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APPELLATE DECISIONS - SZALOBRYT Vo WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP (WARREN
COUNTY) .-

CHARLES SZALOBRYT,"" ) ,
| Appellant, ) . ON APPEAL .
vee | . . CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER
TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP | o
OF WASHINCTON, WARREN COUNTY, = .
Respondent.

James B. Naddock, Jre, Esqo, Attorney for Appellant.
Wilbur M. Rush, Esq., Attorney for Respondent.

* BY THE DIRECTOR:

" This is an appeal from respondent?s denlal of appellant’s appli-
cation for a plenary retail distribution license for premises on
State, nghway Route No. 30, Township of Washlngton Warren County°

Six plenary retail consumptlon llcenses are- outstandlng in
Washington Township which had a 1940 Federal census population of
1,320, The testlmony indicates that the nelghborhood wherein appel-.
'lant?s premises are located is not thickly populated, and that two
plenary retail distribution -licenses are outstanding, in an adjacent
‘municipality, about oné-half mile from appellantfs premises. . Retail

consumption licenses, subject now to P.L. 1948, c. 98, carry the
privilege of selling alcoholic beverages in orlglnal Contalners for
off-premlses consumption. : o

No plenary retall distribution llCeDSe has been 1ssued in the
VtOWHShlp and, hence, issuance of the license in- quest;on is not.
~barred by the provisions of the State Limitation Law -- P.L. 1947,

C. 9L; nor has the township an ordlnance prohibiting issuance of a
plenary retail distribution license.’ However, and’ 6f course;. the
sbsence of a prohibition does not mean that an application for a new-
retail license must be granted. The determination to grant or deny
such an application rests in the first instance in the sound discre-
tion of the municipal issuing authority. (R.S. 33:1-19) See -Bulletin

762, ‘Ttem 2: Jorgensen v. Nashlngton Townshlp, Warren CounAy, Bulletln
840 Item/S , , . ._ . .

Respondent’e Answer states that no need ex1sts in the townshlp
for any further outlet for the sale of alcoholic beverages; and that
the needs of the residents of the township are presently well served
by the taverns now operating therein and the addition of a further
license would be contrary to the best- interests and general welfare
of the residents of the township. Appellantts application was denied
by unanimous vote of the three Township Committeemen, each of whom
testified, at the hearing herein, that in his opinion there is no
public need, in the township, for the license sought. .

The burden of proving respondentfs action to have been an
unreasonable or abusive exercise of its discretionary authority has
not been sustained. I shall, therefore, affirm that action.

- Accordingly, it is, on this 28th day of April, 1950,

ORDERED that the action of respondent be and the same is hereby
affirmed, and the appeal herein be and the same is hereby dismissed.

ERWIN B. HOCK
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2. DISCIPLINARY PROCE EDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - PRIOR RECORD NOT
CONSIDERED BECAUSE OF LAPSE OF TIME - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15

DAYS, LESS 5 FOR "PLEA.

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against

- LEON WALEWSKI o yo R
L62 Franklin Street ' L j ' : CONCLUSIONS
Elizabeth 1, N. J., AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- )
tion License C-98, issued by the
Municipal Board of Alcoholic
Beverage Control of the City of
Elizabeth. '

~—

Leon Walewski, Defendant-licensee, Pro Se. -
William F. Wood, Esq , appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control,

.BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant has pleaded non vult to a charge alleglng that he pos-
sessed on his licensed premises alcoholic beverages in a bottle bear
ing a label which did not truly describe the contents thereof, in
violation of Rule 28 of State Regulatlons No. 20, -

On Aprll 10, 1950 an agent of the State DlVlSlon of Alcohollc
Beverage Control selzed on defendant?®s licensed premlses one L/5 quart
bottle containing an alcoholic. beverage, labeled "Cenadian Club
Blended Cenadian Whisky®, when his field tests indicated a variance :
between the label on the bottle and the contents thereof. Ain analysis
by the Division' Chemist confirmed this variance and established that
the contents thereof were not as descrlbed on the label. See Rule 28,

.- State Regulatlons No. 2O : RS

Defendant has a prior adgud1Cdted record. Effective March 15,

1943 his license, then covering premises 75 Fourth Street, Corner
Fulton Street, EllZabeth was suspended for ten days for a dlSSlmllar
violation, Because of the time elapsed since the previous suspension
I shall not consider it in aggrgvatlon of the present charge. I shall
suspend the license" for the minimum fifteen days. for illicit liquor _
cases. Re Rudolph, Bulletin H80, Ttem 1. Remitting five days because
of the plea will leave a net suspen°1on of ten days. _

Accordlngly, it is, on this 28th day of Aprll 1950,

: ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumptlon Llcense €-98, issued by
the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the Clty of
Elizabeth to Leon ‘Walewski, -for premises 462 Franklin Street, Eliza-
beth, be and the same is hereby suspended for a period of ten (10)
deys, commencing at 2:00 a.m. May 8 1950 and terminating at 2:00
8., May 18, 195OD : AR e

ERWIN B. "HOCK
,Directorg”:'
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3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS = AIDING AND AB”TTING NON- LICENSEL TO
EXERCISE THE RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES: OF THE LICENSE = ILLEGAL
SITUATION CORRECTED - SUSPENSION FOR BALANCE OF TERM LIFTED UPON
EXPIRATION OF 20 DAYS FROM EFFECTIVE DATE OF SUSPENSIONo

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against , f
ALBINO NIGRO ) . oM. PETITION

T/a £LSY BOWL-O-DROME . . )
450 Main -Street: ‘
Lodi, N. J., | )

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License (C-22, issued by the )
Mayor and Council of the Borough

of Lodi.

Albino Nigro, Petitioner, Pro Se.

