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STATE OF NEW JERSEY
Department of Law and Public Safety
DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC,BEVERAGM CONTROL -

- 1060 Broad Street *  Newark 2, N. g

BULLETIN 961 o S MARCH 23, 1953.

DISCIPLINARY PROCEhDINGS - LEWDNESS AND IMMORAL ACTIVITI&S
(PROSTITUTION) - LICENSE REVOKED

In the Matter of D1501p11nary *.'”
Proceedings against

)
. )
LOLA McKNIGHT . -
T/a BELVEDERE- BEACH HOTEL ) _ R
S/W corner Laurel Avenue & : : CONCLUSIONS -
Charles Avenue S A ) ‘ AND ORDER
vheansburg, N, Jey o ' . _
)
)
)

'Holder of Plenary Retall Consump-

tion License C- -35, issued by the-

Mayor and Council of the Borough

of &eansburg.

John J. Crawley, Esq,, Attorney for Defendant lloensee. :

Edward F. Ambrose,. hsqo, appearing for Division of Alcoholic .
Bevera@e Control

BY THL DIRLCTOR

Defendant oleaded not gullty to the follow1ng charee

"On October 17 and 20 1952, you allowed, permitted and suf-
fered lewdness and 1mmoral act1v1ty in and upon your licensed
Tpremlses, viz., soliciting for prostitution and the making .
of arrangements and renting of rooms for illicit, sexual inter-
course; in violation of Rule 5 of State Regulations No. 2O .

. At the hearlng held herein an ABC . agent testlfled that. on the
afternoon of October 17, 1952, he and another agent entered the bar-
room of defendant's licensed premises-and seated themselves at the -
bar. This agent testified that he spoke to Sam McKnight, who is. the
husband of defendant.-and who was then tending bar; that San Mchnlght
told the agent that they had thlrty-three rooms 1n the hotel;. that
most oi them were vacant; that Sam McKnlght referred to some of the
people who were living 1n the hotel, among them-Mary --=-, '"who he -
referred to as one of his patrons in the hotel® and who, he said,
was married but not living with her husbandj that meantime two .
females had come downstairs "from the ontrdnce leading from the upper
floors" and one of them, later ascertained to be Mary ---, sat .at the
bar. " The agent testlfled that he then‘had ‘a conversation.with’ Nary
--- in the presence of Sam McKnight: who_”was dlrootly in front .of. us'"
across the bar; that. 'Mary said that she had been on’ sick.leave now
for some time, that she’ Jumped out of "a’ car and broXe her leg . and .
she lost: about %1500 loss af 'her work"; and that in response to his
query as to:her business, ‘she hdd answered, "Laying on my bacdk.". The

agent further testified: ™I 'then asked her to tell me what it is all

“about. She said that she had a health card, that she i§ clean,-she

said, and she takes care of regular customers then.... A4t that time
a short dark haired man came into the barroom, sat about eight or ten
feet ayay from us and remained there for about five or ten minutes,
and as he was leaving Mary said to him ... 'I will see you at ten
o'clock tonight.! He said, 'O'kay.' He weént out of the placé. She
remained in our company. S$ne then added, saying, 'He is one of my
steady customers, He helps me pay the bills for my room and whatever

s
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cxpenses I need.! ... She said that she insists on men using rubbers
(contraceptive devices) on her, because she believes in hygiene and
cleanliness. - She said that she-will supply all the rubbers, and she
supplied all her own towels."

