other
+ - persons have nothing to fear. If, pérchance, the licensed B
i premises are permitted to be operated in violation of the Alcoholic .
... Bevsrags Law, the respondent licensees will subject their license -
" -to either suspension or revecation. The testimony herein seems
0 povindicate that many of the students attending the vocatﬁonal
- gchool arrive there and leave by special buses, :

_ “The question whether or not there is a need or necessity
-for a liquor outlet at a particular location is within the sound
diseretion of the issuing authority. In cases of the kind now
under consideration, the Directorts function ig to determine
whether reasonable cause exists for the issuing authority's
opinion and, if so, to affirm its action., Curry v. Margate City,
Bullebtin 460, Item 9; Mulcahy et als., v. Maplewood et ala,
Bulletin 658y Item 4; Krough's Restaurant, JNG. 8 8.1Sa Ve Sparte
et ales, Bulletin 1258, Item le

BT am satisfied that in 21l respects proper consideration
was given by the members of the respondent Board before action -
was taken on the application for transfer. Furthermore, there
~has been no evidence presented herein to- indicate that there was
an abuse of discretion on the part of the members of the respondent
- Board,

"After careful examination of the evidence and also of the
memoranda filed by the attorneys for the respective parties, T
recommend that the action of the respondent Board, in epproving
-the anoilcatlon for btransfer of the license in question to the
proposed site, be affirmed and that the appeal herein be dismissed.

A However, I further recommend that the license be withheld by the
respondent Board untlil such time as aliterations are made to the

. proposed .premises in accordance with the plans and specifications

_'submltted to the respondent Board," :

No excepbions were taken to the Hearer's Repordt within the
"~ time 1ﬁm1ted by Rule® 14 of State Regulation No. 15.

Having carefully considered the facts and circumstances
herein, I concur in the findings and conclusions of the Hearer
and ‘adopt his recommendations, I shall enter an order affirming
respondent Board's actions ‘ : :

Accordingly, it i1s, on this 28th day of July 1959,

ORDERED that the action of respondent Board of Commissioners
of the City of Perth Amboy be and the same is hereby affirmed and
the appeal herein bs and the same is hereby dismlssed.

: WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR
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2. APPELLATE DECISIONS - BROTHERS FISHING LODGE v. LOWER.,

BROTHERS FISHING LODGE, )
Appellant, ) ' ON APPEAL
- o CONCLUSIONS
| v ) AND ORDER
- TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE )
TOWNSHIP OF LOWER,
| )
Respondent.
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Perskie & Perskie, Esds., by Marvin D. Perskle, Esqge., Attorneys
. for Appellant, .
William J. Peters, Esq., Attorney for Respondent.
. Edward A. Costigan, Esq., Attorney for Objectors.

BY THE DIRECTQR 4
The Hearer has filed the following Report herein-'

: "This is an appeal from the denial of appellant's’ application
for a club license for premises located on Delaware Bay approximately
2000 feet south of Wildwood Avenue, Highland Beach, Township of

;- Lower, Lo ,

"The anawer filed’herein alleges that the application was
denled, among other things, because the respondent Township .
. Committee adopted a policy to restrlct the number of liquor
“licenses in the municipality and, furthermore, the issuance of
the said license would not serve the best interests of the .
Township. :

"At the hearing herein, respondent moved to dismiss the
appeal because the issuance of the said club license would -
violate the provisions of a local ordinance limiting the number
of club licenses to be issued in the municipality.

“Thekxﬁinance in question was adopted by the Township
Commltteg on January 10, 1945 and the pertinent section thereof
reads as followss

iSection 1. The number of Liquor Licenses (excepting
Hotel Licenses) issued and outstanding in the Town-
ship of Lower, County of Cape May shall not exceed
Fourtesen (14) Retail Consumption Licenses, Two (2)
Retail Distribution Licenses, One (1) Club License.?®

"A municipality may, by ordinance, prohibit issuance of
club licenses (R.S. 33:1-12(5)). It may also, by ordinance,
1imlit ths number of licenses to sell at retail, including club
licenses, and may amend or repeal such ordinances., Re3, 33:1-40,

~An operative numerical limitation ordinance is binding upon the .
issuing authority. Trenton United Licensed Beverage Assoclatlion
et ale v, Trenton et al,, Bulletin 899, Item 2; Local #2111,

" Unlted Steelworkers of America, C.l.0. V., Trenton, Bulletin 899,
Item 3, It is no longer deemed necessary for the municipality
to establish the reagonablensss of the ordinance, Trenton United
Licensed Beverage Association et als v, Trenton et al., supra,

"Respondent has, by ordinance, authorized the issuance of
\but one club license., It appears that the quota of club licenses
~has been fillede Thus, the respondent Towmship Committee had nc

oo
£
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-jurisdiction to grant the appllcation for the club license in

- question because such action on its part would be in contraven-
tion of an operative numerical limitetion ordinance, Local #2111, -

+ United Steelworkers.of America, CiI.O0. v. Trenton, supra; Cemden = .
e Leather Workers Union Local 206 v, Camden, Bulletin 975, Item l.