ORDER:

BY THE DIRECTOR:

On April 11, 1950 T suspended defend nt's License C-22 for
the balance of 1ts term, effective 3:00 a.m., April 17, 1950, after he
had pleaded non vult to charges alleging (1) that he falsely denied
in his application for his current license that he had agreed to pay
any person a percentage of the profits from the licensed business,
and (2) that he knowingly aided and zbetted Peter Kavalski to ‘exer-
cise the rights and privileges of his license. See Bulletin’ 873,_
Item: 1. In sald order it was provided. that, if the unlawful situation
were corrected, a petition might be filed w1th me to lift the suspen-
sion after twenty days of the suspension had been served

Pursuant to said leave, Llbino Nigro has requested that the -
suspension herein be lifted. At a supplemental hearing held at this
Division on April 25,‘1950 Albino Nigro testified that the agreement
heretofore entered. into between him and Peter Kavalski has been abro-
gated in its entlrety, and’ that the business will be conducted by
himself without any sld or, a531stence of any nature whatsoever from
Peter Kavalski. e o - :

Peter Kavalskiﬁcerroborated_Said‘testimonyﬁof Albino Nigro to
the effect that he has né further interest in the license.or the
licensed business owned:by Albino Nigro.

It appearing from the facts recited above that the unlawful
situation has been corrected, and it further appearing that on Sunday,
May 7, 1950, twenty days will have - elapsed 31nce the suspension became
effectlve .

It is, on this lst day of Mey, 195b“

ORDERED that the suspen81on heretofore imposed be and the same
is hereby lifted and that Plenary Retail Consumption License (-22,
issued by the Mayor and Council of the Borough of Lodi to Albino ngro,
t/a hls® Bowl=0- Drome, for premises 450 Main Street, Lodi, be and the
same 1s hereby restored to full force and effect, effectlve Sunday,
May 7, 1950 at 12:01 p.m.

ERWIN B. HOCK
Director.
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Lo DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -~ PURCHASE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BY
RETAILER FROM ANOTHER RETAILER - TRANSPORTATION OF LLCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES IN VEHICLE NOT BEARING TRANSPORTATION INSIGNIA - LICENSE
SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA. :

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against |
COLONNA PARK INC, - ; .
T/a MIR-0-MAR - ) ~ CONCLUSIONS

North side - Route 28 AND ORDER
Bethlehem Township ) . , i .

P.0. West Portal, N. J.,

‘Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-

tion License C-5, issued by the )

Township Committee of the Township

of Bethlehemn.

Defendant-llcensee by Florence Murphy, Pre51dent°

Anthony Meyer, Jro, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
: Beverage Controlo'

' BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant has pleaded non vult to charges alleging that it pur-
chased alcoholic beverages- from another retailer, in violation of
Rule 15 of State Regulations No. 20, and that it transported the said
alcoholic beverages in a vehicle Wthh did not bear a transit insig-
nia, such transportatlon being in violation of R. S. 33:1-2, ‘

The file hereln discloses that on various dates between July 1,
1949 and March 24, 1950, defendant purchased various items of alco-
holic beverages from another retailer and transported the alcoholic
beverages from the other licensed premises to its licensed premises
in two vehlcles, nelther of whlch bore a transit insignia. :

,Defendant has ‘no prlor record. I shall suspend defendant?s
license for fifteen days because of the unlawful purchase, and for an
additional five days because of the unlawful transportation. Five
days will be remitted because of the plea entered herein, making a
net -suspension of fifteen days. Cf. Re Fessler, Bulletin 596, Item 1.

Accordingly, it is, on this lst day of May, 1950,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption Llcense C-5, 1ssued by
the Township Committee of the Township of Bethlehem to Colonna Park,
Inc., t/a Mir-o-mar, for premlses on North side - Route 28, Bethlenem
Townshlp, be and the same is hereby suspended for fifteen days, com-
?gnglng at 2:;00 a.m. May 5, 1950, and terminating at 2:00 a.m. Msy 20,

5 : .

ERWIN B, HOCK
Director.
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5 ACTIVITY REPORT FOR APRIL 1950
RRESTS: o _ _ L
“stal number of persons arrested = = = = = = = 4 @ w .- o - .- - e e e e e e e e - .- 23

Licensees end employees - = - - - « - - e - a 1 . " : ‘

Bootleggers = - - = = = - = o 2 2 4 - - oo o . 22
SEIZURES: . o [ .

MotOr VERICIES = CErs = = = = = == % = o o e e e mm e mmmm m e m o mm e e - - A 2
Stills = 50 g2llons Or UAdEr = = = = = = = & = o e ;e e e o m = m e e = - . —— 5
klcohsl - gallons = = = = = = =~ o o - - = e e e o - U 2,61
Mash ~ gallons = = == = = = = = e L m e e - - - e mm e e e m o - - e e mm === - 1,075.00
Distilied alcoholic beverages - gallons = = = = = = o v w2 L0 oo o 2c 0o oTe L e oo o .- 17.70
Wine - gallons = ~ = = = = = = - 0 oL L L0 2L e o - A 26741
Brewed malt alcoholic beverages - gellons = = = = = = = = = = = = < Cmm e e m e e d e e 22.87

RETAIL LICENSEES: ’ :

Premises inspected - = = = = = - - 4 4 - 44 4 a 24w o= A e e e e e e e m e e = e - - = . 878
Premises where alcoholic beveragcs WEFE CEUGEN = = = == == = = s mmm = = = m == o m = o= oo - 696
Bottles geuged - = = =~ == = = = = = = e e o m e e mrnemmm e e . e m s a o 12,546
Premises where violations wnre found = = =’ <« = o 2 o o e L oLl el e e e e 5
Violations found = = = = = 2.2 = 5 2 2 2 4 0l e a0 e o -~ A e e e e e e e . = = %3

Type of violations found:’ ) - L s L ' h
Ungualjfied employees - - - = - - - - - - -Z1  Probable fronts = - - = - - - T |
Reg. #1538 sign not postéd ~ ='= - - = - = <= -6 Other mercentile business = = ~ = - = = -~ - 1
Prohibifed signs = = = = = = = « = = = = = - 1. Other violations = = = = = = = = = = <« =« = 3

;TATE LICENSEES: . , :
Premises inspeCted = = = = = = = = ¢ o o = o 4 o o e e e e h e o m e e m e m e e e e e o == - 19
License applications invesfigafca ------------ e e e e e e e e e e el m e e e m e e 13

DMPLAINT S s | , STt |
- Complaints assigned For INVESTIgETION = = = = = = = = = @ = = = = e = mm e e m — = o= - 27k
Investigations completed -~ = = = = = = = = = =~ = - SR e e e m e m === = - . = = 5¢9
Investigations pending = = -~ ~'= =~ 2 = = = ='% « = 2 = = = - o i e e e e e e e e e e - m - - © 176