The agent further testified that during this conversation Sam
McKnight "was having a drink with us" (meaning the two agents and
Mary) end joined in the conversation; that "Mary opened her dress
and showed her breasts. Sam McKnight said, 'What those fellows want
is what you are sitting on.' She said, 'No. What they want-is what
I got %y left hand on.! With this she put-her left hand on her
vulva, ' . :

The agent testified, further, that he asked Sam McKnight if it -
would be possible to take Mary upstairs for a lay, to which Sam

- replied "THat can be arranged'; that he then asked Sam about regis-

" tering in the hotel or baggage, and was told "not to worry about any-
thing." The agent testified that Mary had left the barroom just
before this part of the conversation, but that when she returned "I
asked her what the price would be for us for laying her, and she said
it would be $5 and %5 for Lola, that she takes care of all arrange-
ments of rooms'; that Sam McKnight "was in front of us'" when Mary was
thus talking and that he (Sam McKnight) just laughed about it, -
grinned'"s that lMary also told him (the testifying agent) that she had
a "girlfriend" who '"lives here in the hotel also" and that. she-would
fix it up for the girlfriend to "take care" of the other agent; that:
"I asked her what the price would be there. She said the same thing,
$9 for her and $5 for Lola"; that Mr, McKnight "left the bar space
and went to the rear somewheres and Lola McKnight came back" .and
joined them (the two agents and Mary) and "wanted to know from Hary
»» . what the conversation was about, and Mary said, 'I just made a
‘d?te wit?”these fellows to meet them here Monday night, to take care
of then. L

The same agent testified that he and his companion agent returned

to defendant's premises at about 6:30 p.m.’ on Monday, October 20,
1952, with "marked" money. in their possession. The agents entered and
asked Sam McKnight where Mary --- was, to which he replied that- she.
was upstairs; that when an elderly patron: (a woman) offered to go

- upstairs and get her Sam McKnight said "No. Never mind. I will do it
myself." " The agent testified, further, that he '"said to Sam McKnight -
that Mary ... had made a date to take us for a lay upstairs and we
would 1ike to have-one of the rooms"; that the other agent "asked Sam
McKnight if Mary ... was clean, if he had any rubbers, . and Sam
MeKnight' -said in reply-'I haven't any rubbers, but you will have to
find out for yourself if she is clean enough'': that presently Sam
YecKnight went upstairs but returned shortly.thereafter and said, '"'Mary
is coming down.'" The agent further testified that Mary came down
almost immediately, dressed-in "a housecoat, zipper type," and '"said-
that she had this housecoat on, nothing else underneath, that she .
didn't have time to put anything else on, that she would have to go up
and change"; that he sald, -within the hearing of Sam McKnight, who was '
Ttending bar at that moment, "It's kind of silly, you putting clothes
on"y that Mary said to Sam, "What do you think of him telling me it's: -
silly to put clothes on when I have to.take them off again?"; and -
that Mr. McKnight smiled at this. The agent further testified that. -
Uary then said (still in the présence of Sam McKknight), that her girl=-
friend was "upstairs with hHer boyfriend now" but that she herself. .

would "take the two of you fellows on, if you don't mind."

. The agent also testified thdt, in the presence of ‘Sam McKnight,
hls companion agent tossed a coin to decide which of the agents would
go upstairs first, and that his companion won: the toss; that Mary then
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asked hlm to give her 46 because "she vas going to6 contact Lola .
MeKnight to puy her for .the room and mnake all. arrengements” that he
gave Mary-a $5 bill and $1 bill of ‘the "marked'. money s that Mary
"walked -toward the kltchen, motioned to. Lola MCKanht, who was. back
of the bar at the far end there, and the btoth of them went to the
kitchen in the back'"; that ubout two or three minutes later, Lola
McKnight returned to the post back of the bar, pushing something
down inside her right hand apron pocket with her fingertips; that
Mary ”r6301ned us at the bar and stated that she had just madc an.
arrangement for Room No. 9 to be used by us, that she had just paid
Lola McKnight"; that "Mary remained with us for a‘few mrnutes, and
then said she was going upstdlrs,’and advised ... (the companion
agent who had won the toss) to go. out the front:-door-or around the
side so that the old people there who are too nosey about her
wouldn't notice ... (the. agent) following her upstairs to the room";
and that his companion agent then told Sam McKnight that "he was
going upstairs to meet Mary ... in Room No. 9 for a lay." The agent
then testified: "I then said to Sam McKnight that as soon as ...
(the other agent) got through laying Mary ... I was going _ups teirs
to lay her also. I then asked him if it was all rlght, if he wasn't
disturbed about this, and Sam said, 'Have you rented a room?! I
said 'Yes. Mary had Just ‘made arrangements with Lola for the room
and it was pald for.' He saild, 'You have nothlng to worry about. 1
The agent testified that nelther his companion agent nor He had qny
luggage, ‘that neither signed a register and that nothing. we.s said
about signing a register by either Lola or Sam McKnight.

