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STATE OF NEW JERSEY
. Department of Law and Public Safety
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL
' 1060 Broad Street Newark 23 W, J.

» ’BULLE‘TE}I. 005 < S L  MARCH. 16, 1954 |

1. SPECIAL EERMITS - EFFWGWIVE MAY l 195% ISSU&NGE OF SPECIAL TO , TP :

. AND TR PERMITS. DISCONTINUED - IN LIEU THEREQF, APPLICANTS ‘FOR PRIVILEGEQ

PREVIOUSLY GRANTED BY SAID PERMITS MUST APPLY FOR SPECIAL TL PERMITS -~

.. HEREIN OF DISTINCTION BETWEEN PRIVILEGES AFWORDED BY SPECTAL TL PERMITS
vﬁND TRANSPORTATION LTCENSES

JTO HOLBEES OF SPECIAL TO; TP AND TR PERMLTS EXPIRING APRIL 30, 1954e
o IMP@RTANT NOTICE WITﬁ RESPEGT TO DISCONTINHING SPECIAL TG TP

AND TR PERMITS AND COMBINING THE PRIVILEGES THEREQF INTO NEW
SPECIAL TL PERMITS TO BECOME EFFECTIVE MAY 1 1954

o All speclal permits presently designated as Speclal 'TO,- TPf“"ﬁ“ B
'Permlts will -expire at midnight on April 30, 1954 and the- perllegesithere*
- tofore conferred upon the holders .of such permits will termlnate at that o

;»tlme°~~ : : o A

. Prectical and administrative experience hae shown that confusion
»has ‘arisen .in- maﬁy instances after issuance of these ‘respective permits
for .a number of. reasons ;~including the fallure of many applicants and =~
.permittees to familiarize themselves with the limited privileges afforded
. by each type of such permit. By way of example, the holder of a Special
.TO Permit which privileged him to. pick up alecoholic beverages only at the
lleensed premises of a New Jersey manufacturer, wholesaler or publiec ware-
house, would attempt to pick up alecholic: beverages at pilers of import
~ within this State, a privilege conferred only upon the holder of a TP .
permit; convevsely, ‘the holder of a Special TP~ Permit which authori7ed
pick ups at piers in this State for immediate transportation to points
cutside of this State would attempt to pick up aleocholic beverages at the
licensed premises of a New Jersey manufacturer wholesaler or public Ware—f
. house, This failure by kholders of TO -mP and TR permits to distinguish =
the dlfference in the termg of. these | permlts has resulted in many = o
_1nstanees ef 1mproper and illegal transportation of aleoholic beverages

_ Aecerdlngly, I deem it adv1sable that the pr1v11egee heretolere
conferred by the separate types of Special TO, TP and TR Permits shall ‘
be combined into one permit to be de31gnated as a2 Special TL Permit whieh
will authorize its holder to exercise any and all of the privileges here -
tofore conferred by the foregelng ﬁndividual permits, namely° ’ 5

(1) To transport alcohollc beverages from the 1lcensed premwses,

warehouse or salesroom of a New Jersey licensed manufacturer or whole-
. saler or from a 1lcensed publlc warehcuse directly to points out51de New

‘Jersey, ' _ ,

: (2) To transport aleoholic beverages between piers of 1mport and
export in the State of New Jersey; to transport alcohoelic beverages from
: points outside New Jersey directly to plers of .export within this State
‘and to transport alcoholic beverages from piers of 1mport witnin New '
Jersey dlfectly to peinﬁs eut81de of this State; and

. (3) To - transport, on return shipment, alcoholie beverages or1gin~"'
, ally Wlthdrawn fr@m New Jersey by the permittee . 4 ‘

. . The f'ee for ‘the permit combining the foregoing priv1leges shall be
~$25 O@ and shall accompany the prescribed application (form enclosed) in
cash, money: order or. eerulfied cheek drawn to the order of D1V1sion o?
Aleehelic Beverage Contrcl :
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transportfation certificate. The fee for each transportati
cate is $2.00 and must likewise accompany the application f0
transportation certificate (form enclosed) in cash, money < or .
certified check drawn to the order of Division of Alcohell‘ age
Gentrol A .

Before the special permit may be 1ssued ‘a proper bond must be
filed with the Division of Taxation, Beverage Tax Bureau, Room 316,
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, New Jersey, and for information concern-
ing the form and amount of such bond, inguiry should be made directly
to that agency. Particular care should be taken to insure. that the
bond refers to the type of permit as being a Special TL Permit and not
a Special TO, TP or TR Permlt as heretofore.

It should be b@rne in mind that fthe Special TL Permit does not
euthorlze deliveries of aleoholic beverages to the New Jersey premlses
Cof any manufacturer, wholesaler, public warehouse, except return ship-
ments as indicated above, and does not allow pick ups from or deliveries
to the New Jersey terminals of connecting transporters. These privi-
leges are available only to holders of transportation licenses (issued
pursuant to R. S. 33:1-13) as dlstlngulshed from transportatlon permits.

? : ~ WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS ?
Dated March 10, 1954 » . - Director. o

2, APPELLATE DECISIONS - MARKET LIQUOR STORE GCORP. v. NEWARK

MARKET LIQUOR STORE CORP. ) .

X .”Appellantj ) ‘

' -Vs- - , A ) - T ON APPEAL . B
MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC =~ . CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY )

OF NEWARK, N

Respondent
Richard F. Burnett Esq., Attorney for Appelilant.
Horace S. Bellfatto, Esq > by George B. Astley, Esq., Attorney for -
, Respondent.

BY THE DIBECTOR"‘

- Thls is an appeal from the denlal of appellant's appllcatlon o]
transfer its plenary retail distribution license from 41 Market Street
to ‘9 Avon Agenue, Newark

: Pursuant to the prOV1Sions of Rule 8 of State Regulatlons No. 15,
this appeal was presented upon tThe. stenographlc transcript of the
hearing below and addltlonal testlmony glven at the hearlng of the
appeal , . A

Appellant has conducted its business at 44 Market Street since
December 1933. The testimony indicates that its business is lodal in
-character and that it has no regular delivery service. At fhe hearing
herein Millicent Kaplan, Treasurer .of appellant corporation, testified
that, when the business was established, there was a residential area
and a shopping area in that neighborhood but that recently many of the
residential buildings have been demoelished and numerous business places
have ceased to exist. This witness also testified that parklng is now

i
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prohibited in the viecinity of the licensed premises between 7:00 a.m. and
11:00 a.m. and between 4:00 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. It is also apparent from
her testimony that the rent to be paid at 79 Avon Avenue Would be much
‘smaller than the rent now paid at 44 Market Street. :

- The evidence taken at the hearing below shows that the premises known
as 79 Avon Avenue consist of a small store which is one of a row ofAeight
stores located in a business zone. Doctors Hospital-is located at 59-65
“Avon Avenue. There are many residences on the opposite side of Avon Avenue
and the slde streets are re51dential in character.