ABORATORY : , e . . . :

anelyses made -~ - - - - - - - T e e e e e e e e e e - a o h e e e e = e e - S 111
"Sheke-up" casés {alcohol, water end-artificisl color) « bottlos = = = = = = = = == w0222 - oo 8
Liguor found to be not anUIne as lubLlEQ ~ bOttlES = = e e e i o m e m i hcie e e e e - - - 2

DENTIFICATION BUREAU: ‘ _ , o
Criminal fingerprint ndenfnfxcchqns NEHE = = = = = o = = m - - - - e e e e e e e — - - 5
“Persons fingerprinted for non-criminal purposes - - = = - - - e e e e e e e e - 128
Identification contacts maoe with other enforcement agLnCIF -------- S 118
Mofor vehicle icentifications via.N. J. s# fe Police Teletype - = - - - - e e e e e e e - = L
ISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS: o )

CaSLJ trensmitted 10.aunicipalities - = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - - .- e e e .o oo RS 11

Violations involved: . ' . : .
Sele during prohibited hours = = - - = = « = §

Sale to minors - « = - - = - - R -
Sale fo non-members by clubs = = - = = - - - 2
Permittinz bookmaking on premises - - - - - i i .

Cases instituted at Division = = = = = = = = = = = = =« = o -0 o - o o S U 20

Violations involved: : S o
Sele to minors - = = = = = =~ ~ -« ~' = - - =10 " Sale to non-members by clubs - - - - - - - Z
Possessing illicit thUUr - - -~ ~--=--~3 Emloying UanollfILd pcr<ong - —— - == ]

Sale under Feir Trade price = = = == = - - 2 bulc durlnp prohibited h OUrS T= o= - - - 1.
Fraud and front = = = = =% e e w = = = 2 - 2 : :
Czses brought by municipelities on own initiative enc rgporfed fo pivision = = = = = = = = =2 =m0 - 6

Violations involved: ) e o
Permitting brawis on premises - - - = = '~'= 5

Szle to MiNOrs = = = = = = = = = = = - - - - 1
Permitting gambling on premises (cards) - - 1
-Hingering imvestigation - = = - = - = - - -]

EARINGS HELD AT DIVISION: ’

Total number -of near ings REld = = == = = = = = = = = = = = = =~ = = = = = e e e e e e e - - - .33
Appeals - - = = = - - - - o e e - e e e e - - 4 SEiZUrES = - = = 2 = = ~ =« = = ~ = = 2~ 3 -
Disciplinary proceedings - = == = &= - - = 2 221 Tax revocation - e < - - - - m o m o - - - 1
Fligibility - = —/m = o = 2 5 = = = = = = - =7 Application for license = = == = = == = = ¢

PERMITS ISSUED: ) . o ) . . . A

Total number of permlfs ISSUCU B T T T TS e e e e e e e e == = i
gmployment - 4 = « -T2 L LT 4 e oo C- - - =100 Socieal affulrs e - - - - e e e o - 3% :
Solicitors! =« = = v — o v 0 e oo 97.: Mistellangous - = == ='= = = ="« = = - = 104
Dasposal of alcohol.c bLVLro?CQ I N L o

EE ERWIN B. HOCK, DIRECTOR
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6. leCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - LEWDNESS AND IMMORAL ACTIVITIES
(PROCURING FEMALES FOR PURPOSES OF PROSTITUTION, SOLICITATION FOR
PROSTITUTION) - HOSTESSES - LICENSE REVOKED.

In the Matter of D1301p11nary )
Proceedlngs against . e
)

LEONA FILIPPONE
%auﬁgipémgmmj REE Ly CONCLUSIONS
. Wallington, N. J., ) )' ' AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consumk-
‘tion License C-7, issued by the = )
- Meyor and Coun01l of tne Borough .
‘of Wallington. L _ ) ‘-
Feder & Rinzler, Esgs., by Joseph A. Feder, Esq,, Attorneys for
S .' Defendant -licensee., -
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appearlng for Division of Al¢oholic =
- . Beverage Controla,

BY THE DIRECTOR: » .
Defendant pleaded not gnilty to nharges as follows'

W], On December 28, 1949, ‘and January L and 6, 1950, you
~ellowed, permitted and suffered lewdness and 1mmoral activities
~in and upon your licensed premises, viz., procuring females for
i, purposes of prostitution, solicitation for prostitution and the

maintenance of a place for the meking of assignations; in v1ola~
tion of Rule. 5 of State Regulapwons No. 20. .

“2° On December 30, l949 you allowed permltted and suffered
"a female employed. on your. llcensed premises to accept beverages
at the expense of and as a gift from customers or patrons; in
violation of Rule 22 of State Regulations No. 20.%

According to the testimony, two agents of the Division of Alco-
holic Beverage Control visited the defendant's licensed premises on
the night .of December 28, 1949, znd while there engaged.in conversa-
tion with one Anthony Filippone, called “Flip®, the husband of the
licensee and admittedly, the menager of her llcensed business and
licensed premises. Upon inquiry by the agents as.to whether any
figirls were there that night", WFlip® stated that he had a girl from
New York there that night, that she was a model and pretty nice, and
that she was a Wtwo-way girl®., #Flip%, the agents testified, 1ndi~
cated that she would engage in sexual intercourse and told*them that
this girl was %"a little high priced® and that she was fclean® and
“looked a bit above the ordinary girl¥. He also told the agents that
he had her there %to stimulate trade®. Following this conversation
the agents observed a woman enter the bar .alone and "Flip# indicated
that she was the girl to whom he referred. Shortly thereafter this
girl left the licensed premises with two men and soon returned alone°
The agents then asked "Flip" to introduce the girl.to them. In
response WFlip" said, "I am a little bit leery; I have to be careful.”
When one of the agents answered by saying, #All right, 'skip it.%,
“Fplipy said, "I will take a chance. I w1ll fix you up. "  Thereafter
WE1ipH called the girl to the rear of the room and had some conversa-
tion with her. : A Ilittle later #Flip® called the girl over to where
the agents were seated and introduced her by saying, "This is Betty.%
After some further conversation in the presence of “Fllp” the girl
said to the two agents, "What's the score, boys? = Who is first?¥ One
of the agents then went outside of the premlses with the girl but
because the investigation on that evening was merely prellmlnary it
was not pursued further at that tlme,
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Returnlng to the llcensed premises on the nlght of December 30,
-loh9 the agents found no girls present. #Flip" told.the agents
that the wgirls® would soon be there.’ Later, when no ¥girls®
. appeared; "Flip® remarked, "I'1l get a couple of new ones next weekd
- On the occasion of this visit the egents observed a female: enter-
tainer playing the accordion and slnglng° After the conclu51on of
-her numbers' she ‘sat at the bar with various male patrons who pur- >
chased beverages for ‘her and paid for the same. , e