The foregoing testimony was corroborated by thocompanion agent,

The sequel to this episode is that later, the agent who had
remeined downstairs entered Room No. 9 of the licensed premises with
two other agents he had meantime fetched from outside; that Mary was
in bed and the dgent who had followed her upstairs as arranged was
in the room; that llve one-dollar bills were found on the dresser in
this. room; that a five-dollar bill and a one-dollar bill were in ~
Lola ncKnlght‘s apron-pocket; and that the bills-found on the drcesser
in Room 9 .and the bills found in Lola McKnight's apron pocket were
1dent1f1ed as money which hed been earlier ”marked” and brought to
the premises by the agents. o

Lola McKnight (the defendant=licensce) téstified that she did
not recall the visit of the two- lgents on October 17, but she admit-
ted that on October 20 Mary gave |lher sixz dollars ("A five and a one")
and told her "it was for two roons for the boys." She admitted,
further, that the. two men (the :agents) did not register; that. she

did not show them the rooms or sﬁeak to elther of them- about the =
rooms° - ;

on behalf of the de?cndant her husband Samuel (udm) McKnJcht

testified that he.did .not remember seelng the agents on the premises
‘on October 179 that. he did not have:any’ conversation v1th them con-:
cerning Mary s.character at any time; and: that he’ did not overhecar @
L any. conversation, betweehl@ry and:. the agents while he wzs at the bar.
He did, however, admit.that on.the-night of Getober 20, after Mary
"left the bar'" the two agentﬂ~d1d not go out toaethcr but that one

(1dentlry1ng him) went fjrst _ .

In view of the seriotisness of the charge, I huve made a search-
1rg study of the record in this case. The testimony of the agents
is e¢lear, concrete and convincing. As to the delendant and her
musband, thelr testlmony ldeS the ring OL truth.

Uoon the evidence presented I rlnd detendant gullty as charwed,
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The only proper penalty in this case is revocation of the
license., Re bilipgone, Bulletin 875, Item 65 Re Pecorino, Bulletin
889, Item Paton, Bulletin 898, Item 33 Re Schumacher, Bulletin
901, Item 5 Re Fwaski, Bulletin 937, Item 13 Re 17 Club, Inc., Bul-
letin 949, Ttem 2. , s

Accordingly, it is, on this 3d day of Mdrch 1953,

ORDhRED that Plenary‘Retall Consumptlon License C-35, issued
by the Mayor and Council of the. Borough oif Keansburg to Lola
McKnight, t/a Belvedere Beach Hotel, for premlses at S/W corner
Laurel Avenue and Charles Avenue, Keansburg, be and the same 1is
hereby revoked, effective immediately.

DOMINIC A; CAVICCHTIA
Director. ‘

DISQUALIFICATION - FALSE STATEMENT IN- APPLICATION FILED MORE THAN
PIVE YEARS AGO - FIVE YEARS' GOOD CONDUCT - APPLICATION TO LIFT
GRANTED. ‘

'In the Matter of an Application )

to Remove Disqualification S : _
because of a Conviction, Pursuant) ' CONCLUSIONS
to R. S. 33:1-31.2. | | AND ORDER

Case No. 1025

BY TH¥ DIRECTOR:

On September 23, 1937 petltloner pleaded guilty to a charge of |
breaking, entering and receiving, and as a result thereof was ordered
by. the court to make restitution. On February 7, 1938~ petltloner
pleaded non vult to a charge of | robbery, and on February 11, 1938 was
sentenced to a county jail for six months. . Petitioner testlfled that
he was released from the penal 1nst1tutlon at the explrdtlon of '
thirty-six days. _ :