. "In view of the fact that T have no alternative other than o
to recommend dismissal on legel grounds, it will be unnecessary -
to discuss the merits of the case now under consideration. Under

.. the circumstances, I recommend that the action of the respondent

o be affirmed and that the appeal herein be dismissed."

: No excepbions were taken to the Hearer's Report within the -
~time limited by Rule 14 of State Regulation No. 15. : .

Having carefully considered the facts and circumstances
" herein, I concur in the findings and conclusions of the Hearer
and adopt his recommendations. I shall enter an order affirming
_respondent Township Commlttee's action,

Accordlngly, it is, on this 29th day of July 1959,

. ORDERED that the aotion of respondent Township Committee
- of the Township of Lower be and the same is hereby affirmed

- and the appeal herein be and the same is hereby. dismissed.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
 DIRECTOR

: is.' APPELLATE DECISIONS - CLUB SAL, INC. v, WEST NEW YORK.

CLUB SAL, INC., %t/a HAFTIE'S )
COCKTAIL LOUNGE, , L
) ON APPEAL
Appellant, ‘ CONCLUSIONS
, ) AND ORDER
. Ve . ) ’
- BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF'THE .
- -TOWN OF WEST NEW YORK, )
' Respondent. )

James F. MoGovern, dra, Esqo, Attorney for Appellant.
‘Samuel Le Hirschberg, Esq., by John R. Armore, Esq., Attorney
for. Respondent.

. BY THE DIRECTOR:
The Hearer has filed the following Report herein~

: "Phis is an appeal from the action of ‘the respondent
whereby it suspended appellant's license for a period of five e
days effective April 13, 1959, after finding the appellant guilty =
of permitting unauthorized persons on the licensed premises '
during prohibited hours, in violation of a local ordinance,

. "Upon the filing of the appeal an order was entered on
<o April 9, 1959, staying respondent's order of suspension until
further order of the Director. Re.S. 33:1-31.

"Appellant, in its petition of appeal, alleges that
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respondent’s action was erronecus because 1ts decision was con~
trary to the law. No answer was filed on behalf of respondents

"The respective parties to Lhig appeal stipulated “that - the
determination in this matter be made Irom the tranocrlpt of the
record taken before respondent. .

' ﬁTﬂu only matLer to be decvoed ‘herein is whether the o
respondent errsd in finding: appellant guilty of" violstlon of a-
local Thours? ordinance. The pertinent part of the amended
-ordinance in question adopted by responaent on January 12 1943,
prov1des as followsn : :

?1° SECTlON 6 of a resolution of which this ordlnance -
is amendatory is hereby amended to read as follows:

¥Section 6" No Plenary Retall Consumption Licensee
.or Club Licensee shall sell, serve, deliver or
allow, permit or suffer the sale, service or delivery
of any alcoholic beverage, or allow the consumption
of any alcoholic beverage on licensed premises on
New Year's Day when it is a weekday between the hours
of 5:00 A.Mo and 7:00 A.M.; 'on New Year's Day when
it is a Sunday between the hours of 5200 A.M. and
Noon; on Lincoln's Birthday, Washington's Birthday,
Decoration Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Columbus
Day, Election Day, Armistice Day, Thanksgiving Day,
and Christmas Day, between the hours of 4:00 A.l,
and 7300 A.M.3 on other weekdays between the hours
of 3300 A.M. and 7:00 AM.; on Sundays .except where
the same shall be New Year's Day between the hours
0f 4:00 A.M. and Noon, :
' During the hours that sales of alcoholle
beveragss are prohibited, all premises licensed
under a Plenary Retall Consumption License shall
alsoc be closed and no persons shall be allowed
thereon except the licensee and bona fide employees
of the licensee; provided, however, that this closling-
provision shall not apply to bona fide' restaurants.¥t!

_ ‘"During the hearing below the attorney speaking on behalf
of the respondent conceded that the appelilant's business met the
reguirements of @ bona fide restaurant.

. Mrmegriuch B4 ‘the closing hours set forth in the ordinance
. do not apply to a bona fide restaurant, the findlng of guilt by
respondent of the charge preferred herein was improper, - Under

the circumstances, I recommend that the action of respondent
be reversed, and that the charge preferred agalnst appellant be

dismissedo“

No exceptions to the Hearer's Report were taken Wlthln the
time limited by Rule 14 of State Regulation No. 15. Having
carefully considered the facts and circumstances herein, I
concur in the Hearer's finding and conclusion and adopt his

recommendation.,
Accofdingly, it is, on this 30th day of July 1959,

. ORDERED thet the action of the. reopondent be and the same
is here reversed. N o

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
.. DIRECTOR
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& DISCTPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT TRULY LABELED =
‘vPRIOR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Disciplinary
.. Proceedings against .