At the hearlng below Doctor Irving E. Fink, Director of the Hospital,
testlfled that he was opposed to the granting of the transfer "because on
occaslon we have had to stop the help and the visitors from bringing in
liguor into the hospital." Mr. Henry C. Colling, Chairman of the Board of
Trustees of St. James A. M. Church testifled that he opposed the transfer -
because 79 Avon Avenue is located in the Third Ward and "the Third Ward
has a reputation of belng a place which 1is seething with crime, with
~juvenile delinquency.'" Three persons residing on the opposite side of
Avon Avenue and four persons residing on Hillside Place appeared at the
hearlnr to oppose the transfer

An ordinance of the City of Newark prohibits the transfer of a plenary
retail distribution license within 750 feet of an existing place of busines
similarly licensed. The ordinance would not prevent the transfer herein
beoause the nearest place similarly licensed is 769.53 feet from 79 Avon
Avenue. Nevertheless, the evidence indicates that three plenary retail
distribution licenses and four plenary retall consumptlon licenses have
- ‘been -issued for premises within 1,000 feet (measured by walking dlstance)
of 79 Avon Avenue.

- At the cloqe of the hearing below Commlssioner D!'Alessio statea’

”I belleve that I oould say without contradiction that there are
? more liquor outlets, both retail consumption and retail distribu-
P tion licenses, in the third ward in proportion to the population
. -an@ relation to the size of the ward in general than in any other,
locality in the city of Newark. As one of the spokesmen for the
] obJectors sald, we are confronted with conditions in that ward,
and in a good many spots 1ln that ward, which are not oleasant,
and they are very difficult to cope w1th : :

"This Board does not feel that this locatlon of another liquor out-
let anywheres in that section will do anything to help the nelgh-
borhood in any way. We have a number of people here who have
bought homes, who own property and who probably bought in that
particular section because they felt it was a little better,
cleaner than in other sections in the third ward where they may
live. The Board does not feel that these people should have their

_properties hurt in any way or that their right to llve quietly and
vpeacefxllw disturbed in any manner Whatsoeveﬂ

e do not think there is a necessity for another liguor outlet in
that section of the Clty We don't think the applicant has proved
bhe necessity for it or has he proved in any way that it will
benefit the nelighborhood or the people in the neighborhcod, and for

.~ that reason the Board will disapprove of the application for a
transfer.

The transfer of a llquor llcense is not a right 1nherent in the
1icense but is, rather, a privilege which the issulng authority may grant
or deny in the exercise of a reasonable discretion. VanSchoick v. Howell,
Bulletin 120, Item 6. The question whether a license should be trans-
ferred to a partlcular location is a matter confided to the sound discre-
tion of the issuing authority. The burden of showing that the issuing
authority abused ite discretion rests with appellant.  Segal v, Clifton,
Bulletin 732, Item 5; Minsky v. Woodbridge, Bulletin 897, Item 3.
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respondent was erroreons Rule 6 of State Reéulatlons No
the action of respondent Wlll we affirmed. :

L Accordlnbly, it is, on thls lst d&y of Maroz, 1954

ORDERED bh&t the aotlon of respondent be and the' same "1 [
sualflrmed, and. the appeal hereln be and the same ;S hereby dlsmlssed

 WILLTAM HOWE DAVIS -
il Dlrector : &

33% APPELLATE DECISIONS - EANA INC V PLEASANTVILLE
EANA, INc., 1 B
' Appellant, . . .-

- -ON- APPEAL

—ve- CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER

COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY
?fOW PLEASANTVILLE

Respondent )

I .:... . R : N

_._.._.._;..’_'__._...__....._—___._—-...—......,_.._.._..,

Isaac. C. Glnsburb Bsq.; Attorney for Agpeliant
Louis D. Champlon, Esq., Attorney: :for: Respondent

BY THE DIRBC“OR

This appeal 1s from the'action -of respondent in denying a. pergon=-
to-person transfer of a plenary retall consumption liecense from Walter
Lash to aopelianc, or premlses 323 Sontn Main Street Pleasantv1lle

~ An application for transfer of the 1lcense in questlon was denled
by respondent on November 16, 1953. Four of the seveh ‘members of the '
Council voted agalnst the transfer, one member voted in:favor thereof
and two members were not present at the meeting.: The" attorneys for- the
parties to the instant appeal have stipulated, on behalf: of their .
respective clients, that all statutory .and formal requirements: with™
reference to the appllcation and fllan thereof have been fully complled ‘
with. : :

'Thevappellent contends th@t the action of tne respondent'xn*deny*
ing the transfer should be reversed: upon the~folloW1ng gronnds - '

"The actlon -of" the C;ty of Pleasantv1lle is erroneous in thau noé
hearing was granted .to the appellant on saild appllcatlon for - -
transfer; in that no reason was assigned for the refusal of said .
transfer; and that the governing boedy of the.City of PleasantV1lle‘
abused 1ts ‘discretion in the refusal of said transfer, 1f in fact-

it had any discretion in the oremlses, ano said aotlon Was arbl—
trary and without: legal gustifioatwon e SR A

" The resoondent avers that its action was fully Justlfied and that
there was no abuse of -discretion and sets forth the- follow1ng reasons

"The appellant entered a plea of non vult to charges preferred
against it. before the Township Committee of. Egg: Harbor- Township
that on December 7, 1951 and December 28, 1951 it did sell,
service and deliver.and allow, permit and. suffer the service and
delivery of. alcoholic beverages directly,. or 1nd1rectly, to per- -
sons under the age of" twenty-one years and éid -allow, permit and
suffer the consumption of alcoholic beverages: by such: persons
~upon the licensed premises, all in:violation: of Rule 1'of State’
Regulatlons No. 20, as the result whereof its license was:sus--
pended by the said Townshlp of Egg Harbor for the perlod of ten
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days effective February 18, 1952 at midnight, Eastern Standard
Time. This respondent therefore charges that by reason ‘of the
convietion of the said appellant for saild two offenses, as

" stated, the said Eana, Inc. is barred and prohibited from‘hav~’
ing any license of any class issued to it under the provisions |
of Section 33:1-25 of the Revised Statutes of New Jer&ey, pro-
v1d1ng

'No license of any class shall be issued to any indi-
vidual who is an alien; to any person under the age of
twenty-one years; to any person who has been convicted
of a crime involving moral turpitude; or to any person
who has been twice convicted in a court of criminal
jurisdiction of violation of this chapter.'’

