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1. APPELLATE DECISIONS - MEADOWBHOOK SOCIAL CLUB v. ~;REN'I'ON. 

MEADOWBHOOK SOCIAL CLUB.~ ) 

Appellant, ) 

-vs- ) 

BOAHD OF COl\KMISSIONERS OF TBE ) 
CITf OF THENTON, 

Respondent ) 

ON A.PPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Franl{ s. Katzenbach, III," gsq. and Emanuel ·Kaplan~ Esq., 
. Attorneys for Appellant. 

Jolm A. Brieger, Esq., Attorney for Respondent. 

This is an appeal from the action of the respondent municj_pality 
in denying renewal of' appellant's club license for the year 19·1.6-.:17, 
for premises located at 725 North Clinton Avenue, Trenton. 

Appellant asserts that it is a bona fide social club; that its 
application for renewal was, in all respects, proper~ and that its 
application was denied without hearing and l!dt.hout just cau,se and." 
also without giving th2 appellant an opportunity to appea~ ·and · 
aw::wer cmy charges nvvhich might have been the rea·son and bas::t.s for 
respondent's actionn. · 

Respondent contEmds that the appello.nt is not c.. bona fide club; 
that in its applications filed for the years lf144-45, 19L.h5-L'.l6 2.-nd 
1946-47, it made .false and fro.uclulent st.::1ternents; and, genc:;ro.1.ly,. 
that the re~1sul .to grnnt the license was based upon information 
secured after a proper statutory i1westigation had been made. · 
Respondent 1 s further contention thnt no hearing was necess.~try is sup­
ported by Rule 8 of Stat(.; Regulations No. 2, which provides; 

"No hearing rH2ed be held if no such objections sho.11 be 
lodged (but this in nowise relieves the issuing authority 
.frum the duty of making .:.:t tt1orough i.nv(:;stigation vn its 
ovm i11i tia tive), or if tho issuing crnthority, on its own 
motion, after th~ 'requisite statutory investigation, s~1ll 
have ·cteter·mi:ned not to ].ssue a license to such a:;;pllcant .. " 

A stud:l of the testimony and exhibits nialrns unavoid.abh; the 
conclusion that the principal activities of the club center around 
its bsr. Same evidence was offereG by the club officers as to the 
ci vie nctivi ties of the club, such as making Ci)ntributions for ·vari­
ous charitable purposes~ keeping in touch with.those whu were in 
ser·vice during the war, and sponsoring a soft ball team in a local 
let:gu,;:2, but the specific instances citeG· are few a_nd f.2r betwGEm. 

The club offered in evidence its roster of members, ·its minute 
bo0k for the year 1946, and apparently the .book k~pt by its. treasurer 
or financial secr,?.tary shovvlng its disbursements for the years lt1<i:5 
ancJ. 1946. A study of those sho.ws tho:t, whilr:) its membership ro~3tt-:ff 
11sted a substantiol number of mem1Jers_:, the books indica·~ed thn.t .cum-· 
paraU.vely fev: of .its im~mbers paid c:.my · ci.ues whatsoever~ · Its record. 
of disbursements showed some 1:)ayments by chc:ck and a .substantlc-d 
number (..Jf cash payrn.ents for itm11s which were us eel in connection with 
_the ·-Jp(~ration of the bar. Its minute boo.tc for 19<1:G, which w:1s the 
only one p-rocluced, shovv-ed reg-alar raeetings only in Janua.ry and . : 
Fe~Jruary L.mC. one special meet_ing, j;)resurJ.ably, ·on Fe1~ruary 11, J.D<':H). 
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The minutes indicated that the Jn.nuary meeting and the February 14th 
meeting were called to order by E.:dward Crush, president of the club~ 
However~ he testified he was not president at that time. A photo­
static copy of a· ·page from its chec:k book showed .one check signed in 
blank by Charles Soriero, who was listed as treasurer of the club. 
Significantly, the minutes do not show that the renewal of the 

.. license and payment of the fee therefor were ever authorized. 

Mrs. Moore, an Alcobolici Beverage Inspector of Trenton, testi­
fied that she made an investigation after the filing of the applica­
tion for renewal. She testifi.ed that she (mdeavored to :Lntcrviev11 the 
listed office·rs. of the club and tried to locate various members who 
were .listed on the roster of memb_ership filed with the applicc1.tiorL1 
without success; and that, o.s a result ·of certain information 
obtained in her interview with one of the former officers, she 
checKed the applications for 194t1, · 1945 and· 1946 and ascertained 
that, while the applications ~vere apparently signed by Edward Crush 
as president, Mr. Crush was not, in fact, the president nnd-actually 
did not sign the applications. The Inspector testified thnt she had 
therc;:;upon recommended· to the. respdndent the~ t the license be:; deni(:d, 
basing het· recommendatl.on on the fact ·that in prev·ious applications 

. :fra_ud had been prc~ctic(~d on the municipality by the mann~r in which 
the applications were· filed; that a_ drinldng orgy had been j_n pro­
gress dur·ing restricted hours shortly prior to a stabbing affray at 
the.rear do"or of the club.on May 7, 1846; that a long series of acts 
of'. the appellant in previous ~rears involved failure of the· offi.cers 
to coope.rate yvith the·aut:ho'rities; and. that questiono.ble conduct 
occurred. on'· the· licens.ed premises which iridicatecl, in her op:in:i0n, 
illegal activities ~ ·pt'incipally, sales during prohibi t~d hours·. · 

In· addition to the fo~regoing, the club was pointedly a:nd. speci­
fically _warned about its lax operation in January 1943~ when its 
license was \suspended for n period of ten dnys for selling alcoholic 
beverages to nori~members, in violation of Rule 5 of State Regulations 
No. 7 and R. S~ 33:1-2. See Re M.eadowbroofr Soci2.l Club 1 Bulletin 
549, Item L1. At thnt time, with reference to collateral charges . 
alleging that the· club was a front for Soriero, its alleged .tr~·asurer, 
this Department stated:. 

"The method of operation by the club is open to criticism .. 
It is evident that the minutes and records have been kept 
in a ver~1 lax fnshion. ·,If the club has not already made 
arrangements to do.so, it must arrange at once to turn 
over the ~oney received from the sale· of alcoholic beve~-

· ages to its 1JI'oper officers, who should pay all bills, 
salaries and other expenses anq keep· proper record,s.. The 
minute book and list of members must be brought up to c~a te 
immediately." 