}
- )
 WALTER SHERRY '
344 Bergen Blvd. ’ ) : CONCLUSIONS
Fairview, N. J. ' AND ORDER
: _ : : ) . X
)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C-21 (for the 1958~59 and

1959-60 licensing years), issued by

the Mayor and Council of the Borough

of Fairview,

Schraler and Palmlsano, Esqs,, by Cosmo D. Palmlsano, Esq.,

Attorneys for Defendant-licensee. -

William F. Wood, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic

- Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant pleadad non vult to a charge alleging that he :

possessed on his licensed premises alcoholic beverages in bottles
" bearing labels which did not truly describe their conbtents, in
violation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20. o )

On April 29, 1959, an ABC agent tested the licensee's open
bottles of alcoholic beverages (49 bottles) and seized four
bottles because they appeared to be off in color. Subsequent
~analysis by the Division's chemlst disclosed that the contents
of two of said bottles, when compared with the samples of the
genulne product of the labeled brands, varlied substantially in
acids, solids and color. '

Defendant has a prior adjudicated record. Effective June
23, 1958, defendant'!s license was suspended by this Division for
sixty days for (1) immoral activity and nuisance, (2) hostess
activity, and (3) an "hours" violation. Re Sherry, Bulletin 1236,
Item 3, I shall suspend defendant's license for rifteen days,
the minimum period where two bottles are involved (Re Gavlak,
Bulletin 1245, Item 6), to' which will be added five days because
of the dissimilar violation which occurred within the past flve
yoars (Re Forster, Bulletin 1269, Item 9), making a tobtal
suspension of twenty days., Five days will be .pemitted for the
plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension of fifteen dayse

Accordingly, it is, on this 22nd day of July, 1959,

ORDERED +that Plenary Retall Consumption License C-21
(for the 1959-80 licensing year), issued by the Mayor and Council
of the Borough of Fairview to Walter Sherry, t/a The Tender Trap,
for premlses 344 Bergen Blvd., Falrview, be and the same is hereby
‘sugpended for fifteen (15) days, commencing at 3 a.m. Monday, '
- August 3, 1959, and terminating at 3 a.m. Tuesday, August 18, 1952,

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR
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Se DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT TRULY
' LABELED - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS & FOR PLLAQ,

In the Matter of Disciplinary

Proceedings against ;
JULIA CICHOWSKI AR
t/a EDDIE!S LONG BAR CONCLUSIONS
107 Hawkins Street

AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumption

License C=~557 (for the 1958-59 and

1959=60 licensing years), issued by

‘Pthe Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage

Contro] of the City of Newark.

Julia Cichowski, Defendant-licensee, Pro se,

Wllliam Fo Wood, Esg., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control,

)
)
)
Newark 5, No Jo )
)
)
)

BY THE DIRECTCR:

Defendant: pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that she
possessed on her licensed premises alcoholic beverages in bottles
bearing labels which did not truly describe their contents, in
violation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No. 20. .

On May 12, 1959 an ABC agent tested the licensee's open
bottles. of alcohollc beverages (32 bottles) and seized three of
such bottles because they appeared to be off in proof. Subsequent
analysis by the Division's chemist disclosed that the contents of
two of saild bottles, when compared with the samples of the genulne
product of the labeled brands, varied substantially in acids and.
solidsQ o : , ,

Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. I shall suspend
defendant's license“for fifteen days, the minimum period where two
bottles are involved (Re Gavlak, Bulletin 1245, Item 6),  Five
days will be remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net
suspension of ten days. -

Accordingly, it is, on this 20th day of July 1959,

ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumption License C=557
- for the 1959=60 licensing year, issued by the Municipal Board of
Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Newark to Julia Cichowskl,
t/a Eddie's Long Bar, for premlses 107 Hawkins Street, Newark, be
and the same is hereby suspended for ten (10) days, commencing at -
2:00 a,m., Monday, July 27, 1959 and temminating at 2:00 a.m.,
Thursday, August 6, 1959,

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DI REGTOR
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6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS =~ PURCHASE BY RETAILER FROM OTHER THAN
MANUFACTURER OR WHOLESALER - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS
5 FOR PLEA. '

- In the Matter of Di301p11nary )
Proceedlngs against o

PHILIP PASSNER "
t/a 5 Corners Bar & Grill CONCLUSIONS
470 Central Avenue AND 'ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retall Consumption
License C-791 (for the 1958-59 and
1959-60 ‘licensing years), issued by

the Municipal Board of Alcoholic

Beverage Control of the City of Newark. 1)

)
)
Newark 7, No Jo \ A ),
Y
)

- Robert W. Wolfe, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee.
William F, Wood, EsQ., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic
‘ Beverage Control, .

