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1. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - UNLAWFUL TRANSPORTATION OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES - HINDERING AND FAILING TO FACILITATE INVESTIGA1ION -
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR A PERIOD OF 30 DAYS, LESS 5.FOH PLEA. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

DANIEL De VIZIO & SALVATORE Ao 
SIMEONE 

T/a HOTEL NEWAHKEH BAH & GHILL 
1076 Brond Street 
Newark 2, No J;, 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holders of Plenary Retail Consump­
tion License C-21, issued by the ) 
1v1unicipal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Contr61 of the City of 
Newarko 

) 

- -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDEH 

Defendnnt-lic8nsees by Salvatore Ao Simeone, Partner. 
Anthony Meyer, Jro, Esqo, appearing for Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

Defendants ha.ve pleaded ~ vul t to the following charges: 

n1. On .P.'.pril 18, 19~':6, you transported alcohoLLc bever-­
ages, vizo, 15 cases of beer, to your licensed premises at 
1076 Broad Street, Newark 2, N. J., and for us(:: upon your 
said licensed premises, in a vehicle which did not bear the 
transit insignia provided by Ro S. 33:1-28 and State Regul~­
tions No. 17; such transportation being in violation of 
R .. S. 33:1-2~ 

"2. On the occasion aforesaid, while inve;:.;stig~tors of 
the Department of' Alcoholic Beverage Control V'lere investl-­
gating the above alleged violation occurring on that date, 
you hinclered and failed to facilitate such investigation, 
in violati.on of R. S. 33: 1-35. n 

On April 18, 1946, an ABC agent observed t~o men unloading 
15 cases of beer from an aut,:.1mobile which was parked in front of' 
def'endrmts 1 premises .. Investigatj_on disclosed that the automobile, 
which bore no transportation insignia, was owned by Joseph Catnldo, 
manager of defendants' licensed premisesg 

Thereafter, Cataldo signed un affidavit .which falsely stated 
that hE:~.? as me.nager, had purchased the beer on the date of the 
seizure from Peter Doelger· Brevving Corpora tiono. When it was ascer~ 
tnincd that he had not purchased this beer. from the brewery, a 
validating permit was cancellcdj Cataldo was arrested for unlavvful 
transports.tion and hindering nn investigation and disciplinary pro­
ceedings instituted against clefendant-licensf)es. Cataldo now 
contends that he previously hud taken the beer from defendants• prem­
ises to his home o.nd that he wo.s returning it at· the time .Jf the · 
se:l.zure. In any event, the transportation was unlawful. Rc-S. 3? ., -2 .. 
Defendants are responsible for the violatj_o.ns conm1i tted by th8L'. 
mannger in unlawfully transporting the alcoholic be'Verages.e.nd hin-
dering and delaying the inv.estigation. · · 
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After. the violations r'eferred to herein were committed, defend­
ants' license was suspended for 80 days by the lo6al issuing 
authority upon being found guilty on various charges o · However·" for 
the reason stated in Ee Ktl~iC?.-....t. Bulletin 729, Item 11, the period of 
suspension will not be incr~ased herein because of this subsequent 
violation. 

Under all "the circumstances of th:Ls case, I shall suspGnd de­
fendm1tJ' lice·nse for a period of thirty da~rs, less fivo days for 
the plea, making a net suspension of twenty-five days~· 

Accord1ngly, it i..s ,· on this ~22nd day· of October, 194?, _ 

OHDERED :1 that Plenary Re tail Cons1i:inption· License C-21, issued 
by the Municipal Board of AlcoholJ.c Beverage Control of the City of 
Newark to Daniel De Vizio. and.Salvatore Ao Simeone, t/a Hotel· · 
·Newarker Bar & Grill, for p~emises at 1076 Broad ~treet, Newark, be 
and the same. is hereby suspendeq. for a period of twenty-five (25) 
days, effective &t 2:00 a.mo October 25, 19L16, o.nd .terminating a_t 
2:00 a.m. November 19, 19~16 .. 

EHWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Commissioner. 

2. CANCELLATION PHOCEEDINGS - OHDEH TO f>HOW CAUSE WHY LICENSE SHOULD 
NOT BE CANCELLED AS. HAVlNG BEEN ISSUED IN VIOLATION OF STATE 
LIMITATION Ll~Vl (CHAP'rEE 147, P. L. 1946) ~ PEOCEEDI NGS DISMISSED_ 
IN VIEVV OF SUPHEME COUHT t S DECISION DECLAHING STAT}~ LIMITATION LAW 
NULL AND VOID.. , 

In the Mo.tter of Cancellation 
Proceedings. ·against · 

MAHTIN ZAHNER 
~I1/e;1 COLUMBIA HEST. 
~39 Ocean Avenue 
Jersey. City, No J·., 

) 

) 

. ' J 

·) 
Holder of Plenary Hetnil C\:msump-
tion Licen~e C-548 originally isstied ) 
for the fiscal year 1945-46 and there:.... 
after renewed as Plens.ry Rete.il ) 

) 
Consumption License C-164 for the 
fiscal yea~ 1946-47; both licenses 
having been issued by the Board of 
Coinmissi.:mers of thb City of Jersey ·) 
City .. 

-- - ~ -- -; - ) 

o·H DER 

It appearing that the ~bove named licensee was s~rv8d with a 
notice requiring him to show cause why the licenses hereinabove set 
set forth should not be cancelled and declored itull and void because 
the original license and tho renew~,.~1 thereof were issued in excess or 
the limit-ation fixed by Po L. 1946, Chapter 147; ~md 

It further appearing that·P. L. 194:6, Chapter 147 has been 
declared nu~l and void by the Supr 12me Court of the State of New Je~sey, 

It is, ·on thi.s 21st da~,r of October, 1H46, 
I 

OHDEHED, that the~ ordor · to show cause lic:rein b(:: <:u1d the same is 
hereby discharged and the· proceedings, herei.n ·be and the same are 
hereby dismissed •. · · 

, EHVIIN -B" HOCK 
Deputy Cornrnis sioner. 
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3o DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - LICENSE SUSPENDEb Fr~ 
A PERIOD OF 15 DAYSo 

In tlH~ Matter o.f Disqiplinary 
Proceedings Ggainst 

HICHARD J. HEYNOLDS & 
ELSIE EEYNOI.iDS 

T I •::'I TJi:iV1\"JOLD '3-1 T fl \TT.jlT>l\J J u. .Lt.J.:J~ l· .!-~ V i..:1.[U' 

5,315 Hudson Lvenue 
West New York, No J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holders of Plenc1ry Hi:.:;tail Consump­
tion License C-24, issued by tho ) 
Board of Commissioners of the 
Town of West New York. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDEH 

Alexander A. Abramson, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensees. 
Anthony Meyer, Jr., Esq., appearing for Departm(::nt of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

Defendants pleaded gon vult to a charge alleging that they pos­
sessed a 4/5 quart bottle labeled VT'Iieacher ts Highland Cream 
Perfeetion of Blended Scotch Whiskyn, which contained an alcoholic 
beverage not genuine as labeled, :Ln violation of R .. S. 3;3~ 1-50. 