Agaln on the nlght of January 4, 1950, the agents visited the
licensed ‘premises and were greeted by. “Fllp" with the remark, "She's
here tonight." When asked whether she was in the .tavern "Fllp" said,
“No. Shefs outside now. She should be back any minute.® A4 short
time latér "Betty" entered the tavern alone. WFlip" then pointed to
customers at the bar and said to WBetty", ®What am I going to tell
these gentlemen? They're waiting for you.®, to which the girl said,
“I'm sorry. I don't give a damn what you tell them. I'm leaving."
Soon thereefter "Betty™ left the premlseso, .

The ﬁgents again visited the licensed premlses on January 6th.
Upon entering and walking to the rear of the room, "Flip® called
out, "I got a new one tonight, boys. .She's a honey° Shets cheaper
than Betty.n Durlng a conversation whlch followed between #Flip®
and the agents, the former said, "She's not as nice as the other one
but ‘she's more relisble., She's cheaper and she got around here
8 ofclock tonight and she had three guys out already.® The girl,
upon returning from a visit to the ladies® room, was told by "Flip%,
#The old guy down the bar is next. i .. .The girl then inquired,- ‘"ighich
one?%, to which #Flip" s&id, "When' you*re ready I711 go and stand in
front of him.%. . Shortly- thereafter “Flip® introduced the glrl to the
agents as "Paulav. ~ The agents purchased‘ner & drink and as she
finished it, she walked toward the above mentioned customer, WFlip®
saying to her, "These boys (indicating the agents) are next. When
you come back take care of them because they are good customers.®
Paula left the premises with the aforesaid customer referred to as
#“The old guy", returned within a half-hour and sat and talked with
the agents and #“Flipit.. After several rounds.of drinks Paula said to
the agents, "What's the score, boys?% .The agents then talked with
Paula as to price and after one of the agents. had given her three
marked $1.00 bills he left the premises with her. All:of this .con-
- versation took place in the presence of “Flip®. Shortly thereafter
other agents and police officers found Paula with the agent who had
left the premises with her, in an gutomobile pqued nearby in a posi-
tion clearly indicating her intentions to engage in sexual inter-
course. The three marked one dollar bills handed:to her by the agent
'as ebove 1ndlcated were found in her pocketbook.

Paula hen placed on the stond refused to answer any but the
most formal questions on the ground that such answers might incrimi-
nate her. She admitted knowing %Flip" and the licensee's bartender.
“Flip®, when called by the defense, denied many of the statements
allegedly made by him to the D1v151on?s agents. He denied knowing
Pzula and refused to answer many pertinent questions on the ground
that the answers might incriminate him. He also did not remember
‘many incidents and denied any acquaintance with Betty except a very
casual one.

The straightforward testimony of the witnesses for the Division,
excepting "Paula", the lack of any apparent motive requiring them to
tell anything but the truth, contrasted with the %I don't remember®
and the rategorical denlals by. “Fllp” cause me to believe the story
told by the agento. o
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Counsel for defendant contended thet, so long as the intended
prostitution did not teke place, either on the licensed premises or
elsewhere, no lewdness and no 1mmoral activities did take place
thereon. The evidence quoted or referred to herein, and that too
lurid to permit publication, clearly demonstrates -that the manager,
at least, procured females for. ‘the purpose .of prostitution; that he
and the glrls solicited® for that purpose; and that the business of
the licensee depended largely’ upon' the: fact that dSSlgnatlonS could
be made there.

Such conduct clearly constltutes allowing, permitting and suf-
ferlng immoral activities upon the llcensed premlses° Cf. Grassot
et alo,_Bulletln 757, Item lo S :

It is true: that the licensee was not present on the llcensed
premlses at the time of the commission of the immoral acts. In: fact,
it appears from the record that she is-very seldom on the licensed
pre_mlses° She apparently spends her time taking care of her family
and her home as the usual housewife. Although she may not have had
any knowledge of the illegal activities, this does not excuse her.
This undoubtedly was so because of her substantial abandonment of
‘supervision of the licensed.premises. She is responsible for the
acts of her ‘agents in her business. Regulations No. 20, Rule'26;
cf. Ballerino, Bulletin 660, Item 3, and cases cited. ThlS is
espe01ally true when the relatlonshlp of the fowner®™ and "manager®
is as close as that of wife and husband. Defendant is gullty as.
chdrged A ) . ) ] .

The finding of guilt on the flrst charge alone is sufflclent
warrant for revoklng the license. Re Ballerino, supra-

Licensee seeks to mitigate the penalty to be. 1mposed'here1n by
her claim that she did not know what was happening at her licensed
premises. Such argument loses all its possible force, however
slight, when it is noted that she wes advised by letter from the
D1v151on ‘dated October 27, 1949, that her premlses'were,belng fre-
quented by an apparent prostltute who was possibly plying her trade
to the extent of “sollcltlng” on the licensed premises. The licen-
see acknowledged the warning by letter (undsted) received November 3,
1949, end answered in part: @In the future I pledge I will be on
the alert for such patrons, and w1ll comply with .all liquor laws and
regulations.® ' : ; , ,

Accordingly, it‘is,*on'this-znd day of May, 1950,

ORDERED that- Plenary Retail Consumptlon License C-7, - 1ssued by
the Mayor and Council of the Borough of walllngton to Leona Filippone,
t/a Flipp's Hayward Lodge, 63 Union Blvd., Wallington, -be and the .

“same is hereby revoked, effectlve immediately. .

ERWIN B. HOCK
Director. .
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7o

APPELLATE DECISIONS'—_FEDDERZVa ASBURY. PARK.