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendant entered a plea of non vult; to the following charge:

"In or about December 1958 you; & New Jersey retail
. licensee, W1thout authority of special permit,

" purchased or, obtalned an alcoholic beverage from -

a person who was ‘not the holder of any New Jersey
‘manufacturer!s. or. wholesaler's license, in that you.
. purchased or, obtained a 4/5 gquart bottle of Schenley

Reserve Blended Whiskey from a person called tJackie
Lambert!, who did not hold:.either of the above types
of -licenses; your obtalnlng an alcoholic beverage from
such person being in violation of Rule 15 of State
Regulation No. 20," =

On Tuesday, January 27 1959, an ABC agent gauged the open
stock of assorted brands of 1i uor in defendant's licensed premises
and found-a partially filled 4/5 quart bottle.of Schenley whiskey
which appeared to be off in color and had the seal of another state
‘attached to the bottle's neck., The agent seized the bottle of
illicit liquor and was informed by the licensee that he had accepted
it from a customer in exchange for a 4/5 quart bottle of Seagram's
Seven Crown. The explanation given doeés not, in any way, affect
defendant's 1llability. However, since the violation charged is
defendant's first adjudicated offense involving a slngle bottle of .
illiecilt liguor, I shall suspend his license for a period of fifteen

~ days., BRe Lappin, Bulletin 728, Item 9. Five days will be remitted
.for the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension of ten days.

Accordingly; it 1is, on this‘2lst day of July, 1959,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C~791 for
the 1959-60 licensing year, issued by the Municipal Board.of
Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Newark to Phililp
Passner, t/a 5 Corners Bar & Grill, for premises 470 Contral
Avenue, Newark, be and the same is hereby suspended for ten (10)
days, commencing at 2:00 a.m., Tuesday, July 28, 1959, and
términating at 2:00 a.m., Friday, August 7, 1959,

- WILLTAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR
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7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~ SALE TO MINOR — MITIGATING crﬁffﬁﬁ
© LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 5 DAVS. S

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)

| )
GRACE MACRIE RITALE AND MARY
JOAN PITALE ) S
t/a BELL LIQUOR STORE CONCLUSIONS.
N/E corner 12th Street & Black ) ~ AND ORDER

Horse Pike :

Folsom; PO RD 3, Hammohton, Ne Je )

)

)

Holders of Plenary Retall Distribution

Ticense D-1l, (for the 1958=59 and 1959-

80 licensing years) issued by the Mayor

and Council of the Borough of Folsomu.

Defendantmllcensees, by Grace Macrie Pitale, a Partner.

Edward e Ambrose, Esq. Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic
. Beverage Gontrol.

BY THE DIRECTOR:
The Hedrer has filed the following Report herein:

"Defendants have pleaded not gullty to & charge alleging
that on April 1l, 1959 they sold, served and delivered alcoholic
beverages to a mlnor, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation
NOo 20& :

wTb.e substance of the evidence presented by thres minors
who testified on behalf of the Division is that on April 11,
1952 Richard =--, age 20, accompanied by two minor companions;
arrived at defendant's licensed premises in a motor vehicle;
"that Richard alone entered the premises, purchasmng thereln a
case of 24 cans of beer from a male bartender whom he cannot
identify and who did not ask Richard his age or require him to
- sign any written representation thereof; that Richard emerged
. with the beer which he placed in the car; and that the two minors
-+ obgerved Richard enter the licensed premises emptyhanded and 1eave
- the premises with the beer and bring it to the car,

L "Iy appears that police officers apprehended the three
minors for a traffic violation, then questioned them as to the
source of the beer which they found in the car and brought the
matter to the attention of ABC agents. Thereafter, on April .
16th, an ABC agent was directed to defendants' licensed premises
by Richard and one of the minors, both of whom identified the

" place as the establishment which Richard entered on April 1lth;
that Richard and the agent entered the premises; that Joseph
Pitale, husband of Grace Pitale, was in chargs thersof, butb
Richard was unable to identify him as the-bartender who sold him
the beer, On the following day, the third minor directed the
ABC agent to the premises and simllarly identified the exterlor
thereof a3 the place where he had observed Richard emerge with the
case of beer.

"The 1icensues' defensge in the main rests upon the statement
by Richard allegedly made to the police officers when apprehended
that some other person at some other place purchased the beer,

"~ buttreased by Joseph Pitale's claim that he was the only male
bartender employed at the premises and his denial that he sold the
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baser to Richard or had sver seen hlm before he cams there with
the ABC agent,

. "Joseph Pitale testified that after he was confrontod with
Richard he talked with one of the police officers who had par-
ticlpated in the case who told him that Richard first said that
some other person had purchased the beer for him at some other

. place, He then contacted Richard and one of the other minors
who told him that they did nobt know him end it is Pitale's opinion
that Richard should have known him if he sold him the beer.
Further, that Richard told him that, after he persisted in his
first account of where the beer was purchased, the officer made
a deal with him that he would not '{take the license away for
speeding', presumably if he changed his story.