On September 6, 1946, cin investigator of ·the Depnrtmej1t of Alco­
hol-ic Beverage Control tested f~8 bottles of the open stock of liquor 
.and seized the bottle in question. Analysis by the ABC chemist. dis­
clost3d that the contents of the, sei z1i:d bottle varied substantiall:~: in 
acids· and solids from the contents of a genuine bottle. of. the s·~~-' 
product. 

Defend2.nts deny· any lcnowledge of the vioia tiono Nevertheless, 
licensees must be held strietly responsible for any nrefills" found 

·_in their stock of liquor. He Kur_ian 2 Bulletin 517, Item 2 .. 

Defendants r1ave no previous adjudicated record. I shall, there­
fore, suspend their license for a period of fifteen days.. Re WQ:r~ 
Bulletin 680, Ih;m 9 o· 

Accordingly, it is, on· this 22nd day of October, 19<1:6, 

ORDEHED, that PlE:no.ry Retail Consumption License C-24, issued ·by 
the Board of Commissioners of the 'Town of West New ~{ork to Richard J ... 
Reynolds & Elsie Reynolds, t/a Reynold'~ Tavern, for premises 
5615 Hudson Avenue.9 West New York, b-e and the smne is hereby suspended 
for· a period of fiftl~en (1!5) clays.. Pm ... ~n.mnt to not.ice of .tur~ust 23, 
19L16, Bulletin ?2? :r Item 1~2, the effective da tt~ of such suspunsion is 
reserved for future determination. 

EHWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Cornmisslo:ner. 
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4~ D1SCIPiINARY 'PROCE~DINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR .- LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 
A PEltIOD OF 15 DAYS. 

In the iVI'at_tcr of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

FEHDINANDO PISANI' 
T/a GLA.SS "BAH 
151 First Street 
Hoboken, , N. J·o, 

) 

) 

) .: 

) 

Holder of Plenary Retail consump-) 
tion License C:-:157, issued by the . 
Board of Commissioners of the ) 
City of Hoboken. 

-· -Y 
I 

CONCLUSIONS' 
AND.ORDER. 

CharlE~s DeF.azio, Esq., Attorney fop· Defendant-licensee 9 

William F. wood, Esq.,.appea+1ng for Dep~rtment of Alcoholic 
· Beverage Control. 

· Defendant pleads not guilty to a charge that, on July 1, 1946, 
he possesse4 at his lic~nsed·pre~ises.a 4/5 quart bottle labeled .. 
"King Will~ai"4 IV V.O.P. Brand Blended Scotch Whisky", which bottle. 
contained alcoholic beverages not genuine as labeled, in violation 
Of D' .0, 33· · l-·50 . J. L o· · ......... a , •., .o 

An insp.ector employ_ed- in the Federal Alcohol Tax Unit .oJ the 
Interno.l Revenue Department testifie_d that, ·on July 1,, 1946; while 
~aking an inspection of deferidant•s licensed premises, he .seized the 
qot_tle i.n question _whe~ the content~ thereof appeared to him to be 
que_stionable •.. Subsequen.t· ano.ly;:;is, according to the testimony of 
Abraham G .. BlaKeley, a chemi.st employed by the Internal Revenue 
Departm(::nt, disclC{sed that tht-::: contents of the seized bottle varied .. 

. ~-qbstantially in p~.oof, acid and solid content and percentage of 
· natur?:l ·color whei1 c9mpare.d with the result· of an ~nalysis of· an , 
authentic sample of the same p:eoduct. The· Federal .chemist testified 
it was.his 6pinion~ based on lhe ·chemical tests made by him,·that the 
seized bottle was refilled with s.om·e oth~~ ~rand of whiskey.· 

: .... Def0;ndant' ·.Ferdinando. Pisani testified he never tampered wi ·th ·the · 
bottle. He stated that an emploJi·ee who had been discharged a· sh<>rt 
time pefore the violation occurred mny have been responsible. for the 
.refill. No'hetheless, a licensee must be held strictly'accountable 
for. an,y refills found in his. stock of liquor. He Xurian, Bulletin 

,_ :, 5~ 7 ;> rt~m ?· · 

. . No testimony was offered to refute ·the· analysis made bv the 
·Federal chemist o I· therefore find defendant guilty of the" ·charge 
pref~rr~~ herein~ · 

Defendant has no previous adjudicated-record. I shall, there­
fore, suspend his license for a period of fifteen days. 
Cf. Re Rudolph 2 ~ul~etin 680, .Item 1. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 22nd day of October, 1946, 

· OHDEHED, that Plenary Retail Consumption I1icensd C-157, issued by 
the Boar& of Commissioners of the City·of Hoboken to Ferdinando 
Pisani, t/a Glass Bar, for premises 151 First Street, Hoboken, qe and 
the snme is hereby suspended for a period of fifteen (15)·days~ Pur­
suant t•J notice of' August.· 23, 1946, Bulletin 727, Item 12, the 
effective date of such suspension is reserved for future determinati01i. • 

. ERWI.N B. ·HOCK . 
Deputy Corn.mis s:toner. 



BULLETIN 735 PAGE 5~ 

5. DISCIPLIN.Alr{ PHOCEEDINGS _. ILLICrT LIQUOE - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOH A 
PERIOD' OF 20 DA~lS. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against · 

JOSEPH & FHEDEHICK H .. Di O.i.UO 
Maryland & Laund1 Avenues 
Somers Point, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holders of Plenary Heta.il Consrnnp-
tion License, C-6:, ·~is sue cl by the ) 
Common Council.of the City of 
Somers Point~ ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDEH 

Joseph & Fred:erick H. Di Orio, Def'f.mdant-licensees .? Pro Se. 
Edward F. · Ambrose, Esq., appearing for Dc~partment of Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control. 