The two occasions alorementloned are apoarently the only tlmeo
‘that petitioner was convicted of a crime. However, on October 6,
1930 he was fined $15.00 by a municipal magistrate for lo:Lterlngo

Robbery is a crime which, per involves the element of moral

turpitude. Re Case No. 883, Bulletln é9 ) Item 6. It is therefore

unnecessary to determine whether petltloner s conviction on September
23, 1937 of breaking, entering and receiving involves that element.
. | \ , : .
- Petitioner testified that he is-sales manager for a baking com-
pany. He produced three. witnesses (a machine operator, a baker and

. a retired assistant manager of a bakery) who testified that they have

‘known petitioner eight or more years. All concurred in their opin-
ions that petitioner has a good reputation for being a law-abiding
person in the community in which he resides. The report from the
police department of the municipality where petitioner lives indi-
cates no presently pending complainto or 1nvest1gatlons involving
petitioner. _

I would have no hesitancy in granting relief to the petitioner
were it not for the -fact that, although disqualified by statute, he
held a 11quor license from 1943 to 1945, burthermore, petitioner
denied in the application filed in 1943 for transfer of the license
to him and in the three subsequent applications for renewal of said
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license, that he was ever convicted of a crime. In explanation
thereof, he asserted the perscn who aséisted him in filling out the
appllcatlon for the original transfer of the license asked him if he
had been arrested during the preceding five years. He further testi-
fied that until recently he was nct aware that his criminal record
prevented him from being asscciated with the alccholic beverage
‘industry. Ignorance of the law would nct excuse him if this were a
‘criminal cr disciplinary preoceeding. However, kncwledge of the law

“is nct a necessary ingredient of the good faith.essential in rehabil-
itation proceedings - such as- now under ccnsideération. Re Case No. 594,
Bulletin 767, Item 6., There can be no justification for petitioner's

- failure to disclese his criminal record in the applications in ques-

~ tion. If the false statements had been made within the past five
years, I would deny the relief sought. Re Case No. 956, Bulletin 929,
ITtem 6., However, it is nearly eight years agc that the last misstate-
ment in the application for renewal of his license was made.

I find that petiticner has conducted himself in a- lew-abldlng
manner during the past five years and that his association with the
~alcochelic beverage industry will not be contrary to publlc interest.

Accordingly, it is, on thls Lth day of February 1953,

ORDE RED that petitionerfs statutory dlsquallflcatlon because of
the convictions described herein bte and the same is hereby removed
in accerdance with the provisions of R. S 33 1-31, 2. Do

DOMINIC Ao CAVICCHTA
Dlrectcr°

3. DIDQUALIFICATIOV ~ FIVE YEARS® GOOD CONDUCT - APPLICATION TO‘LIFT
FRA TmU, '

?NORAL TURPITUDu - CRIPE OF POSSESSION OF STOLEN GOODS HELD TO
INVOLVE MORAL TURPITUDE UNDER FACTS OF CASE.

In the Matter of an Application )

to Remove Disqualification ' 7 ' '
because of a Conv1ct10n, Pursuant) L CONCLUSIONS
to R S 33 l 31 Re = oo “ . AND ORDER =

Case No° 1024,

BY THE DIRuCTOR

On October 27 19h7, petitioner retracted his plea of not guilty
and entered a plea of non vult to the crime of possession of stolen
goods, As a result thereof a Judge of a Court cf Quarter Sessions
impcsed an indefinite prlson sentence with the condition that if peti-
tioner paid a fine of $50.0C, the operation cf the prison sentence
would be suspended. The flne was duly paid.

Petltlcner testified that his nephew, who had planned to be mar-

Y=1ed, asked him if he could obtain some liquor at a low price to be
used at the wedding reception. Pursuant tc this request, he purchased
a quantity of whiskey from a man fer the afcresaid purposes Peti-
ticner contends that he was not aware that the whiskey had been stolen.