·rt is evident from the recD'rd in this case that the quoted vmrn- · 
ing fell 1.Jn deaf .ears. I find no -evidence· whatsoev0r of .any attempt 

· LJ.ade by this club to coE1ply with .any of the recomr;i(-mda.tions mo.de in 
1943.. The club evidei1tly chose t() continue operating in the same lax 
r;1anner ,. which definitely raises the question whether oI' not the club 
was h.)na fide or· whether it was being oper~ated for the benefit of a 
few individual r,1eubers. It cert.a.inly vvarrnnts the ·conclusion thnt its 
operations mainly·· centered ·around the bci.r, to the ·ex.clusion of any 
_bona ~ide soci2l activity. · 

· The action of the club in filing its o.pplications for· _renewal 
for 1944-45 and 1945...:46 vlith,)ut ·its pres:Lclent 's ·ovm signature (if, 
indeed, there were ~~.president in e.xiste.nce at thc::t tine) constitutes 
at least an iupos.ition on tlw Lmtticipality, _if :riot n fra11d.,· While th 
1946-47 ·application appee.rs to be i.n pr'oper forn so far as·· the execu­
tion thereof is_ ·concerned, nevertheless., .the· respondent yms justified 
in considering the: entir(; ,picture., including .the previous c-=mduct of 

_·the appellG.nt; in: deeiding whether or not to reriew its li"cense. 
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Under the circ1imstances, the. action of respondent ·was proper. 
It will, therefore, be affirmed and ~the appenl. dis.missed.· Ziehei·_man 
v. Driscoll 2 133 N. Jo L. 586. · 

' ' 

.Accordingly, it.is, on thi.s 7th day of November, 1946~. 

· OHDERED, tho.t the appeal hereir1 be and the same is hereby 
. dismi.ssed. 

EHWil'{ B. ROCK 
Deputy Commiss~.oner. 

2. DISCIPLIN.t-'U1.Y PROCEEDINGS - FALSE ~3TATEMENT IN LICENSE APPLICATION 
CONCEALING MATE~IAL FACT - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR A PERIOD OF 
10 DAYS. 

RULE TO SHOW CAUSE - IIJLEGAI SITUATION CORHECTED. -· LICENSE 
.SUSPENDED AG ABOVE HULE DISMISSED. 

In .the lVIn'tter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

JOSEPH MAHESCA 

) 

) 

T/a. MEADOWBROOK INN ) 
~eadowbrook Avenue 
Wanaque, N. J., ) 

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

f-.l\TGELO SCHIVAIH 
T/a HEADOWBROOK INN, 

for the $ame premises. 

) 

) 

. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND.CEDERS 

· Joseph Mar·e sea, Defendant-licensee, Pro se •. · 
William F~ Wood, Esq., appearing for Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

Deferrlant-licensee pleads .guilty to the charge that he listed 
Wanaque, New Jersey as his residence in both ·ths application for 
transfer of a plenary rotnil consumption license and in the applica­
tion for rcne~vc:Ll of sail1. license, whereas in fa.ct and. truth. he 
·resided at 101 Pari( Place; Brooklyn, New York; such fe:'ll~rn s.to.tement 
being .in.violation of .. H. S.· 33:1--25. · 

':l1he departmental. file diseloses tho.t.9 in ·Ma·rch,. 19,±6, def'endnnt 
leased cortaln premises, consisting. of a to.vern, pi.cnic grou . .nds and 
bungalows,. from one Angelo Seri vani ... In the application for .. trnnsfer, 
~swell as in the applicntionfor.renewal of ths liquor license for 
the. 1946-47" licensing year, dcfend<:nit listed his .residence as. being 
in Wana'que, New .. Jersey·. In response to ano:ther question, defen~1a:nt 
ansvve·red. in. the ·affirmative the.t ·.he was an actual nnd b<,)no. fide 
resident of New, Jer~3ey.. During an .investigat.ion of the matter,· huw­
ever, defenda_nt ·admitted that ·he. resided with his family tn Brooklyn.9 
Nev1 York,. and: vms. a -voter. and tc:.xpayer 1n :t:t1at· city. 

' . ' 

f-3ince .these proc·eetlings. were c.::mimenced, ,the lic;ense ~ms bee;n. 
transferred to Angelo Scrivani, thG ·former licensee~ ·subject to the 
outcome of these· proceedings and any suspension. which mnJ' -be irnposec: 
hereino State Hegulations No. 16. Under all the circurnstan.cesj I 
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shall dismiss the rule to show ca-use, nnd shall suspend the license 
now·held by Angelo Scrivani for a period of ten days. Re Meyers· 
and Phelan, Bulletin 635, Item 4; Re .Heesch? Bulletin 635, Item· 9. 

The records of this Depa.rtrnent indicate that defendant's prem­
ises are now closed· and will remain closed until some time in the 
spring. Thus, no effective sus~ension can be imposed at the present 
time~ The starting date of'the suspension herein·will be postponed 
until my· further order, after the lieensed premises sho.11 h~ve 
reopened for business in the spring of 1947. Re Solomon, Bulletin 
586, Item .2" 

Accordingly, it is, on this 7th day of November, 1946, 

OHDEHED, that Plenary Retail.Consumption License C-10, issued 
by the Borough.Council of the Bo~ough of W~naque.to Joseph Marescn, 
t/a Mea.dowbrook. Inn, for premises on Meadovvbroo1c Avenue, Wanaque, 
and transferred during the pendency of' these proceedings to Ang c' , 
Scrivani, t/e:. Me2.dowbrook Inn, for the same premises, be and thi..:. 
same is hereby suspended for a period· of ten (10). days, the t.ime to 
be fixed by subsequent order as afores&id; and it is further 

. . 
ORDERED, that the ~ule to show cause why said license.should not 

be co.ncelled be and the se .. me is hereby dismissedo 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Commissioner. 

3. APPELLATE DECISIONS - CALDWELL WINE & LIQUOH CO., INCo v. CALDWELL .. 

CALDWELL WINE & LIQUOH CO., Il\JC o, 

Appellant, 

-vs-

) 

' )· 

) 
MAYOE AND COUNCIL OF" THE BOHOUGH ) 
QF CALDWELL, 

Hespondent ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND .OHDEH 

George R. Sonu:ier, Esq., Attot·1wy for Appellant. 
Julius Y. o Krtll, Esq o·,, Attorney for Hespondent. 

This is an c:~ppeal frorn. respondent ts refusal to renew, for tb(' 
fiscal year 1946-47, appellant'~ plennry retail distribution lir 2 
for premises at 470 Bloomfield Avenue, Caldwell .. 