LOUIS R. FEDDER, t/a PLﬂAA HOTEL )
BAR & GRILL, r
. Appellant’ - ' ON.APPEAL ..
-vs= . b ) CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER -
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF oy o oo .

ASBURY PARK,
Respondent. )

Robert Frredlander Esq., Attorney for Appellant.
Abraham Frenkel Esq° Attorney for Respondent.

BY THE DIRECTOR°

‘This is an appeal from respondentts forty-five day suspen51on
of appellant?s plenary retail consumption. license for premises loca-
ted at the Plaza Hotel, Asbury Avenue, Asbury Park, such suspension
belng imposed to begln Wednesday, May 17, 1950, at 2:00 a.m.

‘The charges upon which apoellant was found gullty were:
(1) allowing, permitting and suffering (on June 13, 1949 and on
divers dates subsequent thereto) in or upon the l1icensed premises
disturbences or unnecessary noises by reason whereof the licensed
place of buolne s has been conducted in such manner -as.to become a-
nulsance, in wviolation of State Regulations No. 20, Rule 53 and
(2) making, continuing or causing to be made .or continued {(on June 13,
1949 and on divers dates subsequent thereto) unnecessary noises in
violation of an. Asbury Park ordinance entitled "An Ordinance Prohibit-
ing Unnecessary and Unusual Noises qnd Disturbance of the Peace“
approved March 15, 1932. :

"The Petition of Appeal alleges that respondentfts action was
erroneous because of various prooedural defects and includes the
allegation that. appellant was not given time and opportunity properly
to prepare his case and adequately to defend against the charges.
SubStantlatlng and probative evidence with respect to these allega-
tions is lacking in the record before me. Furthermore, with the

-exception of the transcript of testimony of witnesses at the hearing

before respondent .on September 13, 1949 (which transcript was, upon

stipulation and agreement of counsel introduced in-evidence on the

appeal -- Rule 8, State Regulations No. 15), this appeel is de novo

(Rule 6, State Regulatlons No. 15) and, accordlngly, the procedural

errors or defects, 1f any, of which the Petition complains have been-
rendered harmless in the light of the hearlng herein at which addl—

tional testimony was preuentedo,

The Petition alleges, further, that ”The basis of the charges
presented are not violations of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act in
that the noise violation consisted of music ‘played by accompllsned
musicians on the llcenseeYS premises which are located in an amusement
area and in fact are bounded on both gldes by merry-go-rounds and
other noise produ01ng businesses.®

Revised Statuteg, 33:1-31h prov1des that 2 license may be sus-
pended or reévoked for.violation of a munlclpal ordinance. The Asbury
Park ordindnce in question, however, was adopted prior to the Alco-
holic Beverage Control Act and, therefore, cannot be said to have been
adopted -pursuant thereto., It is my oplnlon that in so far as any
application to alcoholic beverage licenses is concerned the ordinance

. became a nullity on December 6, 1933, because of the comprehensive

scheme of control embodied in the Control Act. (See Re McNaughton,
Bulletin 64, Item 3; Roche v. Jersey City, 40 N.J.L. 257 —=- Sup. Cte
1878; Belmar Dellcatessen Co., Inc. v, Atlantic City, Bulletin 835,
Item 4.) Hence, respondent¥s finding of guilt under the second
charge -- as to violation of the 1932 ordlnance must be, and is,
reversed. |
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This brings us to respondent's flndlng of gu1lt ‘under- the first
charge -- for violation of Rule 5. of St*te ﬂcgulatlons Noo ZOOLV

Lppellant?s bar and dance hall are located on the ground floor
of a 110-room hotel building, on which floor are located, also, a
snack bar and a gift shop. The hotel, which appears to be situated
in what is termed by appellant an “dmusement area®, is bounded by

\sbury Avenue, Plaza Square, Lake Avenue and Klnggley Street. Across

the street, on Kingsley Street, are a merry-go-round, Ferris wheel,
fun-house and other conceSsionsn and across the street on Ocean
Avenue, is nother merry-go-round.

hppellant used one. band'(a trlo) until the July fourth weekend
when an alternate band (four pieces and a vocalist) was added until
the end of the season -- to provide continuous playing and dancing.
Four amplifiers were used to carry the sound from the microphones
which were placed on the bandqtand° :

For respondent, Esther T. Duane, owner of the West End Hotel
which is locateéd approx1mately 238 feet from the entrance of the
Plaza Bar, testified at the hearing below that she called the pollce
on many occe51ons during the past summer because of noises emanating
from appellant?s premises. She testified that -the noise con51sted of
loud music , loud sinving; screamlng, and the use of profanity.

alter R. Vevier; manager of the West End Hotel, testlfled below
that prdct1Cally every night during the summer of 1949 loud noises
emanated from appellant®s premises. He testified that these noises
came from:the band music and from crowds shouting and mllllng in
‘front of the w1ndows of the dance hall. e

'Radlo Officer Griffin testlfied, &t the hearirg.herein, that at
about 1:00 a.m. on June 13, 1949, he received a "noise™ call to go to
the Plaza Hotel; that, upon his approaching the premises, fithe
orchestra there was playing in a very loud and raucous noise. It
could be hesrd for quite some distance.® He testified that he in-
formed the man in charge as to Wthe condition, as to how it can be
heard outside. He informed me he would stop the noise.® Officer

- Griffin stated thét he received another call to go to the Plaza Hotel
on June 25, 1949, at cbout 12:30 a.m. He testified: "The nature of
the visit at this time was- the noise complaint olsoo When I got to
the Pléga  Bar I went UDStdlro into the lobby and 1nqu1red of the bell-
boy as to Mr. Fedderf®s whereabouts. . I was told he was attending a

~movie and hadn®t arrived back at the hotel.. The bellboy then went

“and ‘got: for -me the same man who I had spokcn to previously, who I
assumed was the ma nager. He then told me*he would eliminate. the noise
for me also.™ The officer testified that the type of noise emanating
from the premises was the "same as I heard previously; loud, blaring
sort of music....an offensive tone of mu91c°ooarducous, very loud and
could be heard at qulte some distance.®