"Specifically questioned concerning what he told the
police officer, Richard stated that he at first told him that
some other person had purchased the beer for him in Lawnside,
about twenty miles from the scene, but that he did not mention
any particular. establishment by name; that when the officer
replied that he did not believe him because the beer was too
cold, he finally decided to tell the truth and identified
defendants!'! premises as the store 'past the bridge on the lefd
hend side going down the pike'; that the officer did not threaten.
him or persuade him to change his story, but that he merely
decided to tell the truth and was not told that he would be
arrested or charged with any offense or that it would go easy
with him; that his reason for not revealing at first that
defendants! premises was the actual place where he purchased
the beer was because he did not want to get anyone in trouble.
Richard further testified that hils two companions did not make
any statement to the police as to where Richard purchased the
beer,

"The evidence presented by Richard and his two companions
establishes definitely and clearly that Richard purchased the
case of beer at defendants! licensed premises under the
observation of his two companions, There is no claim that the
minors have any motive to accuse the licensees unjustly. Under
‘the -circumstances, Richard'!s attempt to conceal at first the
identity of the place where he had purchased the beer for the
reason he gives is, in my opinion, not of sufficlent importance
to impeach his later identification of the defendants' premlses, .
especially in view of the testimony of his two companions, who
have not made any contrary statements Richard's failure to
ldentify the particular employee makﬁng the sale or service of
elcoholic beverages to him is not fatal in dlsciplinary
proceedings provided it be established that he purchased the beer
in the licensed premises. Re Chizun, Bulletin 1274, Item 7.

Such purchase has been establishéd Dy his testimony and that of
his two companions,

‘NI therefore recommend that defendant licensees be found
gulilty as charged. Defendants have no prior adjudicated record, -
I further recommend suspension of defendants! license for a period
of ten days, the minimum suspension for sale to a 20uyear»old
‘minor, Re Mesgeka, Bulletin 1277, Item 11."

Exceptions to the Hearer's Report, in the form of a letter
from one of the licensess, were filed with me pursuant to Rule
6 of State Regulation No. 16. The gist of such letter 1s that,
in all the years the licensees have been in business, they have
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been opevqthg 100 per cent within tho law and thsy protest Qnat
they are 1nnouonu in this instancs. : »

_ Hav1ng carnfuliy considered tho entire record, including the
transcript of the testimony, the Hearer's ﬁeporc and the” mptt@r
set forth in the letter, I accept the Hearer's conclusion’ thal
the defendants are gullty of the charge and I so find

However, in considering penaltyQ it app@uro that the
" licensees have an unblemished record for the past eleven. years,
that the minor was within a few months of being 21 years of age,
and was in the premises for only & short period of time. Under
2ll of the circumstances, I shall suspend defendants?! license for
five dayse , ‘

Accordingly, it is, on this 16th day of July 1959,

ORDERED ‘that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-1 for
the 1959-80 licensing year, issued by the Mayor and Council of
the Borough of Folsom to Grace Macrie Pitale and Mary Joan Pitale,
t/a Bell quuov Stere, for premises N/E corner 12th Street &
Black Horse Pike, Folsom, be and the same is hereby suspendsd for
five (5) days, commencing at 9:00 a.m., Monday, July 27, 1959 and
terminating at 9:00 a.m., Saturday, August 1, 1959,

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTOR o

© 8, DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - HINDERING INVESTIGATION - LICENSE
SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS,

In the Matter of Disciplinary : -
Pwoceedlngs against

THOMAS He IACOUZZI
t/e BUDDY 'S TAVERN
437 Palisade Avenus
Jergey City 7, N, Je

CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

"Holdeér of Plenary Retall Consumption
License (=308 (for the 1958-59 and
1559=60 licensing years), lssued by
the Municipal Board of Alcoholic
Beverage Control of the City of
Jersey Citye

Ml N S SN SN SN s

Thomas Ho. Tacourzl, Defendant=licensee, Pro P ,
Edward F, Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholle
. Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant entered a plea of not guilty to the followinn
charges

"on Sunday; May 31, 1959, between 12:15 p.m. and
12:55 p.omes while Inspectors of the Division of
“Alcoholic Beverage Control of the Dspartment of
Law and Public Safety of the State of New Jersey
were conducting an Iinvestigation, inspection and
examination at your licensed premises, you failled
to facilltate and hindered and delayed and caused
~the hindrance and delay of such investigation,
inspection and examlnation; in violation of"
RoSe 33:1-35,"



BULLETIN .1295 K | : . PAGE 15, )

When the matter came en for hearln&q defendant, appearmnv
pro so, retracted the aforesald ploa and ‘entered a plea of gullty.