Dolores· Bader is the beneficial owner of' nll of the stock of 
appellant corporation. · Henewal wo.s denied solely because. respondent 

·was of opinion that Dolores Bader is not·u fit person to h~ 0 ~~~:~~ed 
with the alcoholic beverag0 industry. 

Te.stirnony was produced by ·respondent herein· that Dolores Bader 
admitted to a Federal np.rcotic agent that she smoked a certain opium 
pipe found in her hm1e on. November 30, 19tJ:4, on which date several 
containers .of. solution of oplrnn and a cmr 0f opb1m were also .found. in 
her home. The Feclernl agents .~llS:j testified that on the $amE::. date 
Dolbres Bader wns found to be in nctual possession of a bottle of 
Yen. Shi Suey, a solut.ion c1f op1um, v.,rhich was discovered in the purse 
which she was carrying when c;~ppre11enclecl •. _In addition, the F8.cl,eral 
agents said. thD. t· they f ounc~, in o. bedroom wastebasket, .the torn 
scro..ps .of a lett8r aclc~resscd to ff Henry V. Meyers, Ll70 Bloomfield 

.Av12nue, Caldwell, N. J .• , c/o Co.lC:.well Wine and Liquor·. n The context 



BULLETIN '7?J7 PAGE 5. 

of this letter, although it referred rnerely to dealings in "lots", 
might under the circumstances be interpreted .. a.:> referring to traffic 
in narcotics.· 

The foregoing inforrna ti on, al though .known to the Federal. agents 
since November 1944, was first made available :to respondent on 
June 84, 1946. Acting in reliance ther~on, respondent denied renewal 

c: of .the license of appellant. Although the denial occurred without 
giving the licensee e.n opportunity to be heard, no· hf~aring is neces­
sary in cases Where the issuing authority .has determined not to issue 
a license. Hule 8, State Hegulations ·No. 2. In· q.ny event, her..rir1g 
g~novo was afforded on appeal pursuant to Rule 6 of State Hegulaticns 
No. 15, at which hearing the testimony set forth above was adduced by 
respondent. : 

· Except for the· M1:filicipal Clerk, thE:. only vYi tnes~ called by appel­
lant was Dolores Bader, who chosE; 11()t to answer any questions with 
reference to the events of Novemb1::;r 30, H?44. on the ground of personal 
privilege against self-crimii1atioi1~ The burden of esta.blisl~ing that 
the u.ct:ion of a respondent issuing authority was erroneous and · 
requires reversal rests With the appello.nt. Hule 6J State R.egulr.1-
tions No •. 150 Obviottsly under· these circumshrnces the· appellant he.s 
failE:d to sustain its burden since I have before me only the uncon­
troverted testimony offered by th0 respondent. 

An issuing authority indubitably has the right to deny a lic<:mse 
or renevval thereof where i.t appears that the applicant is an unfit 
person.- Hodanish v. ·Trenton, Bulletin l21, Item 6_; Adler· v. Camp, 
Bulletin 256, Item 5. Signif:Lcantly, the Hodanish case involved an 
applicant who was o.rrested and charged with possession of illicit 
alcoholic beverages, togeth6r with her mot~er with whom sh0 was 
'living. The mother. pleaded non vult, but thl~ case o.gainst the appli­
cant ·was nolle 2ross~d.. In affirming denial of ~icE:nS·J, the late 
Commissioner Burnett said: 

"i1.t the hear.ing appellant testified that she has· never been 
engf3:ged in bootlegging activities. It appears that' one of 
thG principal reasons why the issuing authority refused to 
trarisfer the license to her .was b~cause they believed that 
she has been engaged in such activlties. It is true that 
there is no direct_ evidence upon which to base such a· sup­
P()Sltion' but it cmmot be said tbf .. t their suspicion$ are 
entirely· unfounded in view of tho fact ·that she is living 
with .her mothE?r who admittedly violated the pr()Visions of 
tlm Cont~ol Act, and also because appellant, in the latter. 
part of 193.'.1, purchased an automoblle (which she now owns) . 
for the sum of $1150.00, despite her scant earnings and a 
long period c_)f unemployment. It was also testified by an 
Investigator for the City of TrentlAl that appellant's 
reputation was 'not so good'. · 

"There is no c0nvictj_on n.ga_inst appell.ant, l'it p.lone convic­
tion for a crime involving moral turpitude. NeverthelessJ 
it is competent for municipE~l issuing authorities to con- , 
fine their sele.ction of licensees to those who are cleE1.rly 
vyorthy ~ §.Qernnzo v. IVIillburn, Bulletin 57, Item 8. · Appel­
lant is not disqualified by ·statute from recei~ing a 
lice11se, but. respondent has the power and is under the . duty · 
to examine. into the character ancl fitness of all applico.nts, 
and to deny'.the application of those who thG..y determine are 

·unfit to ·receive a license. A deter~nina ti on by municipal 
issuing authority that jus·t .cause exists for th·e denial of 
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.. an ap~)lication should, (m appeal, be given considerable 
weight.· 1\IIos.s v. ·Trenton, Bulletin .. 37, Item 13; Orofino_ v. 
Millburn, Bulletin 45, Item 15; cf~ Sylvester v~ South 
Belma:r:t_ Bulletin 38, Item 15. · 

"As was "said 1n the case of Iamello v. HuE1son, Bulletin ·77, 
J.teE1 9_!· 

'''The dispensation of alcohoiic·be~erages from time 
iruJeWbrial has been recognized~as impregnated with 
public· inter.esto· The chai·acter of. the p(.-;rsoris t'o whon 

. the privilegc~ of making such sales is entrusted is 
of utraost ir .. iportance _.:_ perhaps in the long run the 
most effective safegu2~rC. against abuses .. ' , 

"There is suffi ci.ent in the recort~~ to shovv- that. respom:e:nt 's 
o.c.~verse c~eternin,a tion t.o appellant we:-1.s not unreasonable. n 

Nor is the rulE~ any different bec.aus 12 this is 3.n c..pplicc;i. ti on· 
for· renewal rather than· a nevv license.· · :Lilce a precet.ing .new license, 
a rene1Nal thereof is still a ·specio.1 · pr'ivilege which in Ne,w J"e·rsey · 
no one_has a right to clc:·iand. Zicherr:12n_v. Drisco119 133 No J. L., 
586, w~erein _the Cmfr·t· observed:. 