"Said plea of non vult is tantamount to & convietion and the ap=-
pellant was, therefore guilty of the crime of the sales of
alcoholic beverages to minors and permitting the consumption
~ of such alccholic beverages upon the licensed premises by said
. minors and was convicted of two violations of said cited statute.

"Council exercised its discretion and denied the said applica-
tion for transfer in the interest of the citizens and req1oents
of the City of Pleasantville.

"The said appellant in its conduct of the Turkey Ranch in Egg
Harbor Township during the years 1950-51-52 and part of 1953
did not conduet, operate and control the sale of intoxicating
‘liquors and the consumption thereof in the &aid Turkey Ranch

An such manner as to be conducive to the welfare of The citi-=
zens and residents of Egg Harbor Township."

- ‘The parties hereto have filed an "Agreed Statement of Facts'
“included in which is the following:

"Cherges were preferred before the Township Committee of Egg
Harbor Township charging Eana, Inc., trading as Turkey Ranch
. Cafe, Pire and Delilah Roads, Farmington, Egg Harbor Township, -

. the holder of Plenary Retail Consumption License No. C-9
issued to it by the Township of Egg Harbor with the sale,
service and delivery and allowing, permitting and offering the
.service and delivery of alcohollc beverages directly or indi-~

: fectly to persons under the age of twenty-one years and allow-
-ing, permitting and offering for consumption, alcoholic

- beverages by such persons upon the licensed premises on or
about December 7, 1951 and December 28, 1951 in violation of

ule 1 of State Regulations No. 20; thatat a hearing duly held

upon said charges on the 18th day of Fevruary, 1952, the said
Eana, Inc., trading as Turkey Ranch Cafe, entered a plea of
non vult to said charges whereupon the Township Committee of
Egg Barbor Township resolved and ordered 'That plenary retail
consumption license No. C-9 heretofore issued by the Township
of Egg Harbor to Eana, Inc., trading as Turkey Ranch Cafe

for premises PFire and Delllaa Road, Egg Harbor Township, be
suspended for a period of ten (10) days effective February 18,
1952 at midnight, BEastern Standard Time.'" . '

Henry M. Warke, Chairman of the Egg Harbor Township Committee,
testified that during the years 1951, 1952 and 1953 appellant held a
liguor license in Egg Harbor Township; that, before issuance of said
license to appellant or granting renewals thereof, an investigation was

- conducted which disclosed nothing objectionable in the manner in which
~ the licensed premises were operated; that the appellant was charged by
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‘the issuing authority of Egg Harbor Township on one’ ocoa81en of’sale
‘of alcoholic beverages to a minor, .as a result of which its cénse
‘was suspended for a perlod of ten. daye, that he"did not. ree the
other chairge in the same. proceedlna of sale of beer to a minor; that,
during the period the appellant operated the premises in Egg Harbor

" Township, Semuel Barshady (President.of :appellant corporation) made

" two separate complaints before the local municipal Magﬂstrate agalnst
a person 1in each case for actlng in a dlsorderiy manner on- the appel-
lant's licensed premises. . A o

“ Four character w1tnesses were. produced by the appellant Who tes-
tified that at various times they visited appellant's licensed premises
in Egg Harbor Township ana from their observatlon it was: conducted in
a repoectabTe manner. -

‘ Samue¢ Barshady, President.of appellant corporation and owner of
998 of the 100 shares. of its.: outqtendlno capltal stock), testifled that
the premises” formerly ooerated by appellant ﬂn Eg ﬁchOf Township
were condwctee in an oreefiy La hion. : o :

The respondeau proeiced no w1tneoses on the date of the heering
nereim ) v i ; v -

Resoondent'e atterney, in support of -the respondent's detion,
argues that, because of appellant's past record for sale of alcoholic
beverages to minors and permitting the consumptlon thereof by said
minors upon 1ts licensed premises, wnder the provisions of R. S.
33+1-25 it is forever berfed and pPOhlbited from haV1nb any 110ense of
any claes is eued to it. This contentwon 18 uneound S

It is amparent that appellant was. - not nonv:wted in ia ‘eourt of
criminal Jurisdiction of violating the provisions of the Alcoholic
Beverage Law but. was found guilty in disciplinary proceedirigs. The
former are criminal in nature and .are aimed at the offending licensee.
The latter are civil in nature (Re Gahr) Bulletin 377, Item 7) and are
directed mainly against the privilege or license. Re Messing and }
Ruisi, Bulletin 392, Item 12. In view of. the fact that respondent's
action was baged primarily upon a misunderstanding. or. misconception of
the law in this regard, the matter of the granting or denying of the
apbllcotlon for transfer of license will be remanded to respondent for
its proper. action to be taken after necessary conslderation of the _
merlts and with no expression of .opinion herein as to whethier the pend-.
ing apQ¢lCthGﬁ should be granted or denied., See Paterson Grill Owners
Assoc. v. Paterson, Glazer and Speshock, and White v. Paterson, Glazer"
and Speshock, Bulletin 545, Item.l; The Great Atlantic & Pacific- Tea Co.

v, Newark, Bulletin 691, Item 10. ‘Cf Dromsky v. Pennsauken, Bulletin

524, Item 12; huremsxy v.. Trenton, Bulletln L23, Item 11. -Cf. also,
Moneseon V. Lwhewooo, Bulletin 8&7, Item 63 Fedder V. Asbugy Park
'Builetln 875, Item 7. .