Defendants have pleaded nsm vul t to a charge alleging that they 
possessc;d .two i1/5· qu4rt bottles labeled "Black & White Blended Scoteh 
Whisky", one 11/5 quart bottle le,beled ttBlended Scotch Whisky Jolmnj_e 
Walker Red Label n:; and one 4/5 qua:ct bottle ·labeled "Gold Bar Extra 
Qu.ality._.Martin V .v .o. Brand Special Liqueur, ·Blended Scotch Whisky", 
the contents of .which_were not germine as labeled, in violation of 
R. s. 33:1-50. 

On August 22, ·1946, nn invest1gator of the Department of Alco­
holic Beverage Control seized the bottles mention0d in the charge 
when preliminary ti~:sts indicated thc.t the contents of the bottles 
werE~ not genuine as labeled •. 'Subsequent analyses by the chemist 
employed by the Department of Alcoholic Beverage.Contr~l disclosed 
that the contents of the seized bottles varied substantially in 
solids frorn the contents of g(:muinc. bottles· of the· same products. At 
the time of the seizure, Frederick H. Di Orio, Sr~, father of the 
licensees and former owner of sald licon.sed ·premises, a.clmitted to the 
agent that.he had.refilled the seized bottle w~th a Scotch liqueur. . . 

. As has been repeatedly poi:t1ted out, a patron is \.:;nti tlecr to 
receive exactly what he orders .. netailers are not permitted to refill 
bottles.. Re Lc~da 2 Inc,. 2 Bulletin 6?8, Item 1 •. 

Since this is the defendants' fir· st adjudicated violation,. I 
shall suspend their license for a period of twenty dsiy.s o He Johnson, 
Bulletin 680, Item 10. · 

Accordingly, it is, on this 22nd day of October, 1946, 

OEDERED, that Plenary Heta11 Consumption License C-6, issued by 
the Common Council of the Ci·ty of Somers Point to Joseph & Frederick 
JI. Di Orio,. for prrnnises Maryland & Launch Avenues, Somers Point, be 
and the smne is hereby· SUS pended for a period of .twenty u~o) day S ... 
Pursuant to notice of August 23, 19·:16, Bulletin 727, Item 12, the 
effective date of such suspension is reserved for future determination. 

"EHWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Cormrds sioner. 
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6. MORAL TURPITUDE - CRIME OF ROBBEhY INVOLVED MOHAL. TUEPITUDE. 

DISQUALIFICATION ~ APPLICA~J:!ION TO LIFT - GOOD CONDUCT FOR FIVE 
Y.EAES LAST PAST. - APPLICATION 'rO LIFT GHAN'l'ED ON HEHEARING. 

In the Matter qf an Application ) 
to Remove Disqualification because 
of· a Conviction, pursuant to ) 
H. S ... 33: l-·31. 2. 

Case No~ 548. 
\ - - - - -) 

CONCLUSIONS 
· AND OHDER 

This is petitioner's second petition for the removal of his 
disqualification resulting from his conviction of crime invclving 
moral turpitude •. His former petition was denied on August 31, 1942, 
particularly because he had falsely answered ".Non in his 1941 aD;d 
prior, applic~tions for iiquor licenses to a qu~stion in the appli­
cation which asked, "Have you.o •• ever bee.n convicted of any crime?" 
See Case No. 231 2 Bulletin 526, Item 3c Five years having now 
elapsed since the petitioner filGd an application containing a false 
staternen_t; he was permitted to· file a subsequent petition. 

There is no question thn,t one or more of·. the crimes of which. 
petitioner· was convicted involved the element of moral turpitude~ 
See Case No•· 231? supra.. Pe ti ttoner 1 s criminal re'cord' hOiJ1!8VEfr' is 
clear since 1934. 

\iVitn~sses produced at ·the former· hearing and at the hearing on 
the present petition, comprising neighbors, township officials, a 
clergyman and friends, all testified that petitioner has, at least 
during the past five years,. been honest and la~vV-abiding .. ·It is· now 
well over five years since the last misstatement in connecti.on with 
t~~e liquor 11cE?nS e formerly held by petitioner.· Further, ·the Chief 
of Police of peti tioncr 's home cormnunity testified at the present 
hearing tho.t said·petitioner is not now, nor has he been the subje9t 
of investigation or complaint since he became· a resident of. said com-· 
munity. In view of. these circumstances, I .ffnd that petitioner has 
conducted himself in u law-abiding maimE!r for the last five years 
and that his association vd th the alcohJlic beverage industry will 
not be contrary to the public interest. . · . ·. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 22nd day of October, 1946, 

ORDERED, that petitioner's statutory disqualification because 
of the convictions desc:f•ibed in Bulletin 526, Item 3, be and ·the · . 
same is hereby lifted,. in accordance with the provisions of R. · S • 
33:1-ql.2 .. 

ERWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Commis$ionero 
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7 • SEIZUHE - FOEFKCTUHE PHOCE:EDINGS - ALCOHOl~IC .AND OTHEH BEVEEAGES, 
MUSIC BOX, FIXTUHES, FUHNISI-IINGE) AND OTHEH PEESONAL PHOPEHTY IN 
SPEAKEASY .. ORDEHED FOHFEITED - SPEJlI(EASY OWNKE\ 1 S APPLICATION FOH 
HE:TURN OF MUt3IC MACHINE AJ:\JD OTHEH FUHNISH.INGS DENIED. 

In the :Matter of the Seizure on ) . 
July 13, 1946, of a quantity of 
beer, wt.dslrny, wine, soda,. fixtures,) 
f"u,rnishings and a mus1c machine, at 
805 Sand Road, in the Borough of ) 
Westwood, County of Bergen and 
State of New Jersey.· ) 

Case No.,, 7013 

ON BEA.HING 
CONCLUSIONS AND OHDEH 

George W. Weleck, Esq., Attorney foi·Daniel·McCoy. 
Harry Castelbaum, Esq., appearing for the Department of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control •. 