"The liquor business is '.Jne that nust be carefully super-. 
vised and it should be ~>~>nlucted J2l_ reoutable peopJ:..§. in a 
reputable lil2.nner. The corjnon inte:res t of th~ general·. 
pu1?lic shoulc~. be. the. guide pO$.t in the~ issuing anc.1 rene-wing 
of ·1i·censes." (Unclersco~ing_ ours,,) . _ . · . . .. _ . . 

_ There appeared to be· m~1ple e.viclence befo~c the locnl issuir: · 
authority to su~port its action ~n~, lik~wise, nt the he~ring ori 
appeal; to warro.nt af'firGance of its actiono E!x parte ruling in 
Re Bowen, Bulletin 188, Item 9, is·not contrary since there it 
appeared that donial wns co:ntempla ted' solely because the appl1cm1t 
had been indicte~.· Obviously, the mere fact of in~ictment of an 
applican~ is insufficient to deny an o.pplleTcL:m, wherea.s the facts 
giving rise to the inclictL1ent, ·if reasona-bly c~et~r1:iincC::. by the issu­
ing authority to exist, r;iay beo It wc.s col-~lpetent for the issuing 
authority· to cons.idor the fitness of Dolores Bader ih passing on the 
application of appellant notwithstanding that she ho.d· been merely 
indicted .for (even though not yet convic.ted of) the cri~e of illegal 
possession of opiuE1 •. Its deterw.ino.tion is entitled to anc.l will 
receive grea~ weight .on this a)peal. 

In view of the foreg()ing, I cannot find· that _the action of 
respondent was e~!one6us_. The acti?n of respondent is, .~hetcfore, 
af f irr~:iec.1 •. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 8th day of November, 1946, 

ORDEHED the: t the appGD.l herein be o.nd trw sarrie is herel)y clis-· 
·i:lissed; arnl it is· further 

OHDEHED that· the extension of appellant 1,s lS4~-~6 .license, 
grariteG. by order datod June. 27; .1946, to perniit appellant to operate 
its business pending dis.position.·of this· appeal, be and the s2nc is 
,hereby terL1inated anC. ·ths:c a·ppellant ·cease any alcoholic beverage 
activity thereunder forthwi ~11.· · 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
D~1juty. Comi;1issioner. 
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4. STATE REGULATIONS NO. 39 - CEEDIT -.RULES 2-(a), 4(a) AND 4(b) 
A11iIENDED ," EFFECTIVE NOVEMBEH 2Q j 1946. . 

DEFAULTING RETAILEH TO REMAIN IN DEFAULT FOH TEN (10) .J)AYS AFTER. 
I'.IAKING FULL PAYMENT. 

MANUFACTURERS AND WEOLESALEHS TO GIVE ,RETAILERS WARNING NOTICE TEN 
(10) DAYS BEFORE END OF THIWJY-DAY CREDIT PERIOD - FORM. OF W.hBNING 
NOTICE PRESCEIBEDo . - . · . . .. 

IJIANUFACTUHEHS AND WHOLES.ALEHS-TO FILE COPY OF WARNING NorrcE WITH 
COMMISSIONER ONLY IF RET.t\ILEH DEFAULTS. - ·THEN COPY OF- ·\II/ARNING 
NOTICE TO BE FILED WITH' cm.1rMISSIONEH TOGETHEE WITH CO-PY' OF n:··~FAULT 
NOTICE.. .. . . . . 

TO ALL NEW 'JERSEY LICEN$_Egs_:. 

State Reg1ilations .No. 39 (gxtension of C~edit by Manufacturers 
and Wholesalers to Retail Lidensees) hav~ been in ope~~tion fo~ more 
than a year. Expe1:.iences ·gained in the administra tiort of the regula­
tions have demonstrated their ef'fecti venci-ss tov~ard matntaining an 
orderly pr·oc~ss of uniform ·maximum credit terms.. But most important, 
the limi tatio'n ·or cr-edi t t 1~rms . to a maximum of thirty days has tended 
to free retail licensees from ~conomic sh:aclrles resulting from the 
practice of "loading upn beyond their actual purchasing· capacities 
and ~bilities to pay. · · · 

.. 

A review of the hundreds of default notices fil<?d ·by vvholy,sale.rs 
against retail licensees reveals the startling conclusidn that··a pre­
ponderantly larger number Of r·etailers are placed ·On th<2. default list 
principally through their negligence in properly. checking trw dates 
of their invoices for mer9handise received,- and because many rf~tailers 
have been careless in-watching for the deadline for paying within the 

. thircy-day term prescribed by the riagula tions. 

In an effort to r.educe radically the number· of dE~faul ting retail 
licensees, the Department has decided torequ::.re wholesalers tq serve 
a ·warning ·notice to each retail licensee indebted to them for the pur­
C!hase of alcoholic beverages,. ten du.y s before the expiration· of the 
thirty-day credit· periodc. Furthermore, in all fairness .anq_ in the. 
light of the whole purpose of the credi.t regulations, the Department 
feels that :a retailer .who becomes in default despite his receipt: of 
the prescribed.ten-day warning notice, should not have his name. 
remDved from the default list until ten days o.fter the date of payment 
".of the invoice as to which he was ·placed in-default.._· · · 

Acc?rdingly; Rules 2(a); 4(a)· and 4(b) of St~te .Regulations No. 39 · 
are amended effecti.Ve Novemb_ei· 20, 1946, to read as ·follov.rs: 

"Rule 2. For· th~ pu~po.~es.·of these H_eguiati'ons :-

"(a) A· retail licensee shall be deemed.in_~d~fau1t1 if~-­
he has failed to_ mal{e pay~ilent in full· for alcoholic beverages, 
sold to him after the ·effective-date of·these regulations.by 
a manufacturer or wholesaler, within thirty (30) days after _ 
delivery to him of such alcoholic bevero.g0s, and he shall be 
deemed to remain in.default until such full payment is made 

· c.1nd for ten (10). days foilowing the date of such payment. 

11 Hule 4(a). Each manufacturer· a·nd wholesaler '-shall: give· 
written warning notice, personally or by mail, to each 
retail licensee indebted to him for the uurchase of alcoholic 
beyeragr:s, teh (10) days before:-: the ('.Xpiration of the thirty­
day credit peri:Jd providecl in Rule 2(a). The warning notice 
shall contain the following statement: 
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"Pursuant, to amended Hule 4(a) of State Regulations 
~o~ 39, you are hereby given advance notice that payment 
for_alcoholic beverages delivered to you on ___ _ 

(date) 
i11voiced in the amount of ~~. _ has . not ci.s y'et ·been 

·made in full. Unless full payment is made by (here insert 
'date when the thirty-day credit period ex-pires) a .notice 
of ~efault must be filed against you with the Department 
of Alcoholic Bever-age Control.. . 