Accordlngly, it.1is, on thls 4th day of March 1954

ORDERED that the pfoceedlngs herein be and the same are hereby
remanded to respondent for 1ts further consideration con51stent with law
ane bhlS ‘opinion. : :

_ WILLIAN HOWE DAVIS
i Dlrector



Pated: March 1, 1954,

Director,
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b, ACTIVITY REPORT FOR FEBRUARY 1354 & ‘

ARRESTS: : .
Total number of persons arrested - - ~ = « = = « - e mm e e e = e e e e e e e e = zf

Licensees anc emcloyees =ve = = = w v = =« &« 11
BSOTLERUEFS = =~ = = = = 2.2 = wim v o . m . 25 ¢

SEIZURES:
MOTOr VENICIES =« C&rS = = v = = = o = = 6 o o o o m e == m = e m e e m e e e e e = = 8
Stills - over 50 gellons = « = = = =« = = -~ = e e e e m e mm = e e e e = = 1
- 50 gzllons or UNGEr = = = = ~ = = = = 4 4 4 e b Chh 4 e ke e e s e e e m e e e e - 3
Aleohol - gallons = = = = = w o 4 4 & e o 4024 o oo s e e e e e e e e 2 e e e .~ %0400
Mosh - gallons = = = = = ~ = = = v v o o o 4~ - * e e e e e e o - - e e == == 6,950,059
Distilled alcoholic beverz GEES - GALIONS =~ = = - e e o s e e ek e e e e - o - R 7978
Wing = QalIONS = = = = = = = o o e ot L o h e ek g e e m e e A e e e e e e m e e — e - 5.71
Breved malt zlcoholic Beverzges - gedlons == = = = = - = = = = ‘e e e s e e ... - 10.41
RETAIL LICENSEES:
PremiSes LNSPECEd = = = = = & o o = v o e e e e e e e ma s e e e e m w e e e e e 1,063
Premises where slcoholic beversges wire gouged < = = = « = = « - B T T 597

BOTH1ES CEUEEH = = = = = = = = = = @ = = = @ % = e m e o e m e e e mm e e e e e e 11,090
Premises where Violations were FOUNG = = = = o = = = = = = w @ = = @ o 2 = @ o e m = — == e oo 105
Violations found = = = o = = o o = 4 m d m e o e m m d o m e e e e o m e e e e e e 145

Tyoe of vicletions found: Prohibited signs = - = = = = = = = = - & Z
Unwualified empleyees - - = - = 2w < = - 66 Other mercentile business - - - » - = - - -
Reg. #38 sign not posted - = ~ = = =« = ~ = - 7 Gembling CEVICES = = = - = o = = = = = - i
Disposal permit necessery = - ~ = = ~ - « = A &O?her viclationg = = - = = = - - - “ - 8¢

STATE LEICENSEES:

Premises inspected = = = = = = = - . . wm o - e f e e e e e - - . U é
License goplications investigattd = = « = = o o o = o o 4 2 0 2 0o o o= oo U 9

COMPLAINIS: .

Complaints assigned for investigetion - - = « = = - - N e e e e e e e e o e e e e e e e 193
Investigations comulefed = = = « v « = = o o = w « = o e m e - - - - = - - = e e e e e e o 360
Investigetions pending = = - = = = = —. T e e e e e e e m e m e e e e e o 4 e e e e - 435

LABORATORY:

Anelyses Made « - = = = = = = = . e e m e e m o o e e e e mm e o o e o e e e e e — — — e - 106

Bottles from unlicensed promisSes = - = = = = = = o = 0 o = = = = = B T T z5
IDENTIFICATIGN BUREAU: ' .

Criminel fingerprint identificetions mege = = = = = = = = = = = =« < e e e - I - - 19
Persons fingerprinfed for non-crimingl SUrP0SES = = = = = = o o w4 4w e v b0 b h e e o e e e 1l
IdentTfication cuntacts mace with otner enforcement BEENCIES = = = = = = = = = = = = = m e e - 142
Motor venricle identifications vie N J. Stefe Police f“l;?y¢l ------------------- 3

DISCIPLINARY FROCEEDINGS:
Ceses trensmittea fo mUﬂlClpcilleb ------------------ e e e v e .- 9
- Violetions invelved:
Solc TO MINOIS = « = = 5 = = - e v - - e - 5
Szle during prohibited hours = = = = = - - = %
Permitting brawl on premises = « = = = = = - 1
Cases institufed at DlVlSIOh T T T 15
Violations invuive Unqual ifiva employes - « '« - = = = = - o
Szle 10 MiNOFS = = = = = = = = = = « = - - 5 Permitting Femeles at ber (locel reg.) -1
. Sele curing prohibited hours = = » = = - ~ - L Permitting foul lensuzge on 1rcm|sas - -1
Permitting immoral sctivity on premises - - 3 Possessing contrecectives on premises - - 1
Frevd end front = = = = o = = oo om0 o o 2 Feilure to closc premises auring
Sele below minimum resele prlCc ~~~~~~ £ prohibited hours = = = « = - = = - 1
Permitting Drawl on premises - « -~ = - - - - 1 Solicitor furnishing prohibited equip-
Conducting business s & nuisente = = .~ - - 1 ent & gifts to retailer - - - -« = 1
Cases brought by municivulities.on own initiative and rep urf G 1o Division = = = e = @ v w = » =« = 1
Vielations involved:
Permitting brawls on premizgs - = = ~ « - = .3 Sale to infoxicated persons - -'= - - - - |
Sale during prohibitec hours = = « = = - - - 2 Permitting immorzl wctivity on premises - 1
Sale fo minors = « = = = = = « - = - -« - - 2 Sele to nen-members by club = = » - = - = |
Permitting bookmeking on premises - - - - - 1 wernjitting persons of ill repute on
Permitting lottery ectivity on premises ¢~ - 1 DFEMISES = = = = = = = - m - - 1
HEARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: .

Total number of hearings helG = = = = = = = = = = = = = = « =« T ué
ADPESBLS = w = e m e o e e e e e e - . e - - &  Seizures = < - = = = - - - - === ]
Disciplinary proccedihes = = = = = = = « = - « - 2y Tex revocetions = - - = - - R 1
ELigibility = = = = o o o e v v e v e e e o 11 #pplications for ticense = - = = = w0~ -

PERMITS 1SSUED: Y
Totzl number of permits ISSUED = = = = = = = o o o o m m o m e o e e e e e e e e e e e m e - uz
Employment - - - - - e = e e e === omow o= 102 Social Bffeirs - e - - - - n e (- - ~ LOL
Solicitors! = = = = = w2 = - - e - . - 89  Special wing - = = = = = = = = - - - - z
Disposal of wlesholic beveruens e L HMiscelleneous = « = = = = o v v o 2o 9u&
¢ William Howe Davis
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5. gISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS '- SALE TO MINORS - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR
O DAYS L

In the Matter of Disciplinary ST Vogm ¥R
Proceedings against v ‘ ‘ o

SANTI L, CUCCI
T/a MAPLE GROVE
Maple Rd. at_ Birch Lane - ==
P. 0. Box 48 " . L
,Lincoln Park N J,, Tt

Holder of Plehary Retail Consump="
_tion License C: =4, issued by the .