‘ It appoaru from the reports. hereln that at 11:25 a.m., Sunday,
May 31, 1959, ABC Agents M and G arrived in the vicinity of defendant's
licensed premise@ and from a vantage point, observed a male enter
the hallway ad jacent to the tavern. Shortly therecafter, Agent M
proceeded. into the hallway to a rear door leading to the..llcensed
-premises and, hearing voices inside, rang the buzzer. A male
inquired, "Who is 1%?" and Agent M replied that a fellow in the
gas station directed him there and “hat he wanted to get a drinke
Recelving no response, Agent M.rejoined Agent G in front of the
tavern Where, at 12:15 p.me, they confronted Thomas Tacouzzil, the
licensee, who had emerged through the front door which he locked.
The agents ldentified themselves and asked Iacouzzi to open the
‘door, Iacouzzi refused, yelling very loudly, "You can't go into
- my place =~ you need a warrant -~ there is no one in there."
Agent G informed Iacouzzi that he was hindering their investigation
and that he would be charged with "hindering" but Iacouzzli still
refused saying, "I don't care who you are, you aren't getting in."
Agent G then entered the hallway and observed two males at the
rear door who were abbempting to gain entrance. At 12:20 pele,
Tacouzzi opened the door and the agents entered. No one was
present in the tavern but the agents seized two partially filled
, bottles of ice~cold beer which were in the kitchen sink and on the
- shelf they found a cigar box containing cashe. Agent G then went
into the enclosed back yard of the premises and discovered two
men, one of whom had been seen entering the hallway earlier,
hidlng behind a shacks, -

Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. I shall suspend.
his licengse for a period of fifteen days. Re Pault!s Tavern, Ince.,
Bulletin 1277, Item 12, No remission of the penalty will be

. granted since the confessive plea was entered on the date scheduled
- for the hearlng on the charge°

Accoralngly, 1t is, on thls 28th day of July, 1959,

. ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumption License C-308 for
the 1959=60 licensing year, issued by the Municipal Board of
"Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Jersey City to Thomas
He Tacougii, t/a Buddy's Tavern, for premises 437 Palisade Avenus,
Jersey City, be and the same is hereby suspended for fifteen (15)
days, commencing at 2:00 a.m., Tuesday, August 4, 1959, and
terminating abt 2:00 a.m., Wednesday, August 19, 1959.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
DIRECTCR
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. bst Quarter
July Aug. Sep%. oct, Nov.Dec. Jan Feb.Mars AprsMay June

S RECAPITULATION OF ACTIVITY BY QUARTERLY PERLODS FROM JULY 1, 1958 through JUNE 30, 1959
R ' Lth Quarter

ﬁRRESYSn :
Toial nunber of persons arrested
Licensees end erployess
Bootleggers
ABC sgent |mpersonstor
SE1ZURES:
Moter vehicles « cars
~ frucks
- trallers
Stills - over S0 gallons
= 50 gallons or under
Alcohol - gallons-
Wash gallons
izstllied alcoholic beverages ~ gallons
Wsnb - gallons
. Breved malt alcoholic beverages ~ gallons
- RETAIL LLICENSEES:
Premlses inspected .
Premises where alcchollc beverages geuged
Bottles gauged
Prenises where violations were found
Type of violations found
Unqualified employees
Apol!cqféon copy not available
Reg. 738.slgn not posted -
Prohobt?ed signs
Other mzrcentlle business
Disposal germif necessary
improper beer taps
Other violations
STATE LICENSEES:
Premises inspected
License epplications Investigeted
COMPLAINTS:
compleints assigned for lnvestigetion
< Investigations completed
Investigations pending
LABORATORY:
Analyses made '
Refills from llrensed premises - bottles
Bottles from unlicensed premises
IDENRTIFICATION:
Criminal fingerprint ldenfiflcaflons made

124, 55

1,292
fuo)

5%
>
122
51

Persons fingerprinted for non-criminal purposesS3
1D contacts made, w/other enforcement agencies 576

#y ldentifications via N.J.State Pollce
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS:
Cases transmitted to municipallties
Violations involved
-~ Sale during prohibited hours
"~Sale to minors .
Sale to non-members by club-licensee
Failure to close premises during
prohibited hours
Employee w/o ID card (local reg.)
Sale 1o intoxicated persons
Sale to women at a bar (local reg.)
Permitting brawl on premises
Permitting hostesses on premises
Sale outside scope of llicense
Sale of drinks on credit {local reg.)
Possessing chilled beer (DL 1icensees)
Failure to have copy of license
epplication on premises
Employing unqualified persons
Employlng female bartender (local reg.)
Permitting Foul lenguage on premises
crml?fing lottery ectivity on premlses