Pollce Offlcer Strano teéstified, at, the’ hearlng herein, that at
“about 12:45 a.me on July 25, 1949, he fiwas ordered by Police Cdptaln
Joseph Sullivan to“go to. the Plaza Hotel.and quiet the noise®. He
testified that as he approached the premlses he heard, from the street,
loud music and loud s1ng1ng from the amplifiers .in the Pleaza Hotel Barn
that he found appellant in the bar and told him the. noise was. too loud
i and should be quieted down, that "it's about time we got some cooper-
-ation®. He testified that as he was leaving he again told-appellant
- that the public ‘address system would have to be. quieted down, -where-
upon appellant remarked that if the officer. 51gned a Complalnt iseven
1-pollcemen and a couple more soldiers w1ll téstify against youo - There
is no n01se around here. “.' < :

Appellant testlfled hereln that the- hampllflers are not put
there to increase the amount of souna emanatlng from the. band but to
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dlotrlbute 1t over the area that people are in, and there are people
thati.sit ‘on one gide: of  the hall: that would not: bé =zble to hear the
band or hear. the entertalnmentb .:The ampllflers are ' put there to
distribute the sound so. pérsons:: 51tt1ng &t one ‘énd of the 'hall hear
the band as if they were sitting in front of the!'band®. Appellant
testified, further, that he was called to this:Division's office in
1948 on a complalnt from Mrs. Duane, %and, as-a. result of the inves-
tigation of the A.B.C. at that tlme° We used to tun our dance until
three o'clock. I cut it down to two o?clock, but I did better than
that, I stopped the music at 1:30 in the morning.% - Appellant testi-
fled that he closed the windows on the side fa01ng the West End Hotel
in order to prevent the sound from traveling in that direction; that
he has never had a complaint from any of his hotel guests or from
the operators of businesses located near his premises; and that
there is a bus station where people gather near the entrance .to the
Plaza Bar and dance hall. Four other witnesses, including the ma
ager of the licensed premlses, appeared for appellant° These w1t— ,
nesses testified thet the music-and noise emanating.from the licensed
premises were not loud enough to cause annoyance.

The "evidence convinces me that various warnings regarding the
loud music and .the local .officers? requests to remedy the situation
were, in most instances and in large measure, unheeded. . Under the
circumstances, respondent appears to have been long-suffering and
tolerant in its treatment of the licensee. Obviously it takes a,
greater amount of noise to constitute:a noise nuisance in 'z business
section or %amusement area® than in a purely residentisl area, but
even in an "amusement area® loud noises emanating from llcensed
premises may be so inordinately loud and unwarrsnted as to consti-
tute a nuissnce. In the instant case, respondent9s finding of guilt
under the first charge is supported by a clear preponderance of the
evidence and, therefore, finding appellant guilty under that charge,
I affirm respondent'~ f1nd1ng of gullt thereunder° v

, Under the circumstances, and in view of my reversal of the find-
ing of guilt on the second charge, I have decided to remand the case

- to respondent solely upon the queatlon of the: pcnalty to be imposed.
(See Monesson vi.Lakewood, Bulletin 847, Item 6.) It is to be clear-
Iy understood that- my remandln& herein is to enable respondent to
reweigh and to fix in its sound Judgment upon  the basis* of appel-
lant's guilt under the first charge, the extent of penalty to .be
imposed.- The redeliberation and determination in the matter of. pen-
alty will be entlrely up to réspondent, in the first instancé, and
the remanding herein’is not to be taken as in any way an 1ndlcatlon
or comment as to the penalty properly to be 1mposedo_‘ “k

| ﬁccordlngly, 1t 1s, on thlq 2nd day of May, 1950

JRDERED thot the actlon of respondent 1n finding appellant gu11ty~
under the first charge be and the same is hereby affirmed, and the '
case is hereby remanded to respondent solely for the purpose of
con51der1ng the proper penalty to be 1mposed=4

-HERWIN'B;fHOCK.
" Director.
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8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - TRAN PORTATION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
IN VIOLATION OF RULE 3 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 17 REQUIRING BONA -
FIDE INVOICES OR MANIFESTS COVERING SHIPMENTS - PEDDLING ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES FROM TRUCK - PRIOR RECORD - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 '
DAY3S, LESS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

MORRIS GLASSMAN, FRANK KIPNIS
and DAVID FRANKLIN

T/a IDEAL BEVERAGE COMPANY

Rear of 110 Pine Street

Montclair, N. J.,

Holders of State Beverage Distri- )
butor's License SBD-66, issued by
the Director of the DlVlolOH of . )
Alcoholic Beverage Control.

; CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

~— ~— ~—— S

Leo J. Berg, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensees.
Edward F.Aimbrose, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
! Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendants have pleaded non vult to the following charges:

"l." On Saturday, April 29, 1950, you used your licensed’
vehicle bearing transportation insignia to deliver alcoholic
beverages without the driver huv1ng in his possession bona
fide invoices or manifests stating the names of;the purchaser
of each item of alcoholic beverages and the kind and quantity

. of alcoholic beverageg being delivered .in szid vehicle to each
of said purchaoers9 in violation of Rule 3 of State Regulatlons
No., 17..

2. On the occasion aforesaid, you peddled, bartered and -~ |
otherwise sold alcoholic beverages from a vehicle on a public -
highway, viz., on the street in the vicinity of 146 Boyd Avente,
Jersey City, N. J.; in violation of Rule 3 of State Regulations.
No. 17.m S S . :

The file herein discloses -that -on April 29, 1950, an ABC agent
observed defendants' licensed.truck which was then parked on Boyd
Avenue, Jersey City. After deliveries of beer had .been made to two
homes on Boyd Avenue, the agent approachea the truck and requested
James Kirwin, the derCr, to sell him a case of beer. The driver sold
to the agent from the truck a case of beer for the sum of $2.85. The
driver, of course, had no invoice or manifest covering the sale. I
find defendants guilty as charged.

Defendants have a prior record. On October 6, 1949, their license
was suspended for a net period of five days after. tney had pleaded non
vult to a charge that they delivered alcoholic beyverages without the
driver having in his possession bona fide invoices or manifests. See
Bulletin 856, Item 5. The prior “Violation did not involve peddling
from the truck. Under all the circumstances, I shall suspend deflend-
ants? license for fifteen days, and remit five days for the plea,
leaving a net suspen31on of ten days.