Mayor -ané Counctl of - the Borougty - SRR e I
of Linecoln Park. .. . ... . \). T I .i

L
H
1

iz
T

“CONCLUSIONS =~
- e - AND. ORDER e o~ Bnioes

A ‘ (
5
N N L > I
P :
e .
¥

Defendant 1icensee”
Edward F Ambr@se, Esq 3 appearing,fcr Dlvision of Alcoholic

"ls; OnuFBLdayxnight,«Novemben‘QY,wl953mand.on;Friday.nighty
Decémber 4; 1953, you -s0ld, served-and delivered and allowed;"
permitted and. suffered the sale, service and delivery of alc.o.;._,
holic beverages; directly -or- indirectly, -at your licensed :
premises to Donald B, ===, Richard T. =-=--, and Robert I. =
persons under. the age of  twenty-one . {21). ‘years,) and’ allowed,
penmitted -and- suffered the consumption of- alceholic beverage
by - such pePSth'in ang upon your licenséd premisesy'ln vidl'

and- delivery of alcoholic beverages; directly o~ indireotly, at
your licensed psemises te Edward.me, & _person under the &gé’
of twentywone (21} yearsﬂsand allowed permitted,and suffered

A

upon your.llcensed pﬁe
Regulations Nod 20

BULLETIN 1005

cm gy
‘ 3)?: 3 {;3:»&»‘ =2

"3, On Friday night ' Décémber 11, 1953, you sold, served and\I ‘

delivered:and- allowed;permitted: and suf fered -the. saley serviece:i
and delivery ‘of alcgholic! beverages directly or” ihdirectly, at
your licensed premises; 5o, F/1c Ma

Robert A. -and- Elizabeth s, persons under the age of
twenty=0ne (21) years, and allowed, permitted and suffered” the
consumption of .alcoholic. beverageslby such. persons .in’ and upon
your licensed premises, in violatlcn of»Rule 1 of State Regu» v
latlons No. 20, v ; Jj

9t

plea of not guilty to all charges

Defendant orlginally entere”“”

However, at thé hearing, but. prior to;. ‘the taking of ‘testimony, he. With-“~:

drew his plea of not guilty to charge (3) and entered a plea of non
vult thereto. After five witnesses testified on behalf of the Divi-
sion, the defendant withdrew his plea of not gullty to charges (1) and
(2) ana entered a plea of non vult to said charges.

The file in the instant case discloses that on November 27, 1953
and on December 4, 1953 a female employee of defendant sold and served
alecoholic beverages 0 .three, mlnops, aged 15, 16 and 17 years, respec-
tively. Also, on December i, 1953, a male employee of defendant sold
and served alcocholic beverages to the three minors aforementioned, and
to another minor who was 15 years of age. Again, on December 11, 1953,
a male employee and a female employee of defendant sold amd served-:
alcoholic beverages to three minors, two of whom were 19 years of age
and one of whom was 16 years of age.

S
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No reasonable or justifiable excuse may be accepted for the sale
and service of alcoholic beverages to minors, especilally the two 15, the
16 and 17-year-old boys

Defendant has no prior adjudicated record. In view of the ages of
four of the minors and the number of minors involved, I shall suspend
defendant's license for a period of sixty days. Since the confessive plea
on charge (3) was not entered until the day . .of the within hearing and the
confessive pleas on charges (1) and (2) were not entered until after the
Division had presented the greater part of its case, I will deny any remis-
sion of the penalty because of said pleas. Licensees have every opportunit
and sufficient time to determine whether or not they have a defense to the
Division's charges. They cannot be permitted to gamble on the strength of
the Division's case and then, finding it too strong to controvert, change
their plea. Cf. Re Orlando, Bulletin 863, Item 8. .

Accordingly, it is, on this 19th day of February, 1954,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License €C-4, issued by the
Mayor and Council of the Borough of Lincoln Park to Santi L. Cucci, t/é
Maple Grove, Maple Road at Birch Lane, Lincoln Park, be and the.same is
hereby suspended for a period of sixty (60) ‘days, commencing at 2: OO a.m.
March l, 1934 and termlnatlng at 2: OO a.m. April 30, 1954,

WILLIAM HOWE. DAVIS
Director.

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SOLICITOR'S PERMIT - ENGAGING iN CONDUCT
- PROHIBITED TO EMPLOYER - FURNISHING GIFTS - PERMIT SUSPENDED FOR 20
DAYS ~LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of DlSClplinary
Proceedlngs agalnst

CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

MAX HOCHMAN
555 South 17th Street
~Newark 3, N. J.,

‘Holder of Solicitor's Permit #2979,

issued by the Director of Alcoholic

Beverage Control.-

Max Hochman, Defendant-permittee, Pro Se.

Dav1d S. Piltzer, Esq R appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendant has pleaded non vult to the following charges:

"l. On divers days during October 1953, you, the holder of a
solicitor's permit, engaged in conduct prohibited to your employer,

- Charles Jacquin Et Cie, Inc., holder of a New Jersey plenary whole-
sale license for premises 2633 Trenton Avenue, Philadelphia 25, Pa.,
by regulations adopted under the Alcoholic Beverage Law, as follows:

(a) You, directly and indirectly, furnished by sale, loan, :
gift and otherwise, and delivered equipment, signs and advertising
matter, viz., thermometers advertising your employer's alcoholic
beverages, to various New Jersey retail licensees and thelr licensed
premises, which conduct was prohibited.to your employer by Rule 1 of
State Regulations No. 21; and
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(b). You-gave samples of-alcoholic beverages other thaﬁ'ﬁélt

alcohollc beverages, v1z s 1/10 pint bettles of Jacqul‘“

Jersey retail ilcenseee, whlen conduot was prohlblted t Yot
-~ employer by Rule 10 of State Regulations No. 34; and. *
. (c) You sold and delivered to various New Jersey reﬁal_
~licensees bottles of alecoholic beverages, viz. '%" A
bottles. of Jacquin's Anisette, Blackberry and Rock and. Rye . "+
cordials, of less than the minimum standard fill of 1/2 pint -~
. as preecrlbed by Rule 1 of State Reﬂulatlons No. 23, .whighme -
- .¢conduct was, prohlblted to your employer by Rule 3 of Sbate g
Regulatlons ‘No. 23; - _ :

'fall of Whlch conduct by you.was 1n V1olat10n of Rule 12 of
State Regulations No. 14 S .