"Each manufacturer and-wholesale:r shall give written 
notice, by-_ ro_gis tered mail, to each r:etail licensee who 
·is ·in d.efaul-t to him under Rule 2(a), within five (5) 
days after the default occurs. The notice shall state the. 
date of delivery in respect to which the default exists 

- a111d the amount of money in which the i•etailer is in ~efaul t, 
and.shall contain the following statement: 'Rule 5 of 
State Regulations No._ 39· prohi.bi ts ··you from accepting de­
livery .. of '.any· alcoholic_· beverages. from any --manufacturer -or 
wholesalt:;r except for cash until. you have · p·aid in full . the 
amount of .default shown in this no·tice and for a period 
of ten '(lo)· do.y s f9llowing - the date' bf'. such payment. t -

. ' ' 

·,. um11e '4 (b) • · Each me.ntifact1irer 'and who;J.-esaier shall file -
·with the ·Commissioner a copy· of e_ach ·written. notice of de­
fault requir_ed under parn.graph 2' of Hule "4(~t) within-.ftve 
(5) days after. the p·articular default occurs, and shall 
·file togethe-r vvi th such copy of notice of default. a copy 
_ of the_ ten-day_ warning notice required under paragraph 1 -
of _ Hul-e 4 (a) • n - · 

Rule. 2(a), ns amended,· provides thJ.t a defaulting retailer_: . 
shall remain in defo.ult not only until full po.yrnent is m0de but. for 
a _period of ten _day_s e..fter such payrn,ent .. _ 

Rule· 4(a), . as· arnended,_ provide,s ·that mnnufactur-~rs and -.-v~·hol_e­
salers ~hall give.to retailers an advance notice of ten (lO) days, :· 
wc:irnii1g· them that if they havf.:; not paid. in: full by the end of the 
thirty-.-day credit period provided in· Hule 2(a), they. will be duly~ 
report~d in default. -

-Rule 4(b), as amendec.1,. provides that. a rllEtnufacturer or -v\Jhole­
saler shall file.with the Commissioner, together with the copy of the 
default notice heretofore required, a. copy of the te1~-day warning · 
notice-- req_uired by Hule ·1 (a) as amendedo_- A copy of the ten-da~ 
warning notice is not to bE; ·filed 'with the Corma:Lssioner '.if the 
J2.§_rticular retailer mak_~s uayrnent in full within __ the thirty-day 
credit period" In other,_ words ,51 the inanufacture:c or wholesaler shc;.ll 
file the t(';n-day warning ·notice with the Coramissioner only when he 
·repo_r·ts the particular retc-;.iler to be in defc:tul t .... Then a copy of 
the ten-day livarning notiee. shall accornpo.ny the filed copy of . the 
defauit hotice. · · 

EmVIN B. HOCK _ 
··Deputy Com:cis sioner_. 

Promulgated Friday, November 8, 1946 .. 
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The following Notice of Caution requir'ed .by Rule <l:(Q) ·is 
hereby prescribed: 