This matter h~s been heard purBuant t6 the ·provisions of Title 
33, Chapter 1 of the.Hc;yised Statutes, to. determine whether a quan­
tity of alcoholic an.d other beverages, a music ·machine, and 
furnishings and fixtures, described in a schedule attached hc:)reto, 
seized on July 13, 1946 at 805 Sand Tioad, Westwood, N. ~J., consti­
tute unlawful property ancl should be f~rfei ted o 

Daniel McCoy resides in a one-family dwelling at the above ad­
dress o On variou~ occasions special permits w0~e obtained from the 

·State Department of Alcoholic Beveragt) Control, ostensibly on behalf 
of a ·"club'' authorizing the sale of alcoholic beverages at onc-dny 
picnics held in the basement· of· the dwcdling and back yard of the 
prefuises~ These permits were issued with the approval of the local 
authorities. · · 

Application was made for a similar· permit for CL picnic; to be 
held at the premises on July .:..1,; 1846, but apparently the locr:~l 
.a~thorities· refused to approve such permito 

On July 4, 19 ... 16, ABC agents visited the premises to check ~ 
co:mplaint that alcoholic bever.ages were being sold there without a 
licen:se~ They observed 60 or· 70 persons,· some in the yo.rd nnd some· 
~n the ba.sement, being served alcohc;li.c beverages. · One of the ag·ents 
entered the basemen~, which was equipped as a barroom, and purchased J 

drinks of alcoholic beverages.. This agent. returned later tlia t daJ',. 
and on July 8th, nn.d .on each occasion purchased drinks of alcoholic 
beverages "in the baseinent.. On July 10th, he and another ABC agent 
purchased .drinks of alcot1olic beverages there.. All of these sales 
of alcoholic beverages-were mnde-bi·.Daniel.McCoy. 

McCoy did not hold any ltcense authorizing him to sell or serve 
alcoholic beverages· and the premises were not licensed for the so.le 
of alcoh·Jiic bc~veragc;s. 

·on the basis of these unlicensed sales of alcoholic· b(~VGrages 7 
the ABC agents obtained a search v1iarrm1t for the ·premises, which they 
~xecuted on July 13, 19460 The agents seized the bar, alcoholic and 
~ther beverages,· a cash regist(~r vdth currericy therein, a bagatelle 
pool table, a music box, a cooler, an electric fan, tables and other 
equipment, all of "whicl~ were in the basement •. 

McCoy was <:1rrested on charges of selling o.lcoholic beverages 
vd thout ~Y license and possessing alcoholic beverages witb: intent to 
sell svch beverages unlawfully. He gave the agents a signed state­
ment vvhich in. substance confir1!1s their accourtt of his unlawful sales 
of alcoholic beverages at ·the place.- On Septenber 23, 1946 he 
pleaded guilty, in criminal court, to the charges, and was fined 
$100000. 
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· ·. · The seized alcoholic beverages were obvj_ously ·intended for sale· 
at ·this· speakeasy and, hence,· are illicit.. R. S. 33:·1~-l (i) . These 
illicit alcoholic beverages, together with the other beverages, the 
mus·ic box, the cash register, the currency in such machines, and the . 

. other fixtures and furniture, seized ~in the. basement, cons ti t~te un-­
lawful property and arc subject to fo'.rfeiture. R. S. 33:1-l(y), · ,-. s r·;-r;- -1 r ,...... ~ r,.3 1 J'r> . . 
1-\.. · o uu:. -~:; .ti.. i....: • r) : ---I.JO. 

Whcm t11e inatter ca.me on for hee .. ring ·pursuant to Ro S .. 36:1-6.ff; 
Daniel McCoy appeared.with_ counsel. and· sought the return of the mu-sic 
machine, bagatf::lle machine, cash registE:r and electric fan.. He di.d 
not oppose ·forfei tu.re· of the other ·property seizedo ' 

McCoy urges that tlle forfei tur13 of these item~ will irgpose an 
undue he.:t;dship upon himo He. do_es pot dispute the fact that all of · 
the seized property is legc;.lly $Ubject to forfeiture., · 

. ·Under H. S. 33:1-66(e) -I have :the cliscretionary authority to . 
return .property subject ·to forfej_ tU:re to a pe:Pson vvho has establishE:~d 
to. my sat.isfaction that he acted in good fai-th and urucnowingly · vio-
lated the law~ · .· · 

It is.· not clear whether the rec.ei1;ts of the sale of alcoholic 
beverages unde~ authority of" the special one-day picnic permits ·were 
r·etained by 2.ny organization or.· club, or 'Neri:; pocketed by Mc.Coy or 
others as profits of a private enterprise. ·In thE: l,atter event, such 
permits ·would hav12--been.fraud.ulently obtained. In any event, when 
planning for the: ,July 4th· affair· th:is · yGar, the alcoho:).ic bevert1ges 
were· purcpased- in adv::mee ·of obtaining the requisite permit. ·when 
notified.that·a.permit would not·be issued, IvicCoy decided nevertheless 
to carry out his plans for the affairo He says that th~ alcoboli~ 
beverages could have been given away if everybody "chipped innJ but · 
th(3Y did not do th.at. : Ac;tually, he conductE;d th;Ls affair ?-S his 
priva_te_ enterpri_se, .and part of the -receipts of the unlawful sal~~ of 
alc0holi~ beverages were. st.ill: in the reg.ister vvhen it .w.ci.s $~i:zpd_ on 
July 13th. · 

tt thus appears that .the ·element~' of .good fnith ... ?-nd unkno~ving. 
violation of the law are -lacking, becau~e McCoy cornmi tted. the offenses 
with the deliberat_.e inte;nt ·.to try to. Y:bf.se.tn_. the law o . ·Th:t,s compels 
denial of Dc:niel IVIcCoy•s application for return.of the music-machine, 
bagatelle r~iachine; C·ash rE)gis~er and e~ectric fan. 

The evidence. does not ·establish that forfeiture of the pr0perty 
will imi:)ose- any particular hardsJ;tip, but rather-that McCoy.has pre­
sentE:;d his claim for return of the proper.ty from a natural dE:?sire to 
~alvage something from the seizureo · · 

. Accordingly, it.is· DETERMINED" and-ORDERED that the seized prop­
erty, more fully des'cribed in Schedule "A" hereina..fter set forth, . 
constitutes unlmrvful pr.Jperty a:!'.ld that the same be and hereby is for­
feited .in acco:rdance w.ith th~ provision$ of H. So 33:1-66, and that 

.. it.· be. retained for the use ··ar hosJ.Ji.tctls an~l ·State, cou;ntJr" nnd rnunici-
· pal instituti6nsj ·or.destroyed ~n whole or in part at.the direction 
· qf t!1e State Csmmdssioner of. Alcoholi.c Bev(~rage Contr~l. -· 

rtmvrN Bo ·-HOCK 
Deputy Coni.missioner •·· 
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122 - bottles of beer 
2 - bottles of' whiskey 
1 bottle of wine 

75 - bottles of _soda 

PAGE B. 