Accordingly, it is, on this 2nd day of May, 1950,

ORDERED that State Beverage Distributor?s License SBD-66, issued
by the Director of the Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control to Morris
Glassman, Frank Kipnis and David Franklin, t/a Ideal Beverage Company,
for premlses Rear of 110 Pine Street, Montclair, be and the same is
hereby suspended for.ten (10) days, commen01ng at 7:00 a.m. May 8,
1950, and terminating at 7:00 a.m. May 18, 1950,

ERWIN B. HOCK

M rectar.
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9. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CHARGE OF PERMITTING LEWDNESS AND
IMMORAL ACTIVITY DISMISSED FOR LACK OF PROOF - HOSTESSES
(AGGRAVLTED VIOLATION) - ALLOWING LICENSED PREMISES TO BE CONDUCTED -
IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO BECOME A NUIDANCE - PRIOR RECORD - LICENSE

REVOKED.

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)
COSFAIR CORPORATION ) | .
11 Park Avenue PN ). - Cgﬁngggggg
Paterson 1, No_J., o , S TR E o
)
)

' Holder of Plenary Retail Coneump-
tion License C-25, issued by the
Board of. ilcoholic Beverage
Control for the Clty of Paterson°

o Em Em e w e em e em ws e we mm m . oem  ma s

;Glullano & Glullano, Esgs., by Anthony Glullano, Esq., Attorneys
' © . for Deflendant llcensee,

ﬂnthony Meyer, Jr., Esq., appcarlng for Division of Alcoholic
; Beverage Control.

BY THW DIRECTOR:
Defendant originally pleaded not gullty to the follow1ng charges#

“l. On divers days between November 16, 1949 and January 16,
1950, you allowed,. permitted and suffered lewdness and immoral
activity in and upon your licensed premises, viz., procuring.
females for purposes of_prostitution, solicitation for prosti-

tution and the maintenance of a place for the making of :
3851gnatlons, 1n v1olatlon of Rule 5 of btate Regulatlons No.
2 .

: “2. On the ocCasions aforesaid, you allowed, permitted and
. suffered females employed on your licensed premises to accept
beverages at the expense of and as a gift from customers or
patrons; in violation of Rule 22 of vtatb Regulations No. 20°

3. On the occasions aforesaid, you allowed, permitted and
‘suffered your licensed place of bu31ness to be conducted in
such a.manner as to become & nuisance, in that you permitted
unescorted females to frequent your licensed premises and to

solicit male patrons to purchase numerous drinks of alcoholic
beverages for consumption and apparent consumption by said
females, and otherwise conducted the licensed place of business
~in 2 manner- offensive to common decency and public morals, in
v1olatlon of Rule 5.of State Regulatlons No. 0.

After the Division had fully preeented 1ts ev1dence at a duly
scheduled hearing held in this case, defendant withdrew its plea of
not guilty as to charges 2 and 3 and entered a plea of non vult as-
to seid charges°

With respect to the contested charge (l) of permlttlng lewdness
- and immoral activity on the licehsed premises, o careful considera-
tion of the evidence adduced leads me to the conclusion that the
» occurrence of the "conduct alleged has not been established by the
requlslte preponderance of the evidence. Accordlngly, as to this’
charge, defendant is. found not guilty and the charge is dismissed.

With respect to the second and third charges, admltted by defend-
ant's belated plea of non vult, the uncontradicted testimony dis-
closes that on nine occasions. bctween November 16, 1949 and Januapry
15, 1959 {(on 8ll of which defendant's President, Domini ck Cosman, was
present acting as bartender), defendant utlllzed, in the promotion of
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its licensed business,.& number of females (varying from. tyo to six
and usually threé or-four’,” the group being’of more or, less’constant
composition);-all” of whom posed-as merely ‘cugfomers- rather ‘than’
'employees but who obV1ously -were ‘engaged in-inducing male patrons to
spend #as much money as possible on drinks for them. Significantly,
the testimony discloses that several of these females delivered
drinks from the bar to persons seated in, booths and-that at least
four of these females entertained at the licensed premlces by sing-
ing songs to the accompaniment of the licensee®s pianist.

The modus operandi involved -having the females available on the
premises to join unattached male patrons, their ordering as many
drinks (usually sauterne or vermouth with coke chasers) as the traffic
would bear, the #Wspitting back® of the alcoholic, drink into the chaser
to avoid the necessity of consuming it, the dumplng of .the, by then,
fortified chaser and the ordering of anothor drink. This 51tuatlon
was aggravated by the fact that at least one of the females had been
taught, .at” the suggestion of the defendantf?s Pregident, to splt back
alCOhOllC beverages into the chaser. The efficiency and viciousness
of the operation are v1v1dly illustrated by the fact that one female -
could Wconsume" as many as sixteen drinks (at seventy cents eaoh) in
the quce of two hours? ' 4

In short, defendant was cleerly engaged in the "hostess" racket.
I consider it highly significant that the testimony of the licensee's
President, who was the only witness called for the defense, in no way
controverted the testlmony adduced by the D1V151on with respect to
.these act1v1t1es,~‘ o LT

ks to. cnarge 3, 1t is clear that whcre as herein described; a
licensee permits unescorted females to frcquent the licensed premises
eand to solicit male pstrons to purchase numerous drinks of alcoholic
beverages fqr consumptlon or apparent consumption, by those females,
such Qct1v1ty results in the conduct. of the llcensed place of busi-
ness in such manner “as to become a nuisance within the intendment of
Rule 5 of State Regulations No, 20. See in this connection Alpine
Village “Tavern, Inc. v. Newark, Bulletin 629, Item 3, wherein then
Comm1851oner Drlscoll held in a similar -situation:

“The State regulatlonq prescribe rules 6f conduct which - licen-
sees are duty bound to observe. The word ‘nulsancef‘as it is
used in Rule 5 of State Regulations No. 20 is not to be
_restrlcted by techniczl definitions applicable in criminal
cases. ' One readily appsrent reason for this dlstlnctlon is

'rthat the licensee is engaged in the exercise of a privilege,

. not“a property: right. = Accordingly, in defining the word :

" fnuisance?, I am not’ ynmindful of its everyday usage. The word
'nuisance® has been defined as 'an offensive, annoying, un-
pleasant or obnoxious thing, practice or persong a cause or
.source of annoyonce7 Jcbstcr?s New. Internatlonal chtlonaryq"

N Conolderlng both the ‘non vult plea and the testimony ‘elicited -
prior to éntry of that plea, . I “find the licensee gullty as to the
second and thlrd chargcso i . :

- In 1mp051ng penalty, defendant?s prlor record merlts con51dera~
tion. That:record is a suspension of:license for the balance of its
term effective’ January 31, 1949 (thus ‘amounting to five months) for
permitting its llcensed premises t6 be used for solicitation for pros-
titution and its licensed place of business to be conducted as a
nuisance, in violation of Rules 4 and 5 of Stdte Regulatlons No: 20.
Re uosfalr Corporation, Bulletin 830, Item:7.