WARNIJ'JG NOTICE 

~eo: 
~~~~(~N-2-.m~c~o-f~.-·L_,...i_c_e_n_s_e_G~)~__,.~~~~ 

(Trade Name, if ::iny) 

(Street Address) (City) (County). 

Pursuant to amended Hule 1± (a) of State Hf;guln tions No.. 39, you 
are hereby .given advance notice that payment for alcoholic beverages 
delivered to you on invoiced in the amount 

---(date) . 
of.$_-·-·- has not as yet been made in full. Unless 
full J-)[)_y:r.w=mt ·1s made by (here insert date when the thirty-do.y ·credit 
p·eriort f<~P~-~es) o. notice of default must be filed against you tvi th 
the D(~j;)ar:::iY.:nt of Alcoholic Bevero.ge Control. 

· (Nmne of lVIanuf acturer or Who"iesc:1.ler) 

·By: ---

(The bl<::.nk form· hl::reinabove prescribed shall. be 8-~ inches.· 
in width .'3.nd 8 inches in length. It may be printed, 
mi~eographed or typed.) 
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVEHAGES FOR 
QFF-PREMISES CONSUMP11ION DIT.8.ING PROHIBITED HOURS - PREVIOUS RECORD -
LICENSE SUSPENDED F'OR A PEhIOD -OF 20 DAYS. 

In the Matter of Disciplinery 
Proceedings against 

... 
JOSEPH IVlIHAGLIA, MICHAEL 

MIHAGLIA and ANTHONY MIRAGLIA 
T/a MIRAGLIA'S CAFE 
302 Stevens Street 
Camden, N. Jo , · 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holders.of Plenary Retail ·consu.mp­
tion License C-20 for the licensing ). 
year 1945-46, and C-203 for the 
licensing y~ar 1946-47 ·' issued by 
the Municipal Board of Alcoholic .. 
Beverage Control of the City of 
Camden. 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDEH 

Fr9.nk M. Lai1 io, Esq., ·Attorney_ for DefendaD:t:_licensees~. ·· 
Anthony Meyer, Jr., Esq., appearing for Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control~ 

The defendants pleaded not gui·l ty to a charg·e alleging tho.t they 
sol-d and de.livered a - bottle of wine for off-pr:emises. consumption· 
during prohibited hours, in violatj__on of Rule 1· of State Hegulations 
No. 38. 

The re·gulation in question r~eads: 

"No licensee shall sell 01~ deliver, . or allow, permit 
or suffer the sale or deli very of' any· al.coholic beverage 
at retail in original containers for consumption off the . 
l_icensed premises, on Sunday, o_r before 9: 00 a. m. or after 
10: 00 p.m.· ·on any other day of the week .. n · 

On Saturday, May 18, 1946, an ABC agent entered the defendants' 
. taver.n shortly befor0 11:00 p.m. and, because tne bar was crowded 
with patrons, was compelled to vvai t for several minutes before be~· ::tg 
served b~ one of the bartenders on duty at the time~ At approxi-

. mctely 11:00 p.m., the agent observed a man approach Niichael Mir~tg.Lia,' 
one of the licensees, who was prep2ring a sandwich o.t the lunch 
c_ou11ter which forms a section of the bar. This man leaned over· and 
whispered to Michael i\iiiraglia, who tht:"Jreupon ·removed a bottle of wine 
from p. small display bar located in the center of the regular bar; 
placed it in 3. paper bag and handed it to the patron. The--latter 
handed Michael Iviiragliu "what appeared to be a bill, . a pa.per piece 
of money" which he placed in. the cash register. 

When the agent identified himself,.Michael·Miraglia.first clenied. 
the tran~acticm and then asserted that the sale had been made about 
nine o'clock that evening, and that the patron had apparently for-·· 
gotten to take the bottle wtth him at the time of the purchase, and 
had returned. for tl'rn.t purpose at 11:00 p .. m. 

I 

The defendants produced two witnesses, one of whom testified 
that he observed the sale of a bottle of alcoholic beverages to the 
patron in question at about 9:30 p.IJ. and that, shortly before 10:00 
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~.m., he called the attention of Michael Miraglia to the fact that 
the patron had forgot.ten the package __ , ·whereupon the la ttcr placed it 
under the counter. 'I1he second witness, although stating that he did 
not observe the sale, heard ·Michael Miraglia' s a.ttrmtion being called 
to the package and saw him deposit it_ beneath the bar. 

The testimony of these witnesses does nQt carry the ring of con­
viction and strikes me as being not very impressive. B8 that as it 
may, however, netther witness was able to testify with any defini tc.::­
ncss that the package which they ~llege was placed under the bar by 
Michael M1raglia before 10:00 p.m. was the same one handed to the 
purchaser at 11:00 p.m. 

I find, after n careful consideration-of the entire record, t~at 
the sale was made at 11:00 ~.m. ~s testified to by the ABC agent. 
Even in the absence of' such finding, the violation was nonethc;less 
complete when th6 bottle of wine, in a paper bag, was delivered by 
Michael Miraglia to the patron an hour after the deadlirw estt:.blished 
by the-? regulation for deliveries of :..::lcoholic beverages ln origine;:.l 
co:ntainers for off-premlses consumption. 

The defendants contend th2.t the State Regulation cannot super­
sede the prior adopted local ordinance, under which sales of alcollolic 
beverages are permitted until 2:00 a.m. The law is to the· coritrary. 
It is fundamental tha·t a municip_al ordino.nce is inferior in- status 
and suburdino.te to a statE: lP.w. A regulation of the St2te Comrnis-· 
sioner uf Alcoholic Beverage Control, duly. promulgated pursuant to 
the provisions of R •. s~ 33:1~39, has the force and effect of a stnte 
law •. Cino v. Driscoll%~ 130 l\T.J •. L •. 535; cf .. also yeix v. Seneca B.&1. 
Ass•n.l...·126 N. J .. 1. 314. To the extent that the local ordinance is 
inconsistent wj_th the State H~)gulation, the latter must prevail~ 
State v. Jersey Ci~ 2~~ N .• J .L. 170; Landis v ., Vineland, 54 N .• J .L. 
75; O~twater v. Carlstadt, 66 N.J.L. 510; Singer v. ~ewark 2 79 N.J~L. 
386; Woodruff v. West Orange, 97 N.J.L. 465; Armitage. v._Camd.en, 
5 N. J. Misc. 129; Avella vG Garfield, 126 N. J. L. 507.· Thi~ has 
been the uniform holdlng of thE; st~1,te Commissioner ever since the 
inception of' the. Department. See Re Howell 2 Bulletin 98, Item 5. 

The defendo.nts 1 previous recqrd. includes a net five-day suspen­
sion imposed in January, 19115, '.upon their ~ yu:;Lt plea to a charge 
of sales of alcoholic beverages to minors. See Bulletin 648, Item 12. 
The penalty for the instant offense will be fixed at twenty days. 
Cf. Ee Chlodnicki 2 Bulletin 638, Item 10 •. · 

Accord1ngly, it is, on this· 8th clay. of November_, 1946, 

. mrnEffED, that Plenary R.etail ConsUli1ption License C-203,. issued 
for the 1946-47 licensing y.ear to Joseph. Miro.glia, Michael I1rUraglia 
and Anthony Mi.raglia, t/a Miro.glia 's Co.fe, for premises 302 Stevens 