1.- National Cash Register No. 2553306-711 
with 4pl6. 66 in currency 

.l ~ Coca Cola Cooler 
1 - Hunter Electric Ft:~n No. E-58575 
l Bagatelle Pool Table 
1 - Music Box No. 8630 with 65¢ in coins 
·1 - bar 
.2 - tabli::;s 
1 - beer cooler 

10 - whiskey gl~sses. 

So SEIZURE - FOHFEITUEE PROCEEDINGS - ALCOHOLIC AND OTHEH BEVEEAGESJ 
CIGAHETTE VENDING MACHINE, FIXTUHES, FtITUJISHINGS AND OTHEH PEESONAL 
PROPEHTY IN SPEAKEASY ORDEEED FOHFEITED -· APPLICANT FOH HETUEN. OF 
CIGARETTE MACHINE FAILED TO ESTABLISH I.iAGK OF KNOWL-EDGE cm REASON 
TO SUSPECT SPEAKEASY: ACTIVITIES ON TffE PHEMISES - MUSIC MACHINg 
EETURNED TO APPLICANT WHO ESTABLISHED LACK OF SUCH KNOVvliEDGEo 

In the Matter of a Seizure on ) 
July l•±, 19L16, of a qu.antity of 
alcoholic beverages.'} n music box,) 
n cigarette vending machine, . 
ftxtures, fur:;:1ishings and· other ) 
persorn1l property at 773 Ferry 
A venue, in the City of Camden, ) 
Colliv:i.ty of Camden and State of 
New Jersey. ) 

Samuel Odell, Pro Se. 

Cc~;se No. 70JA 

ON HEAHING 
CONCLUSIONS AND ·a~DETI 

Julius G. Obus, t/a South Jersey Amusement co., Pro Se. 
Harry Ca-s telbauin, appearing for the State D·epartment of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control_~ 

This matter has been heard pur[:mant to tha provisions of 11itle 
.·33, ChaptBr 1 of the Revised Statutes,. to determine whether a c:uan­
ti ty of alcoholic beverages, a music box, a cigarette vending machine, 
and furnishings 2.nd fj_xtures, des8ribed j_n a schedule attached hereto, 
seized on July 14, J.9,~6 at ?73 Ferry ·Avenue;, Camden, Eew Jersey, 
constitute unlawf~l property and should be forfeited. 

On July 14, 1946 J A.BC age.nts? checking a complaint that speak­
easy activitie~ wer0 being carrie~ on there, enter~d the basement of 
a two--story brick dwelling located at the above address. There they 
found three women, each wlth a bOttle of bE:er in front of them. 
Thes12· three women told the agents that Heuben Thomas sold them the 
beera Thomas at first deni~d.btit later gave the agents a signed 

.statement in which he acknovvledged, among other ~hings, that he had 

.sold these women bottles of. beer a · · 

According- to 'J:hornas '· statement, the place wns the quarters of 
the HSwan Social Club" whic~1 hnd ·been rec_ently orga,nized,- al though 
it did .riot haiJe any ff charter" or "rules"; nnd r_rhomas o.ccepted· full 
responsibility· for the unlawful. sale. of al.cohol.ic bev~rages • 

. N8ither Reuben Thomo.s nor the nswan Social Clubn .held any 
license ~rithorizing either of them to sell or serve ·alcoholic bever­
ages. _an¢1 the p·~~erni'ses were not lic·en~ed for the .. sale· of alcoholic· 
bevei~q.ges o 
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This basement was equipped with a glass block bar about ten 
feet j_n length, cemented to the floor, tables, chairs, a music box_, 

·and a cigarette vending machine. These articles, as well as the 
alcoholic bever3.ges, vvere seized by ABC agf::mts. 

'11homas was arrested on charge of selling alcoholic beverages 
Without a licGnse,. and possessing alcoholic beverages ·vvith intent to 
~ell such beverages unlawfully~ He.was.arraigned in the ~amden· 
Po;Lice Court, pleaded gu:ll ty and ·was sentenced to pay a fine: of 
$100 •. 00 or be. imprisoned for 30 days. 

It appears ~lf;ar from the· evidence presented that the seized 
alcoholic · bi3Verages were intended for sale at this speakeasy, and 
hence a.re ;_llicj.t. R$ So 33:1-l(i). These illiett alcoholic bevEm­
ages, together with the mus Jc box, cigarette yendil-ig machine, . 
currency in such machines, nnd the fixtures, furnishings and ot·:. 
personal property, all of which were seized in the ba~ement,·consti­
tute unlawful property and are s:.ibject to forfeiture. H .s .. 33: 1-1 (y), 
R S ~~., 0 R S 7 ~ 1-66 . ... •. uD • .L-"'-', ·t. • t.)v! ~. 

When the matter ·came on for hearing pursuant toH~ S. 33~1-66, · 
Samuel Odell, the owner of the rmwic :box, and Julius G •. Obus·, the 

. owner of the cig2.rette vending machine, ·appeared and sought return 
of such machines. No one appeo.red. to oppose forfeiture of the bal­
ance of the setzed pr.ope-rty. 

Under R. S. 33:1-66(f), I have· the discreticnary authority ·to 
return property subject to forfeiture to a person vvhu has satisfied 
me that he acted in good fc::.i th, and hc:.d no knowledge of the unlawful 
use to which ·the property was put or of such facts as v.rould havE~ · 1ed 
a person of ordinary prudence to discover· such us,e.. 