"2. On divers. days during ‘October 1953, you,. the holder of
a solicitor's permit employed by a wholesaler of alcoholic bev-—
erages other than malt alcoholic beverages, furnlshed dLPectlyv
and indirectly, to various New Jersey retail 110ensees gifts,
things of value (by sale,. loan, gift and otherwise) and induce-
ments, viz., aavertlslng thermometers and .1/10 pint bottles of
Jacquin's Anisette, Blackberry and Rock and Rye cordials and
grenadine syrup (a non-alcoholic beverage); in v1olat10n of
Rule 3 of State Regulations No 35." :

The file herein alscloses that defendant is employed as a mission-
ary man 1n New Jersey by Charles Jacquin Et Cie, Inc. "During the montn
of October 1953 .defendant obtained at his employer's warehouse in .
Philadelphia twenty-four: thermometers (bearing the name of his employer)
and two dozen assorted minlature bottles each containing I1/10 pint of '
Jacquin's cordials and non-alcoholic grenadine. While visiting the
licensed premises of various retail licensees in New Jersey defendant
gave to various retailers about fifteen of the thermometers and ten or
twelve of the miniatures. Apparently this distribution was not author-
ized by defendant's employer.

Defendant has no prior record as the holder of a sollcitor s per-
mit. He obtained his permit on September 25, 1953. The records of ,
this Division show that, after making distribution of the &bove items,
defendant called at the offices of this Division; that he was then
advised that the distribution of saild items was not permissible in New
Jersey, and that he thereaftfer attempted to recover the items from the -
various retailers. Under all the circumstances I shall suspend defend~
ant's permit for a period of twenty days. Five.days will be remitted -
for the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension of fifteen days.

Accordingly, it is, on this 24th day of February, 1954,

ORDERED -that Solicitor's Permit #2979, issued by the Director of
Alcoholic Beverage Control to Max Hochman, 555 South 17th Street,
Newark, N. J., be and the same is hereby suspended for fifteen . (15)
days, commencing at 9:00 a.m. March 8, 1954, and termlnating at 9:00
a.m. March 23, 1954 ’ , _ , _

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS L
Dlrector '
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7. STATE BEVERAGE DISTRIBUTOR. LICENSE - OBJECTIONS TO TRANSFER OF LICENSE
‘ HELD TO BE WITHOUT MERIT. :

In the Matter of ObJectlons to an
Application for Transfer of State
Beverage Distributor's License
SBD-28 from Parkway Beverages, Inc.
562 Washington Avenue, Belleville,
to o

CONCLUSIONS

RAYMOND EDWARD TAG
809 Bayway Avenue
Elizabeth, N. J.

. . , ~ R

Alec T. Pecorettl, Esq s Attorney for Appllcant . Raymond Edward Tag°
Julius R. Pgllatschek, Esq , Attorney for Union County Retail Liguor
Stores Association, Objector.

BY THE DIRECTOR

Written;objections to the granting of the application for transfer
of the license having been filed, a hearing was held on February 3, 1954,

At the hearing the attorney who appeared for one of the objectors
alleged that, because of the large number of retail licenses issued in
Elizabeth and because numerous State Beverage Dlstrlbutors service that
City and surrounding communities, there is no need for an ‘additional
license to service that area..

‘ From the testimony it'appears that Parkway Beverages, Inc. has held
a State Beverage Distributor's license since July 1946. While its prineci-
pal office is located at 562 Washington Avenue, Belleville, it has an
additional warehouse at 83-89 Albert Street, Woodbrldge Thomas W. Handlon,
Secretary and Treasurer of Parkway Beverages, Inc., testified that about
forty per cent. of its business is conducted from 1ts Belleville office,
and sixty per cent. of its business consists of sales to consumers in the
same area in. which applicant intends to operate, namely, Clark Township,
Woodbridge, part of. Rahway, and part of Linden. He further testified that
Parkway has approximately 180 customers in that area.

The applicant and hlS father held a plenary,retail distribution
license for premises at 642 Pearl Street, Elizabeth, until November 1953
when the partnership was dissolved. Appllcent testified that he now has
no interest in said license; that he is presently employed by his father
at a salary, and that he intends to discontinue sald employment if the
pendlng application is granted. : .

The Secretary of. the Munlclpal Board of Aloohollc Beverage Control
sent to the Division a letter, dated January 7, 1954, wherein he advised
that the Board objected to the granting of the transfer herein because
"there are already a sufficient number of alcoholic beverage distributors
in our city." However, the Board was not represented at’ ‘the hearing.
Municipal consent 1is.not a statutory prerequisite to the issuance of a
State 1loense The reason stated in the Secretary s letter is substan-
tially the same as that stated by the attorney who appeared for the. other
objeector. Re Vigor Beverages co. , Inc., Bulletin 941, Item 9.

Admlttedly there are a large number of retall licenses in Elizabeth
and a number of State Bevera5e Distributor licensees operate-in and near
that City. If this were an application for a new license, it might well
be that, under the circumstances, no need for an additional license would
appear. However, this is an application for a transfer of an existing
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license and the applicant intends to service a large percentage of the

customers of the existing licensee. Hence I conc¢lude that th””obgec~

tions to the transfer are without merit. Re Sachs, Bulletin 92b
~Item 10, '

The application for transfer Wlll be gfanted if ‘and W?en 13
application is in proper form. | Y o J% 3

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director.

Da%ed: February 23, 1954,

oo
o

DISQUALIFICATION - PRIOR APPLICATION DENIED - FIVE YEARS’ GOOD.
CONDUCT - APPLICATION TO LIFT GRANTED, - : '

 In the Matter of an Application )
to Remove Disqualification because ,
of a Convietion, Pursuant to R. S ) CONCLUSIONS
33:1-31.2. Lo y ~ AND ORDER |

Gase No. 1117.