Street,_ Camden, be· and the so.me is li.ereby suspended for a period of 
twenty (20) days, comraencing at 2:00.a .. rn. November 13, 194:6,. and 
ter111inating at 2:00 a.D. December 3, 1846-o · 

ERWIN B ... HOCK 
Deputy Cormilis sioner. 
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6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDHJGS ·- FAIJSE STATEMENT IN LICENSE APPLICATION 
CONCEALING MATEHIAL FACT.- AIDING AND ABETTING NON-LICENSEE TO 
EXEHCISE THE EIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES OF-LICENSE - ILLEGAL srrUATION 
CORRECTED - LIQENSE SUSPENDED FOR A PERIOD OF 30 DAYS. · 

In th~ Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against } 

) 

} 

ELIZABETH:FHICKE and 
BERNARD FHICKE 

Route 31 
Hillsborough.Township ·) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

P. O. Somerville, N. J., 

Holders of Plenary Retail -Consump- ) 
tion License C--7, issued by the _ 
'I'ownship Cammi ttce of the· Township ) 
of Hillsborough. ·_ - - - _., - - - - - - ~ - -·- - / 

W •. Eddy Heath, -Es.q.·, Attorney for.·Defendant, Elizabeth ·Fricke •. 
George W. Allgnir, Esci_•, Attorney for Defendant,. Bernard Fricke. 
Anthony Meyer, Jr., Esci., appearing for Department of Alcoholic 

wit: 

Beverage Controlo 

The following charges were.preferred in. the instant case, to 

"l. In the application filed with .the··To.wnship·. Con-h'Tdttee 
of H:lllsborough Township by ElizGbeth Fricke and· upon vifhich 
~he obtained the .current plenary retail con~umption license, 
which.license was later transferred.to Elizabeth Fricke.and 
Bernard ·Fricke, she fal·sely stc:.tt0d· tNo' in nnsvver. to Question 
30,. which" asks:· 'Has any indi vid uaL. o •• other than_ the appli­
cant,.· a~f interest, directly ·or· indirectly·,-. in the licen~e 
applied for or tn the business to be conducted ·under satcl · 
license?', wb.er·eas in truth and fac·t Bernard Fricke and 

- Anton Fricke had such interest in that.they were ·paitners 
with her in said.business; her said fa1se statement being 
in violation of R. S. 33:1~25. 

"2. From May 9, 1946 until· July 15, 1946, the said 
Elizabeth Fricke knowinglv aided and· abetted ·Bernard Fricl·rn 
and Anton Fricke to· exercise, contrary. to R. S. 33:1-26, 
the rights and privileges of. her plenary· retail cons.wnption 
license in the Township of Hillsborough, and from July 15, 
1946 unti+, the presont time, Elizabeth Fricke r .. md Bernard 
Fricke kno.wingly aided and abetted Anton Fricke to exercise, 
contrary to H. Sc. '33:1-26, the rights and privileges of said 
license, thereby violating_ R. S. 33:1-52." 

Defendants pleaded non vult to those portions of the charges 
which related to Bernard Fricke, but pleaded not g'..lll ty to tl:1e alle­
gation therein contained relative to Anton Fricke~ . 

. The testimony in tho instant case discloses that .defendant 
Elizabeth Fricke is the sister-in--lo.w of dcft.:n.::.t-iut Bernard Fricke ... · 

' . 

It is admitted that the licens(~ was transferred on May 9.si 1946 
to Elizabeth Fricke alone although Bernard Fricke then had an inter­
est in said license. The reason. wa.s that the latter was disqualified 
from holding .a retail liquor license because he was then a non­
resident of New Jersey o It appears that, even though Bernard Fri<'. ?. 

became a bona fide resident· on May 14, 1949, Elizabeth Friclrn 
continued to huld the license individually until July 15, 1946, ·wnen 
the license was transferred to both names~ ·· 
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Anton Fricke is the husbrmd of defendant :Elizabeth Fricke. He 
is disc_1ualified from ·holding a. retail li.quor license because he is a 
German na U.onal. · Elizabeth Frie.kc contends that her husband, at ·-no 
timo, has held any interest wb.:..tsoever in the license and that she 
worKed for a period of nine yer:~rs, during which time shtS saved the 
money used as payment representing ·her shart3 in the business in c1ues­
tion. Although some suspicion may exist with reference to Anton 
Fric.t-~e 1 s alleged. interest in the licensed premises~ the evidence 
before me is· insufficient to vvarra.rit a .finding of guilty,. I shall, 
therefore,· dismiss t{le. portions. of the charges. relating to. Anton 
Frieke. · 

Both Elizabeth- Fricke and Bernard Fricke appea1~ to be qualified 
to hold a license at th~~ present time. gven though a _proper .correc­
tion has·been made by the· transfer.of the license to both Elizabeth 
and Berrw.rd ·Friclrn, a violation of' the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act 
has been· committed. ' 

Defendants. ht?.Ve no previous adjudicated record. I shall, there­
fore, suspend the:Lr .. license for a period of thirty ·days.· Re ·Nicom:Lni, 
Bulletin 686, Item 7. · · · 

AccoJ;1dingly, it is, on this 8th d'-~Y of Ncve~nbor·, 1946, 

ORDF~TIED trp1t Plenary HetD.il Cc,)ns.111nption License C-7, transforrEd 
to Elizabeth Pr.icke and. Bernard· Fricke by the. 'I'owns.hip Comri1i ttee of 
the Towns.hip of Hillsborough, for prem.ises on houte 31, Hillsborough, 
be and the so.me is heruby suspended. for a per:l.od of thirty (30) days, 
commencing at 2:00 a .. m. November 18, 1946, and terminating· c~t 2:QO 
a .m·. December .18, 1946. · · 

EHWIN B. HOCK 
·neputy ConMissioner. 

7. APPELLA'rE- DECISIONS -- SUBUI~BAN CO-CKTiaL LOUNGE, INCo v. EAS'.11 

ORANGE - ORDER R~MANDING. 

SUJ?UHBAN COCK'TAIL LOUNGE, INC.·, ) 

Appellant, ) 

-:-VS-

. Ivrd'NICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CON'l1EOL OF THE CtTY-_ uF 
EAST OHANGE, 

) 

) 

) 
ne.spondent 
-·-·- - ---) 

;. George H. Sommer,. Esq. , Attorney for Appellant •. 

ON APPI!.:AL 
ORD EE 

Walter C.·Ellis, Esq., Attorney for Respondent. 
Herinan C., Silverstein, Es~~., Attorney for Objectors •.. 

This is an appeal .from respondf:mt 1 s refusal to grant appellant 1 s 
application for renewal of n plenary retail consurttption license to 
cover· e·nlnrged lJreraises known _as 60 m1<.1 64 ·Brick Church Plaza, East 
Orcmge, N. J., .for the fiscal year expiring Junc~ 30, 1947. Appellant 
now holds a plenary retail consurnpt:Lon li.cQnse. for. pr·cmises known as 
62 and rear of 60 Brick Church Plaza, which is n0t involved in this. 
appeal. 

All parties have consented to. the entry uf, an order .. remanding the 
matter to respondent for recorisideration. : No reason appeari_ng why the 
matter should not be ·.so_ ·re1aanded, · · · 

It is, on this 8th day of NvveL1ber, 1946, 

OHDEEED that the ab(:'ive matter be and the same is hereby remanded 
to.respondent for feconsideration. 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Commissioner. 