Mr. Odell produced. an account book which listed his music. 
machines and their locatic·ns ~ All but two of th~ machines [1.ppenred 
·to be at commercial locations, on long-torm rentals, on a profit-
. sharing bnsis .- Two machines appear to be fo1· temporary rentals to· 
halls, churches, so.cial clubs and house. partie·s at a. fixed fee o The 
seized machine is one of these two.· · 

Mr. Odell says that he recei vcd a recluest by telephone on behalf 
of the Swan Socio.l Club for the deli very of a mo.chine at the pre-m­
ises in question.for a one-day· weekend rental; that, without further 
ado, ho delivered this machine ·on Saturda~(' July 13,? .1946 and V\78.S to 
pick it up on Monday i July· l?th. On Sundny, July 14th, he recej ~ 
information that the machine.had been seized~ 

The employe~ who placed the machin& in the p~eiliises testified 
that, with the bar and other equipment, it looked like a recreation 
room or club room, ~pical of cellar recireation rooms in private· 
dwellings. He installed the machine without asking the nnL1e of the 
man whom he met there· or giving any particular thought to.the. actlv--: 
ities that were 'to be carried on th~:;re. He says that he thought_. -
tha~ there wris·to be· a pa~ty at. the place.. · 

Whei~e,. o.s. here, .it is ·claiwed tha.t' a music nachine is rented, to 
the occupant of a private :residence for a single day or weekend, it 
is. incumbent upon a claimant seeking to avoid f_orfej"ture of. such 
machine t.o establi.sh by. the Dost· convinc.ing evidence- tho.t he had no 
reasq.n to, sus.:Pect ·tho.~ the place was actually. a speakeasy or that the 
person to.· whom he. loaned" the machine w.as a speakeasy· operator·- . 
Cf. Seizure Case 687!5 ~ B-t1lletin 716, Item 3. · 

Reuben Thoua·s. -apparently hn1s no pr~·e-\rious. rec.ord of violating. 
the· liquor laws or. an:,r~ other ltiws •· -· Tl1e nc:;t.ub?T was merely in 1 ts· 
formative·stage .. · Hence· the failure-to investigate the character of 
thG person to whom the machine was to be loaned is iunaterit:tl, 
especially since the .rental was merely to be for one day.. Seiz~re 
Case 68802 Bulletin 713, Item 8. 
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It is concej_vable that a reasonably prudent person could have 
conclu4ed 1 even though a bar, tables and chairs were there, that it 
was ·nothing more tho.n a recreation room, ·with the machine being 
rented.fol~ a. party at the ple.c.e.· The fact that ,the rental was in the; 
name of a···social ·club rather thc-:n1 in tb.e name of an lndividual did -
not of lt·self definitely indicate anything to the contrary ... I arD., 
therefqre, satisfied that Mr. Odell acted in good faith and did not 
know or -have any reason to susp~ct that the place was_a speakeasy. 
The rrm'.sic machine. will therE.:fore be returned to hirno 

The cigarette vending machine was not in Thomas' premises on a 
one-day rento.l; nor upon any assumption that the place wns an indi­
v~dual 's p~ivate recreation room. 

Mr o Obus testified tha_t about J·une 15, 1946, two -men, on behc-;.lf 
of the "Svmn Clubvr, asked him. to pl~ce a machine at the premises 
upori the representation thr::~ t they were opening a club and intended to· 
obta:Ln a liquor license ... 

Obus was never- .at the premises and d.id not investigate eitl1er 
the place or the club. He frnnkly admitted that he is only interes­
ted in the.· reyenue his machines pr;oduce, and that he irvould place a 
machine in a· person·' s bedroom if he thought it would do business 
there. -

, Obus' employee who installed the mo.chine gives n frank and c·lear 
descriptton of ·their business practice. ·He says that. he-has placed 
machines in private clubs where there have been bars, but has never 
asked ·for, or looked for, any lic~uor license; that he merely assumed 
that they would not operate without a_.licerise. 

In the i.nstant case, when __ delivering the machine,· this empl9yee 
did not a.?k the man. whom he met there- for his name, although from its 
equipwent he_ concluded i;;hat it was a plnce where liquor would ba 
se~ved or scildo Here, too, he took it' for grante~ that it was a 
legitimate eb.terprise~ and was of- the ·opinlon that it wo.s not his 
business. ·to·-inc1uir·e whether ,it· was a licensed. taproom. .He· was at the 

··place on two occasion.s . to service t~1e machine~ · 

It is mnnifest that persons- installing equipment in a plo.ce, 
with knowledge that alcoholic beverage·s are to be sold ~~ere, should 
first n:.ake -C::ertain thD .. t it has a ·proper liquor license, especially 
where it is· not- a recognized ty"pe ·of· business esto.blishment. This is 
nothing more than- common sense~ ·The facts within the knovdedge of 
_Obus or his. eraployee vvould have led a person of ordinary prudence to 
-discover that alcdholic beverage~-wers to be sold at the premis~s 
lli'1lawfully. Hence~ the application ··.)f Mr. Obus fo"r return of the 
cigarette vending m~chine is denied. 

Accordingl~r, ·it is DETEHMINED and OHDEHED that, ·if on or before 
the 4th day ·or NoverubGr, 1'9L16, SaLJ.uel Odell· pays the cost' of se:Lzure 
and s'torage of the.music machine, it.will be returned to hir;1; and it 
is further · 

.DETERMINED and OHDEHED that the balance of the seized property, 
more fully described·in Schedule "A" attached hereto, constitutes 
unln:w-ful property, and tho. t the same be and hereby is forf'ei ted in 
accorde.ncc wt th the provisions of· IL So 33: 1-66, nnd that it be 
retainod for the use of hospi to.ls and State, county J:tnd ·m~micipnl 
institutions, or destr:oyed ln· whole or in part at the direction of the 
State CooCTissioner of Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Dated: October 22, 1946g 

EHWIN B. HOCK 
Deputy Comrnissioner. 

..... 
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336 - bottles of beer 
20 - bottles of other alcoholic beverages 

181 empty beer; bot tl12s · 
76 gla~rnes 
· 1 ci·go.rotte vencling' nmehine, Seris.l . 

Nu. 72124:, and T1erchandise and coins. 
therein 

4 - tables 
9 ~ stool.s 
9 - ch::iirs 

9 •. APPELLATE DECISIONS - VAN.HORN·v. ·MANALAPAN TOWNSHIP. 

ESTHEH V1rn HOHN, 
trading ns RED BiU~L INN, 

Appellant, 

-vs-

TOWNSHIP COMJ:JiITTEE OF THE 

) 

) 

) 

) 

TOWNSHIP OF MANALAPANJ ) 

·Respondent . ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND OB.DER 

Felcone & Fe.le one, Esqs.:; by Michael Felcone, Esq.:, 
. . Attortieys for Appellanto 

BarKalow & McGowan, Esc:s. by M •. Haymond M.cGovvan, Es-ci.,. 
Attorneys for Respondent. 