Cases instituted at Division
Violations involved
Sale to minors
Bale during prohiblted hours
Poszessing liguor not truly lebeled
Sale below minimum resale price

Permitting imnoral ectivity on premises

Hinder ing -investigation”

Froud end front

Conducting business as & nulsance
Permitting lottery acflvify on premlsecs

5

42
29
5
4

E 01 4 | st g

—
[=3"a]
SINO

—

N O RO\ O ONE U

2d Quarter  3d Quarter
6 ; 79
31 30
33 -39
Ia i2
1 l
- 2
7 i
1 2.
1,950.00 -
1,150.00 550400
267425 1,292400
53.20 19.71
1,714 2,780
28,879 49,666
218 141
313 189
111 61
46 35
57 16
23 7
12 15
4 , 5
5 Z
55 50
78 67
i5 25
1 103 - {vhg;
35
bz, (T50)
351 745
1y 112
114 123
32 46
1465 534
321 583
9 10
56 , 47
L0 53
35
i3 11
L 2
5 h
2 -
2 -
1 -
1 -
2 -
1 -
- 1
1 -
1 -
1 -
1 -
1 -
1 .
1‘70‘ }03"
4
{{ H
18 17
5 16
2 10 -
3
4 3
L]
5 6

7
160.00
2518875

2,391, 99 ,

1,84l

. el
$ v | et | e AN

108
150
30
2l
2

INEN Y- SU.9- 2%}

2,110.00
6 »213.75
1,418.35
146,08
2,537.01

74646
7,827
139,691
735
1,033

TS Bt
o

0

66

53

25

7
166

278~
12y

5,347
5»155.
161

16
16

»Includes one cencellation procecdlng egoinst blanlef employment permit-~femules who acted as hostesses.

*sIncludes tue cuncvllafion procecdings--License improvidently iszsued In violution of State Limltation Liw.
License Improvidently isaved to club lacklng roquiwlfc possession. of quorters,
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: o 18t quurter  2d Quarfer  3d 0uarfqr ufh Quarter .o
Julx Auh.Sgpl. 0cf.Nov.Ucc. JensFeb.Make Apr Moy Jung __ Yotol

DISCIPLINARY PROCGEDINGS (Cont inved)
Cnacs dnstituted ot Division (Conflnuod)‘
Violations involveds : ‘

Permi Hing bookmaking oh' premises 3 . T n 15
Permi $ting foul- lenguage on premlees " i y 2 Iy
Sale.to Infoxicated persons 1 i 2 2 14
Possessing indecént matter 3 1 : -2 12.
- Sale outside scope of Ilcense .3 3 3 3. 12
.Solr-permittee engaging in conduct : . : 2
prohidited to employer - 6 -2 3 }1
Pernitting gambling onpremlses - 1 4 4 09
Fatlure to have copy of llcense ' = 4
cpplicetion on premises : 2. z ? 1 8
Failure to close premises during o . :
prohibited hours . 1 5 - 1. 7
Delivery without bona Fide Involce 2 i 3 1 7
Furnishing unlenful inducements to retailer = 5 < 2 7
Permitting hostesses on premises . 2 -2 1 1 6
Employing unqual if ied persons i 2. 1. 2 6 .
eEmployee wfo.ID card (locel reg.) - 2 o2 | N 5
‘Possessing contraceptives on premlses 1 - 3 | 5
Unauthor ized trensportation’ ] - 1 3 5
Fallure to File notlce of change ln app!lcafl i 2 1 "
Solicitor vinlatlng terms of pormni - - 2 2 - 3
ldln§ end abetting unsuthorized sole - 1 1 1 -3
- Perm{{ting breul on premises - 1. 1 1 3
- Service. fo women 5% a bar {local reg.) 1 o b - 3
Fallure to file notlce of default . . = - = 2 - - 2
~ Sale on credit fo retaller in default - 2 - - 2
Unlicensed sale g¥ soliciter ' - - 2 - L= 2
single instance of ofher violations- I ‘5 M 9 22
Cases broughf by minicipalities on oun Inlflaitve o
snd reported to pivision 7 T 51 '29 ' 57 215
Violetions Irvolved ' ' 9 59 7. 78, 263
Sale fo minors A r 25 25 3% 33 119
Permitiing brawl on premi°es : Sy -8 9 43
Sale during prohibited hours T 7 15 -y 28
Conducting business es a nuleance - 5 2 - S 12
Hinder ing investigation T - 2 1 p) 6
Permliting gewbling on premises- 2 - Y 6
Failure to close prem. during prohiblfed hours 1 2 2 S
. Permitting bookmeking on premises - 1 2 4
Employee working vhile intfoxiczted - 1 - 3 Yy
Permitting immoral ectivity on premises .2 .- - -1 1 b
Sele to in+OXICc+ed persons -, 1 1 - o 3
Permitting persons of {11 repute on prenlses _ - - L3 -3
. Purchase from gmproper source - ‘2 - - - 2
"Failure to efford view Inlo preaises e . o L .
. during prohiblted hours - ol - | 2
Employing unqualifiec persons - - 1 l - 2
Permiiting lottery activity on premises. = - - - 1 1
. Single Instance of other vnolaflens g § 3 2 + 9
HEARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: . ] - . s . . .
Total number of hearings held - - 1 . - 131 149 178 - 572
- Appeals L o 16 : 16 1y 2 71
Disciplinary proceedtngs S \ 68 . - .19 . 92 109 8
Eligibility - e " lz .20 2 19 .15
Selavres -~ : : Coe o 10 8 20 Ly
Tex revocaticns T RN B 3, 11 4 25
Applications for license ' : i3 . 3 ‘ 2 i 9
STATE LICENSES AND PERMITS ISSUED: st B L ) .
Total numter issved ) b.h68 4,287 2,857 22,216 - - 33,828
Llcenses , 599 - 100 5 1 626
Exployrent permifs T : 770 © 398 354 2,611 4,133
Soliciterst » T o 162 111 210 2,816 59299
Dlsposal ' o 2mn .2l 198 N 311 997
Soclal effair '* . »226 1,11 952 T 1,456 4,759
Vine n . - 1,020 . 9 e 1,029
. Miscellaneous " . e 61 503 331 . 720 - 2,17
Trensit insignia . T © 839 750 12,773 15,088