PAGE 14 BULLE~TIN 737 

8. DISCIPLINAHY .. PHOCEEDINGS - Si1LE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVEHAGES BY 
DIST.hIBUTION LICENSEE .AND PEHIIJ1IT~f.1ING com3UMPT~ON TI-IEHEOF ON 
LICENSED PHEMISES .ccmTHAES ·ro TERMS OF tICENf:)E - LICENSE SUSPENDED 
FOR A PEHIOD OF $0 DAYS. 

In th~ Matte~ of Disciplinary ) 
Proceed~ngs a~ainst' · ·· 

OT11.10 STHOHMENGEH 
84 Lafayette Street 
Rumson, N., Jo, 

. ) 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail Distri~.) 
bution License D-2 · i.ssued ·by the 
Borough C·:Juncil of the -Borough . · ) 
of Rm:1son. · 

-· - - - -· -· - -· -) 
Otto Strobrc1enger} Defel}.dc.nt--lice:r1fwe, Pro. Se. 

CONCLUSIONS· 
AND OHDEH 

AntlDny Mey er, J'i .... , E.s·q., . appeai..,ing for· De~Jartment •Jf Alco};lo1i.c 
· · · · Be~erage·co~trol.'-

Defendant has pleaded ~ v11lt to charg·es that (1) he sold alco-· 
holic beverages for· consuuptiorf on h:is licensed premises, contr~t:~ry 
to tl1e provisions anc:1 privil8ges of his llcense and in violation of 

· E,. S. ZS75: 1.-2; and (2) he pei:.r.d .. tted open bottles of alcoholic bever­
ages and the C'JnsurJption thert::of _on his licensed pre1:1i.ses, in 

·violaticin of Rule 14.of State ·R0gulations No.· 20~ 

On Soptember 1~3, H.3,±6, at sbo1).t il:·45 ·a ... r;i., ·an investigator of. 
the State DE:partment of 1-\.lcuh.)l:i.c Beverc~ge Control entered defend-
c:nt 's licensed prcmj_se.s in tlLj baser:.wnt of c~efe.nc~:-:rntts horw .. Hearing 
voices in a bac.K roou, he entE.:r.sd the same and found three men drink­
ing beer.. He seated himself anct ordered a glass of whiskey and o. 
bottle of beer -- both of which were served to him by one of the men ·:· 
in the roou when he. entered. This n1a:n was iG.entified as the defend-·· 
ant. The -two other custouers and tr1e inyestig.~Ltor continued· to 
drink their beverages -- the~ investigator ordering two more glasses 
of whiskey and one ad.di tional bottle cff beer·, until o. t about 12: 15 
p .u. when a:ri1Yther investigG tor enterec: the pronises in much tho same_ 
nanner. He ordered .a bott1u of be0r, wbich was 0penec1 <:me~ served. to 
hir_: by the defend~1nt. After paying for this beer, the inyestignt_ors 
identified thenselves and seized the beer- fron the customers and i · ·e 
whiskey still reEJ.aining in the gla_ss l.ast orcierec~ by the- ·fi:r~;st j 
vestigator, plus the whiskey in the b6tt1e· frora ·which he had been 
served~ The back roow is part of the licensed premises. 

Fron these facts there can be no C~ClUbt that defendant, who holds 
a picnary retail distribution license, i.s guilty of both chc.rges .. 
. The distribution,· or "package· store" 1 license quthorizes· only the 
sale of alcoholic beverages for cc)nsunption off the licensed preHises 
and only in the oriei.nal pacKageso I~ .. So 33:1-12, 3a, ~:.Sb .. In cost 
cornnuni ties a plenary r~tail distribt~tj_c)n licensee pays le;:Js .for his -· 
1 . . . . 1 t" . ::i . 1 . .• . "' . ., . icens e pri vi eges l1c:m CtO\:}S a jJ enary. retalJ_ consur~~i)tion .. · .. -:! :"" :.:.u.::>ee •·. 
A "Dn licensee uust be qost careful_·to keep within the pri~..rile£tP-S · 
coni's-rr·ecl 'by:. his license:~ If he us.es the op~)ortuni ty aff~'1 r.::.~...;u by 
such a lic_eh_se to ·conduct a. nspeakeo.sy 11 ) ha L1ust be sufficiently 

. . i· :i t. l , . i· 1 .. . ·1•t• . . ,, . penn ~z.eci o_· r11E~-ce niu rea ize us ros::~·0nsibi i ies rt!1ri :.:1:1f'1·ecia-ce .. ills 
privileges. · 

were it not for the fact. that the defendant hns a clraar recbr(l 
:f'c)r the past thirteen year$, his 11.ccmse might well be revoked out-· 
rish t ·.. A severe pcnc:.l ty, however, IjJµs t be it1poscd. . I shall susJ_)end 
the Cle.fendo.ntts license for a period of ninety cays. 
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Accordingly, it is, on this 8th day of November, 1946, 

OHDEH~D that Plenary Hetatl Distribution Llcense D~2, issued by 
the Borough Council of the Boroµgh of Rumson to Otto Str ol'"i.Jnenger for 
·premises 8i1 Lafayette Street, Eumson, be an<.1 the same is, herGby 
suspended for ninety (90) days~ commencing at 9:00 a.m. November 15, 
1946, and terminating at 9:00 a.m. February 13, 1947. 

EHWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy .Commissioner. 

9.. FAIR THADE - NOTICE OF SUPPLEMEf·J'l1 AL PUBLICATION. 

November 13, 1946. 

The next official supplementnl publicatiop of minimum resale 
prices, pursuant to Faj.r Trad<:: rulfjs (:Hegula tions No. 30) will 
become ef"fE:~cti ve on Monday, December 9, 191±6. Nevi items and chnnges 
in old items must be filed at the offices of this Department not 
later than Wednesday, November 20, 1~46. --

It has been noted that prices. for many brands o.nd t:y-p12S SUb'"-
mi tted by manufacturers c.nd wholesal(~rs for publication in the 
official supplemental vvholesale price pamphlet effective Decer.1ber 1, 
19t.±6 represent substantial increases to retail8rs. It is inportant 
that these increo..ses sho.11 be refleeted·in the price listings for 
the i terns in the forthcor:iing ninimrnn consumer price supplement. It 
is a matter of economic importance to retailers and to all branches 
of the industry alike that retailers sho.11 be afforded full nnO. fair 
markups. The Department desires the maintenance 0f at least as great 
a uarkup for retailers us forhlerly provided in the OPA schedule; that 
is, 33-1/3% on spirits, 45Jla on cordials and liqueurs, and 50% on 
wines. 

Notifico.tion c)f thE-; proportionate share of the aggregat~ expense 
involved will be made to participating companies as soon as the 
pauphlot price list is published 2hd mailed to all retail licensees. 

DEP Af~T1VIEl'J'I1 OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL 

By: John H. Michelson 
Assisto.nt Deputy Comwissioner .. 
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10. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPIJICJ\TIOl'JS FILED. 

Chnrlss B. Kane and Granville Mo Price, Jro 
T/a Mathis Distributing Co. 
123 E. Main St.. · 
Tuckerton, N. J~ 

BULLETIN ?37 

Applicati.on for Transportation License filed November lf _.., --:1.6. 

Lp.wrence Warehouse Company 
120 Passaic St. _ 
Hochellc Park, N~ J. 

Application for Public War~)house IJicense filed 
November 12, 1946. 

Monmouth Distributors Inc. 
12-l4 Norwood Aveu 
Long Branch, N. Jo 

Application for Limited Wholesale 
November 12, 19460 

Downing & Perk.ins Inc. 
161 Front St. 
Hartford, Conn •. 

License filed 
t"- ..... 

Application for Tr2nsportntion License filed 
November 13, 1846. 

De~ ted November 13_, 

Deputy Conrrnis s ioner. 