1:L1his fs an· appeal from ttie action of respondent Township Com­
mittee of the Township of Manalapo..ri in imposing 2 special condition 
when it renewed appellant's lipenSe for the licensing year· 1946~47. 
Such condition provided that trno dancing be permitted on licensed 
premisesno 

There is .no question as to respondent 1 s power to impose such a 
condition, under the provisions of n .. s .. 33:1-32. The grounds for 
the appeal· are (1) that the action of respondent Township Committee 
we.s arbitrary, Ct:lpricious, discriminatory and unreasonable; (2) that 
said condition was imposed without proper notice or h8aring; and (3) 
snid condition wo.s imposed on grounds which are not within·the meaning 
of the Statute. · · 

The uncontradicted evidence disclosed tha·t, starting some time 
during the prior licensing period; appE:llant provided a· "cowboy 
orchestran ·ror the purpose of ·the entertainment of and dancing·by 
her patroni; that the dancing was performed in a rather restricted 
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area, which area also contained tables ·and chait·s at which patrons 
were served alcoholic beverages; and that the· "dancing arean 1.11Jas 
largely_ patronized by minors and other young people. 

Facilities for dancing are not p.rovided for in any of the other 
seven licensed places in the township. ·Nevertheless, all other 
licensees- were advised by the Township Clerk, on instructi.ons from 

. the Township Committee, that there. would be no dancing on l~censed 
prer11ises. 

There is no provision in the Alcoholic Beverage Law, R. S. 
33: 1 ·et sec:..!...'L which requires that a hearing be held when licemJes 
are issued subj~ct to a special condition. B. s. 33:1-32. 

The imposition of a special condi tJ.on i~ is~uing (or renevvin.g) 
a· license is a desi.rable meth_ocl used tq corirect a special. si tuc.tion. 
When .said condition is not arbitrary or discriminatory or capricious 
and is deemed by_ the . is13riing authority to· be ·necessary. and proper tC? 
·accomplish ·the purpose of the_ law, the· cc>~di ti?n will he upheld. 

' ' 

The undisputed· pu:t~pose of the special . condi t_ion i"S tc;· remove an 
attraction that· tended to ind did attract minors ·to the licensed 
premj.ses, causing an enforcement problem which respondent Township· 

·Committee wa.s not prepared· to face. This problem ........ tlH~ prevention 
. of. the s.ervice to" or·· consumption ·by- minors of. alcohol~c beverages -­
. is a ·serious ·one and any reasonable approach to e. solution is to_ be 
applauded. A muriici"pSJ.li ty may .-i)rohibi t dancing :vvhere 1:iq_uor i.s sold 
on .the premises. Cf. He HC11-"ri~ Bulletin 16, Item 8; Re Hendricks_z__ 

.Eulletj_n 81,. It.em .9. Considering the fact ·that· dancing is not per-
mitted on other licensed premises in so.id towrisb~p, we.cnrinot say 
that such special condition imposed ori appellant's license is . 
discriminatory, capricious ·or arbit~aryo · 

. Ge:nero.l regulations; should best be adopted ·by. o'.ed=!-nance ~-. 
Jl'.e Van Allen2 Bulletin -385, Iter1i. 2o In the instant co.se, however, I 
can find no substantial reason wr~ the regulation _in question way not 
propei'ly be. imposed by speclal con1:a tiono I. shcill ::.1ffirni the- action 
of the respondent .Townshii) ComE1i ~tee. , · 

Accordingly, ·it is_, on this 25 4ch day ot ·October·, 1946, 

OEDERED, 
dismissed •. 

that the appeal. herei.n be and. the 
. . ' . 

S[;Wl8 is l)ere by 

EHWIN-B,, HOCK 
. Deputy ·coimnissfoner. 

. . ' 
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10. APPELLATE DECISIONS ~ GAL-LITANO v .. SOUTH HAC:KENSACK TOWNSHIPo 

MICHAEL GALLITANO, trading as ) 
TvIIKE '8 ,BAH AND GRILL, 

Appellant, ) 
-vs-

TOWNSHIP COMIVIIT'I1EE 0:8., THE 
'110WNSfiIP OF SOUTH HACKENSACK, 

). 

) 

rtespondent )· · 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDEH 

Herbert F. My er s, Jr .. ; Es c~_., Attorney· for Appellant .. 
Halph W. -Chandless, Esq .. , by ·John Frank, Jr., .Esq.; A ttorrn;y for 

Respondent. · 

This is an appeal fr.oLl a ·three-day suspension. of ::i.· plenary 
retail consumption license held by appello.nt for premises at 6 Worth 
Street, South·'Hadrnns2.cko -At the time the suspension was imposed~ 
re.spondent deferred -Che fixing of an effective date for said sus 
sion pending the outcome of this appeal. · 

The tb.ree-day suspension was imposed by respondent aftE:~r it had 
found appellant guilty· of.two charges. Charge (1) alleged that on · 
July 14, 1946, and on divers datqs prior thereto~ appellµnt had · 
.allowed certain persons of ill repute upon his licensed premises in 
violr1tion of Rule· 4 of State Rr2gulations Noo 20 •. It is unnecessary, 
however, -to consider. this charge becau'Se I conclude _the .. t. the· evidencG 
herein is sufficL:mt to sustain a finding of. guilt as. to charge (2), 
which alleged tbat~ · 

"On the lL±th day of J-uly, 1946, and on divers dates prior 
thereto, you did allow, permit or suffer in or upon your 
lfcensed ·premise·s, distur1xu::~ces·, brawls-. ancl unnecessary 
noises and you did allow, permit or suffer your licensed 
place 6f business to be: conducted in such a mann~r as to 
become a i1uisance in that on April 14, i946 y_ou di¢1 allov..r, 
permit or suffer a brav;,rl between Edward Mi tch811 and 
AndrevY Brooks . in which the said Edward Mitchell was cut 
with-~ razor and in that on July 13, 1946 you.did allow, 
.permit or suffbr a brawl between Frazier Mosley and L0ster 
Thompson in which the sciid Lester Thompson wqs stabbed with. 
a knife and in that on divers o"ther dates you did allow~ 
permit" or suffer Lester Tho~pson and Esther Gooch Holloway 
and divers other persons whose no.mes are unl\:novm to enge .. ge 
in or commit disturbances, brawls or ur~1ecessary noise · 
and in tho.t ·the·· mari1ier of· the cond.uct of your licensed 
place of business is and -vyas a nuisance to the public by 
virtue of the fact that said acts were audible on a public 
street and continued to be disturbing to the neighborhood 
contro.i•y ·to Rule ·5 of Regulation 20 concerning conduct of 
licensees and use o:f licensed premises promulgated by the 
Commissioner- ·of Alcoholic Beverage Control by virtue of 
authority given him .under the above Act and reading as 
follows: · 