BY THE DIRECTOR

Petitioner renews his appllcation for rellef, pureuant to the
terms of an Order, dated November 18, 1953, denying a prior petition
with leave to file a new petition after January 15, 1954 Case No
11099, Bulletin 992 Item 8.

Petitioner testified that since November 4 1953, the date of the,
-~ hearing in -the prior proceeding, he has been employed in another state
as & driver and heiper by a brewery, furthermore, thatihis record has_
been clear during that time. '

At the hearing hereln, three w1tnesses (a guard, ‘a house doorman,
and an elevator operator) testified that they have’ ‘known petitioner
fifteen or more years and that he bears a reputation for belng a law=-
abiding person in the community in Whlch he lives

The Police Department of the municipallty Wherein petitioner
resides has advised that no complaint or- 1nvest1gat10n is presently
pending 1nvolv1ng the petltioner

From the evidence, I conclude that petltioner has conducted himself
in a law-abiding manner during the five years last past and that his-
-association with the alcohollc beverage industry will not be contrary to
public 1nterest , _

Accordlngly, it is, on this 23rd ‘day of February, 1954

ORDERED that petitioner's statutory disqualification because of
his convictlions of crime, be and the same 18 hereby removed, in accor-'
dance with the pPOV1sions of R. S. 33 1—31 2. o - , .

"WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director
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9., DISCIPLINARY" PROCEEDINGS - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES DURING

+¢;; PROHIBITED HOURS AND FAILURE. TO HAVE LICENSED PREMISES CLOSED DURING
PROHIBITED HOURS IN VIOLATION OF LOCAL REGULATION - LICENSE SUSPENDED

. }_'FOR 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)
| | ) —
AMBROSE DELL'OQRTO CONCLUSIONS
442 - 10th Avenue ) ~ AND ORDER
Paterson 4, N. J., o '
)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-

tion License C-108, issued by the

Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control

of the City of Paterson. )

Ambrose Dell'Orto, Defendant 1icensee, Pro Se.

David S. Piltzer, Esq R appearlng for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control:

BY THE DIRECTOR:

. Defendant has pleaded non vult to charges alleging that he’ (1)
sold, served and delivered alcohollc beverages and permitted the con-
sumption thereof on his licensed premises during prohibited: hours and
(2) failed to have his licensed premises closed during said prohibited
hours, both 1n violation of a local ordinance.

An ordlnance of the City of Paterson prohiblts the sale, service .
and dellvery of alcoholic beverages on Sundays between the hours of
3:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m., and requires that licensed premises shall be
closed between said hours

The file herein dlscloses that at 11:00 a.m., on Sunday, January

24, 1954 two ABC agents arrived in the vicinity of defendant's licensed
premises. One of the agents proceeded to the front of the building and,

. through a glass window in- the front door, observed a man behind the bar
and three men with glasses in front of them at the bar. One of the
agents walked to:the Pear door and, upon finding it open; entered the
building and proceeded to the barroom. The three men previously observed
through the window were still at the bar. The agent ordered and was
served a glass of beer by the man behind the bar. Immediately after he
was served the other agent came into the barroom from the rear entrance
and” then both agents made their identity known to the bartender. The

' bartender admitted the sale of alcoholiec beverages to tne three patrons
'who were seated at the bar wnen the agent entered

: Defendant Has no prior adjudicated record I shall;suspend
defendant s license for a period of fifteen days. Re Feola, Bulletin
088, Item 3. Re Mace, Inc., Bulletin 999, Item 9. Five days will be
remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspen31on of ten
days

Accordingly, 1t is, on this 23rd day of Pebruary, 1954

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Coneumption License C-108, issued by
the Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Paterson to :
Ambrose Dell'Orto, 442 - 10th Avenue, Paterson, be and the same 1s hereby
suspended for a period of tenh (10) days, commencing at 3:00 a.m. March 2,
1954 and termlnating at 3 OO a.m. March 12, 1954

e

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
e Director o
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41.IN VIOLATION OF RULE 3 OF STATE REGULATI@NS NO 17
.. . IN:VEHICLE NOT BEARING INSIGNTA  IN: VIOLATIGN OF - R

. REGULATIONS NO, 17 - LICENSE SUSPENDED F@B 15 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA
In the Matter of Disciplinary )

Proceedings against

- RED“CIRCLE LIQUOR INC. )
“T/a RED CIRCLE LIQUCR )
2301 Federal Street
Camden, N. J., ;)

)
)

Holder of Plenary Retail Distri-
bution License D-11, issued by the:
Mun101pal Board of Alcoholie
Beverage Control of the City of . e
Camden SLLTooe, s ) s

_—.—_...__—_—._-—.__.___._—._._...__.-.._..._..—...-.-_....._—

'Malandra & Tomaselli, Esgs. . Attorneys for Defendant licensee
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Division .of AlcOhOl‘C
A SRS “Beverage Control '

BY: THE DIRECTOR' L ;1,;,;,V; s

Defendant pleaded non vult to the following charges.;ff_: _
: Vl. -On December 7, 1953 you transported alcoholic beverages
| from your licensed premises 1n Camden, New Jersey, into the State
of Pennsylvania in.a vehicle without the driver thereef having in
. his possession .a bona fide,. authentic and. accurate -deliw. ry slip,
invoice, manifest waybill, ‘or. s1m11ar document stating o '
“fide name and address of the purchaser or consignee,_anc the brand
name or size of the container and quantity of each item of aleo-
“‘holic beverages. being transported, 1n .¥iolation’ of Rule 3-,f ,tate
Regulations No .. 17 e . L ST ‘ o 3

' »L' N2 On December 7, 1953 you transpo tec alcoholic be erages
from your licensed premises. in Camden, New Jersey, into Ethe 'S e
of" Pennsylvania in a vehicle . having no transportation insignia A

- aff%xed to it, in. v1olation of Rule 2 of. Stahe Regulations?No._“;}
17 : . . o » e W

- The flle discloses that on,Decemberj7, 1953, agents oT the Penn*»}

sylvania Liquor Control Board.found sizby -4/5 quart bottles of whiskey '

and twelve, 4/5 quart bottles of Wine . in .ah automobile which ‘Stoppe

Water and Chestnut Streets,.Philadelphia, Pa. - Their. investigatior :

closed that the automoblle was -owned :and driven by Charles K. Bennett
Jr., a _.stockholder and employee of: defendant«corporation ‘Bennett. admit-
ted that ‘he was - delivering the.. alcoholic beverages from aefendant'
licensed premises to customers in. Philadelphia His car did not’ bear
transportation 1nsign1a and he, did not have. 1n*his possess1on any docu—