Uuon51der1ng the - prlor;record and -the aggravated c1rcumstances of
thls case, the- only ‘proper penalty 1s revocatlon of tho llcense.j

N

[

[ S N L.
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ﬁccordlngly, 1t is, on thls 3rd’ day of lay, 1950

ORDERFD that Plenary Retall Consumptlon ‘License C 25, hereto-
fore issued by the Board of Alcoholic. Beverage Control for the City
of Paterson to Cosfair COIpOPBulOH for premises 11 Park Avenue
Paterson, be and the same-is hereby. revoked ~effective immediately.

ERWIN R. HOCK
Director.

10, FALIR TRADE - NOTICE OF COMPLETE PUBLICATION. ' o
D May 8 11950.

The next official publlcutlon of minimum resale prlces pursuant
to Feir Trade rules (Revised Regulations No. 30) will become effec-
tive on July 1, 1950. ‘Prices to be listed must be filed with the
office of this Division not later than May 20, 1950. .The publica-
tion will be a complete pamphlet in accordance with Rule 3 of Regu-
lations No. 30, prov1d1ng for issuance of quarterly complete
publications. v R

- In submitting price. listings it is 1mportant to . note the -
following:

1. . The importance of listing g1l brands of alcoholic
o beverages (including malt beverages) is. emphasized
~in light of Rule 6 .of Revised Regulations No. 30
which prohibits price achTtlSlng of any brand not

llsted 1n Fair Trade. - - :

e It is suggested ‘that cloge attentlon be glven to the
importance of &. fair and adequate merkup for the
_retallero. ‘ - :

3. Only manufacturers and wholesulers ownlng brands or
wholesalers having spe01flc written suthorization of
the owner of brands, may file price llstlngs for pub-
lication in minimum resale price pamphlets°

4o TWhere listers of brands choose to publlsh a perm1351ve
. " case lot discount, the phrase %Discount of %
: permitted on case lot purcheses" hould be used.

5. True copies of 1z bcls or photostats of labels. of”
brands listed in Fair’ Trede must be submitted with the.
price listings, 1f such la bels have not.been prev1ously
. submitted.

6. Price listings mey be submitted by letter -in the same
form as heretofore but must bear a statement certify-
ing the existence of a Fair Trade contract between the
manufacturer or wholesaler snd a licensed New Jersey
retailer. It is important to note that copies of such
Fair Trade contracts need no longer be filed with the
Division.

Notification of the proportionate. share of dggregate expenscs
involved in the publication of the complete pamphlet ‘will be made to
participating companies as soon as the pamphlet 1s malled to qll
retail licensees.

iERWIN“Bs?HOCKW"
Director.

'f\ L.
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11. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CLUB LICENSEE -~ SALE OF ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES TO NON-MEMBERS - PRIOR UNoATISFAuTORY RECORD - LICENSE
SUSPENDED FOR BALANCE OF TERD. '

In the Matter of DlSClpllnary o )
Proceedings agalnst R '

SCULLY-BOAARTH POST ; l1817 ‘ )

VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS ) ‘ CONCLUSIONS

S/s River Bank between Wood & - AND ORDER
Talbot Sts. )

Burlington (City), N. J.,

Holder of Club License CB-46, issued )

by the Director of the D1v151on of

Alcohelic Beverage Control. )

Defendant- llcensee, by L. G. Cross, AdJutant°

Edward F.- Ambrose, Esq° ~appearing for .Division of AlCOhOllC
. BeVprage Control.

BY THE DIREGTOR:

Defendant pleaded guilty to a charge alleging that on April 12,
1950, it sold alcoholic beverages to persons other than members or
bona fide. guests of members, in v1olat10n of Rule 8§ of State Regula-
tions No. 7. _

On April 12, .1950, four ABC agents purchased alcoholic bever-.
ages on defendantts licensed premises. None of the agents was a
member or a guest of a member of the defendant dSSOClatlono

Defendant has a previous adjudicated record. In 1940, its
license was suspended for five deys for the sale of alcoholic bever-
ages to nonsmembers and for off-premises consumption. Bulletin 407,‘
Item 11. 'Effective March 1, 1948, the defendant's licerise was agaln
suspended for five days for perm1tu1ng slot macnlnes, or devices in
the nature of slot machines, on the licensed premises. Bulletin 796,
Item 9. Effective July 18, 1949, defendant®s license was suspended
for a perisod of twenty—flve days for sales of alcoholic beverages
during prohibited hours and perm1tt1ng gambllng (cards). Bulletin
849, Item 10. : .

Under all of the 01rcumstances, gl Sh&ll suspund the license of
defendant for the balance of its term.

Accordlngly, it. 1s, on thls 3rd day of May, 1950

ORDERED that Club Llcenoc CB-46, issued by the Dlrector of the
Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control to Scully-Bozarth Post #1817,
Veterans of Foreign Wars, s/s River Bank between Wood & Talbot Sts., .
Burlington (City), be and the same is hereby suspended for the balance
of its term, effectlve at 73 OO a.m. May 8, 11950. : :

ERNIN B° 'HOCK- .
Dlrector°

|

12. STATE LICENSES - NEW hPPLiCATIONS FILED.
I
C. Fo. Hill and R. E. ‘Hamm 7
.19 Séuth- 10th'St., Harrisburg, Pa. ' o
Apbllcatlon for Transportatlon Llcense flled hay 10 1950,.%

Monarch Wine Company
Sawtell Ave., So. Atlanta Statlop, Atlanta, Georgia.
Application for Transportdtlon License filed May 10, 1950.

New Jersey bxdw NTETSY \é)g/i’ S 7%7) /W"(

Director.