Trensit certificates v : 8l . 8y .. 8 1,517 1,730

Ch o S * WILLIAM HOVE DAVIS
Deteds uly 15, 1959 ~ . - O . - DIRECTOR -
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- 10. DISCIPLINARY PIOQLPD[NQ :"’ALCOHOLIC_BLVJRAGLS NOT TRULY LﬁuELED -
B LTQEN\“ SU PLNDL) FOR 10 DAYb, LE$S POR PLEA,

- In the Mﬂttor of Disciplinary"vlmlf ?éégh"

. Proceedings against I LR,

" PREDERTCK WOLF,.TNC, o
7000 Jackson Street .%?,CONOLUSIONSw
Guttenoorg, Ne Ja --AAVD ORDBR

Holder of Plenary Retail ConSumptlon
License C-2 {for the. 1958—59}and _
1959~60 licensing years), u =;;;*}»
the Board of Council of thevTOWn ofgj ﬂj‘

Guttenberg. d e

)
)
),p. R
)

Defendant~1icensee, by Frederick Wolr, President. o
William Fo Wood, ﬁsq,, Appear*ng ‘for ‘the Division of Alcoholic_._
_ BeVerage Conbrol. ,g_

BY: THE DIRECTOR.

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that it
" possessed on 1ts licensed premIses an alcoholic beverage in a =
bottle bearing a Yabel which-did not  truly describe 1its contents,,
in: v1olation of Rule 27 of State Regulation No.A2O.. R .

- On May 27, 1959, an. ABC agent tested the defendant's open’
bottles of alcoholic beverages (40 bottles) and seized a quart :
bottle of "Four Roses Blended. Whiskey ‘86 Proof", the contents of -
which appeared to be off in proof and color. - Subsequent analysis
by the Division chemist disclosed ‘that. when compared: with an
analysis of the genuine product, the contents of said bottle

varied in proof, solids and'acids.

. Defendant has no priorwadjudioated record. I shall suspend :
defendant's license for ten?days. Re Meola, Bulletin 1285, .
Item 12, TIive days will be~remitted for. the plea entered herein,
leaving a net. suspension of-fiVe days.__ S :

Accordlngly, 1t is,.on,this 27th day of July, 1959, _

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License c-2 for
the 1959~60 licensing year, 1asued’ by the Board of Council of
the Town of Guttenberg to Frederick “Wolf, Inc., for premises
7000 Jackson Street, Guttenberg, beand the. same is hereby o
suspended for five (5) days, commenc1ng ‘at 3:00 a.ife Monday,
August 3, 1959, and tprminating at 5 00 a.m., Saturday, '
August 8, 19590 . o T _ : : ,

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
S DIRECTOR '

11, STATE LICENSES - NEW'APPLICATION PILED.

Park Beverages, A Corporation
t/a Park Beverages :
- 15-17 Hackengack Avenue:
Ridgefield Park, N. J. : ' BT
Application filed August 27 1959 for place to-place transfer
of State Beverage- Distributor's 1icense SBD 173 to include
addltional space, .\»w) .
7 !\u

f

. \.- ‘
o ‘} T
(;)‘/ f\ \', o \/"‘) f\,“\ A \{ »‘(\)

William Howe Davis
L Director

New ‘,l@xrg@y State ub@”@m@ S