-:ments required by Rule 3 of State Regulatlons No. 17 : , o

T Defendant has:no prior record I shall suspend defendant'

license for fifteen days. Re Weitzman, Bulletin¥935; Ttem 93 Re §pinelll,
Bulletin 948, Item 3. Five days will De. remitted. for the plea entered ..
herein, leaV1ng a net- suspen810n of ten:. days S *“ﬁ e e - g

e Accordingly, 1t 1s, on . this 3rd day of'March 1954

! 'ORDERED ‘that .Plenary Retall Distribution License Dﬁll,nlssned'by
the Municipal ‘Board of Alcoholic Beverage :Control of the C of Camden
to ‘Red Circle Liguor Inc..,. t/a Red ‘Circle Liguor, for premises 2301 -
Federal Street, Camden,:be and the same ‘is hereby :suspended “for ten {(10)
days, commencing at '9:00 a.m. ‘March 8, 1954, and terminating at 9 OO avm.
March 18, 1954. , K

| : : WILLTAM HOWE DAVIS
! ‘Director.
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11 BISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - LEWDNESS AND IMMORAL ACTIVITIES (INDECENT
- DANCE,. INDECENT SONGS, INDECENT. LANGUAGE) - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR Bu
DAYS ~LESS 5. FOR PLEA.

cInc the Matter of Disciplinary

| ) “ Lo

Proceeding against _ : 'Y
LITTIE COTTON cLUB INC b N
35 Salem Avenue ) CONCLUSIONS -
iCarteret, Ny o N "AND ORDER

Holder -of Plenary Retail:Consump~‘) ‘ )

tion: License C=16, issued by the )

Borough'Council of the Borough of °

. Carteret. : )

-q____-_____ﬁ___-;_______-__-_-_-q

rDefendant~licensee, by Neil Zullo, Pre51dent : )
Edward F Ambrose Esq.; appearing for Division. of Alcoholic
- Beverage Control

BY THE DIRECTOR‘

Defencant has pleaded non Vult to a charge alleging that it allowed,
permittéd and suffered lewdness and immoral activity (an indecent per-
formance by a female- entertailner, and- the. singing of songs and 'use of
words - which were indecent “filthy and disgusting by another female enter-
tainer) on its- licensed premises, in violation of Rule 5 of State Regu-

‘“lations No 20 : A L . :

» On January 23, 195& 8 -about 11:00 p.m. two ABC agents were in”
'-defendant's licensed premises. At the start of the floor show the mas-
ter of cewemonies announced-that "we are going to have a real hot show.
A female entertainer, wearing only a bra and panties, performed a dance
whigh included "bumps and grinds'" and the movement of her body, while
'“reclining on the ‘floor, in such manner as to simulate sexual intercourse.
Earlier, ‘another female entertainer sang songs which were indecent,
filthy .and disgusting. Such "shows " have no place on licensed premises
Re la;ewicz, Bulletin 902 Item 4 S S

v The- President of defendant corporation alleges that the show in
“guestion-was- purchaged:- as a 'package' and that he had been assured by .
theimaster.of . ceremonies that nothing indecent was contained in the show.
Nevertheless, a licensee is fully responsible for the conduct of enter-
'tainersvupon his licensed premises. -Re Primiceri, Bulletin 916, Item 3.

o
&

; Defendant has no prior record. I shall suspend‘defendant’s license
for'a period of thirty days. Five days will be remitted for the plea

entered herein, leaving a net- suspension of - twenty—five days ‘Re Primicer
sup?a ‘Re Seidler S Beach Bulletin 959, Item 5. o ' -

Accordingly, 1t 18, on this Mth day of March, 1954 s
. g ORDERED ihat Plenary Retail Consumption License C lé, 1ssuec by the
B@reugh Council of- the Borough of Carteret to Little Cotton Club Inc. »
for! ‘premises 35 salem Avenue, ‘Carteret, be and the same is hereby suspen-
dedifor twenty-five (25) days, commencing at 2:00 a.m. March 15, 1954
‘and’ terminating at 2:00 a.m. April 2, 1954 ‘ .f

S

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS ., |
Director. = 7 '

e e ATRR Y S e



PAGE ‘16

'i
-5'1— :J~

i2,

A atter @f.Dlsclpllnary_“M,udw,m”.ﬁ :
Proeeea¢ngs against

'CHRIS‘}EIAN ADOLF BACI(—IAUS 4 )
T/a LAKE END IND )
West Shore Road -
'Boxbury Township )
P Q.. Landing, N J. f

)

: Holder of Plenary Retall Consump- .
tion License €C-6, issued by the
Townshlp Committeexof the Township
of Roxbury. ‘ )jf

g

—..—..____._-—_-_,__—_—-——--——a——--,—.—.u— d

Eugene F. Hillery, Esq., Attorney for @efemdant<1*~ et
Edward . ,Ambrose, Bsq. ., appearlng for ] :

BY THE DIREGT@R-~§' f%5“‘f ,)‘ | 5 . B

¥

j
H

'Tgation by ABC agents, f0' nir
*that on. the evenlng of January 25,

- ; : ] ‘ﬁ“ ., TO_ %’ v g that
'mlnuaS'and $01d said beverageq below, the. minimum.
- Re: Backhaus, Bulletin 874, Item 7. Since'this is
1at10n withln the past f1 e;years, I shall éouble

' hereln, leav1ng a net sus

. tﬁe”Téwnship G@mmitte6~0f of
Backhaus, t/a Lake End Inn, for premises on Wes
Towriship, be: and the same 18 hereby suspended. £
commencing at 23 00’ a.m March 15, 1953 and t@rm
March 30, 1954 T v e L P

13; STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATION FILED

Imperial Dlstributlng Co. ST
715°S. East Boulevard, Vineland, N. J.
Application filed March. 12, 1954 for transfer of State Eeverage

Distributor's. License SED-6Y4 from Michael A, Bugllo, Jr., t/a
Imperlal Blstributlng Cos, _ A

New J@{fé@y S‘&at@ Liorar

William Howe Davis
Director..

B OEmE K