"'No licensee shall allow, permit or suffer in or upon the 
licensed premisc~s any disturbances, lewdness, immoral activ­
i. ties, brmvls or unnecessary noises or allovv·, permit,. or 
suffer the licensed place of bu~~iness to be conducted in 
such manner as to becorae a nuisance .. r n 

. i 
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At the he;aring here:in both Ed.ward Mi tcheli and Andr.ew Brooks 
testifi'ed as to the disturbance 1,ivhich occurred in the licensed prem­
ises on April :LL.b, 1946. This affair moi.y best be summed up by the 
fol_lowing testimony given by Brooks: 

I 

HQ Tell us what the fight was about. 
-HA I vvas sitting dovm to the bar drinking a glass. of beer 

and he came· in and twisted my arm - he .. we.lked back toward 
-the jlli~e box and then came back .and twisted my arm, and· 
I said, •that hurt r, and he said, •Why don tt you straighten 
Up-~nd be.a man?•, an~ he grabbed a chair to hit me and I 
cut hini .. 

n.Q Who was taking care . pf tt.e:;_ premises? \ 

.rtThe Hearer: Who was tending bar? 
ti The Witness.: TuU.k(; was at the bar. n 

Mitchell corroborated the fact that the fight took place right 
alongside the· bar. and. stated that Brooks cut him in the face with a. 
razor with the result that he (Mi.tchell) was tal,rnn to the. hospital 
for· treatment •. 

The evidence further shows tb.c.:.i.t on July 13., 1946, Lester 
Thompson started an argument with his girl friend in .the licensed 
premises and that, when Frazie:r;> Mosley interfered, Thompson ncc.lled 
him a name" and .started for the door. Before Thompson renched the -
door, however, Mosley, who had followed:1 stabbed Thompson with some 
instrument which inflicted a four-inch laceration in his left chest, 
causing drops of blood to be spilled on trw fl·oor of the licensed 
premises. The victim of the attack was subsequently taken to a hos­
pital by members. of the Township Police Department. At the hearing 
Thompson· testified thctt the appellant was back -of the bar when this 
argument start.eclo Thompson testified that the argmnent had lasted 
only two or three seconds, but another w:L tness who lives across the· 
street t8stified that he had heard rm argument in the licensed prem­
ises about seven minutes or so·before Thompson came out the door after 
he had been sto.bbed. This latter wi tneE3S also testified that on 
June 2D, 1946, he had vr:Ltnessed a disturbance which lasted about 
twenty .ninu'tes and involved three vvor~1en on the Ol'.lt.side and a couple 
of men on t})e inside, with the appellant in the doorway between. the 
two groups. 

Appellant does not deny .. that these disturbances occurr8.d or 
that he was present a·t the tiri1e the disturbances occurred. Appar­
ently he relies upon the ·contention that, at least as to the disturb- -
ances·on April·l4, and July 13, he did all that a licensee mlght 
reasonably be required to do and hence was not guilty of a11·owing, 
perro.itting or "suffering the br3.wls or disturbances... It may w·ell be 
tho.·~, if ·a c.1isturb.$.nce occurs suddenly in licensed premises and the 
licensee li.ad ·no reason to anticipate any trouble, he should be held 
blaneless .. j.f ·he acts prouptly to quell the disturbance. Many previ...:... 
ous cases have so held. However; the evidence herein indicates that 
appellant participated in the distqrbance which occurred on June 
28th... ~rhere is evidence froL1 which it may be concluded that, when 
the disturbances occurred on April 14th 2.nd July 13th, the arguments 
ha.d been going on for some tiue before the stabbings occurred and 
tho.t duri:ng these arguri1ents appellant stood by and c1id nothing.. Under '>( 
these circumstances appellant was guilty of allowing, permitting and. 
suffering brawls upon his licensed premises. Kluclrn v. Orange 2 
Bulletin 256, I ten 3. ' Licensees may not avoid their responsibility x 
for the conduct of their premises by· merely· closing their eyes and 
ears.. On the contrary, licensees uust use their eyes o..nd ears, and 
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use ~hem effecti v1~~ly, ·to prcvcmt·.~·the ... impr61)er use of theiI' ,.premises. 
Bilowi th v. Passaic...1.. Bulletin· 52?.? It0m 3.. The action of I'8spondcnt 
is, th~refore, affirm~d. · 

Accordingly, it is, on this 25th day of October, 1946 9 

OHDEHED, that the action of respondent be and the sar:l'.:! is 
hereby affirmed, and the appe,21 herein be and the same is herc:;by 
dismissed; and it is further · 

ORDERED, that the matter be remattded· to respondent for the 
purpose of fixing the: effective dates for the three-day suspenslono 
When. said dates have been fix1::;d, notification thereof should be sent 
promptly by respondent to the Departm.(·mt of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control .. 

ER'WI N Bo HO CK 
Deputy Commissioner. 

11. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED._ 

Peerless Beverage Company 
1000 J:;forris Ave. 
Union, N. J () 

Application, for Plenary Whole~'J[~le License filed 
Octobe:c 23.9 · 19~16. , 

Birch Trubking Corp. 
36 Hooper St .. 
Brooklyn, IL Y. 

Application for Trc.msportl:~ tion Licen::ie filed October 28, 1946. 

Surrey-Arnold, Inc. 
1143 East Jersey Sto 
Elizabeth, N., J. 

Application for Warehouse Receipts License filed 
October 28, l946e 

New.York Terminal warelwuse Coo, Incorpcrated 
811 Federal Street · 
Camden, N. Jo 

Application for Public Warehouse License filed 
October 88, 1946. 

·~v· 
e:~ /{ { c, Z·C( 

·D!.=-;puty Corrn:nis sioncr. 