" This explanation might carry some weight if it were not for the fact
that petiticner and his wife at the time held a liquor license. He
knew, or should have known, that all alcoholic beverages must be pur-

. chased through proper channels from a wholesale licensee or from such
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mmnrrmrawlaﬂhonmedtxzseﬂ by speCIal permlsSLOn of the State Dlrector
of the D1v1ulon of Alcohollc Beverage Control -

The crlme of pCSSeSSlon of - stolen goods ordinarily 1nvolves the
element of moral turpitude. :Re Case No. 194,.Bulletin 577,  Itém 6.
Nothingpappears-in the instant proceeding.to free the crime in ques-
tion ¢f that element. Petitioner cannot collaterally attack herein-
his own confessive. plea entered in the crimihal proceedings. Re Case

. Nos . 236, Bulletln 279, Item 29 Re Case No.~587, Bulletln 733 ltem 2o

wA '”Thn records of -the D1v151on of Alcohollc Beverage Control indi-
cate -that, .on May 25, 1948, the local issuing authority continued ‘the
"license in .the name of oet1+1oner s.wife and that she has renewed -the
license annually 'since, that ‘time. At the hearlng, petltloner testi-
~fied. that he has not worked -on-his wife's premises since May 25, l9u8
and that since. June 8, 1949 he has been employed ‘as a welder.

. Petiticner produced three witnesses; a county employee whé testi-
fied that he has known him twenty to- twenty-two years: a chauffeur:
who testified that he has known him twenty years: and an unemployeéd
laborer who testified that he has known petitioner during the last ten
or fifteen years. These witnesses testified that petiticner is law-
abiding and bears a gcod reputation in the community in which he
lives. Furthermore, they testified that during the past five years
they have not- cbserved his association in anf way w1th the liquor
establishment operated by his wife. :

In a report ‘received from the pclice department of the munici-
pality wherein petitioner resides, there is no indication that any
complalnts or 1nvcst1gatlcne are pending wherein petitioner is
involved.

I find that petitioner has conducted himself in a law-abiding
manner during the five years last past and that his association with
the alccholic beverage 1ndustry will ot be contrary to public

~ interest. . . :

Accordingly, it is, on this 13th day of February, 1953,

ORDnRED that petiticner's statutory dlsquallflcatlon because of
the conviction described herein be and the same is-. hercby removed, in
-accordance with the prov151ons of Re So 33:¢1-31.2.

\

DOWINIC A CAVICCHIA
Director.
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o

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE DURING PROHIBITED HOURS IN .

VIOLATION OF LOCAL REGULATION - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR.-15 DAYS,
LESS 5 FOR PLEA. - | '
In the Matter cf Disciplinary )

Prcoceedings against

230 MARKET ST, CORPORATION S »
230 Market Street . . ) © CONCLUSIONS
Patersen 1, N. J., o , ‘ AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Censump- )
tion License C=315, issucd by the )
Beard cf Alcoholic Beverage Contrel

cf the City of Paterson. )

. M v o e A e e e G e WS G Gm G S W B eSS M e S e T AR G N AR e S e

_230 Market,St;}Corpcration Dgfendanu—llccnse;, by Andrpw R gokos,

' President.
David S. Piltzer, 5sq., appearing for Division of Alconollc
‘ : : : Beverage Contrcl, 4

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge that it sold kse ved and
delivered alcchelic beverazes and permitted the consumptlon of such

" beverages on its llCPnSCd pr@mlsas during prchibited hours,

Upen receipt by this Division of a specific cemplaint that
defendant was %3llln alcohelic beverages in coffee cups at its res- -
taurant during prohlblt@a hours, twce ABC agents were assigned to
investigate. “These agents made twe visits to the licensed premises
and, although they saw what appeared tc be service of whiskey in
coffee cups during prohibited hours, they were unable to purchase
any, apparently because the man cn duty behind the counter was suspi-
cicus cf them. When the agents asked fcr ficoffee rcyal®™ the man
refused to serve them saying that he only g 1V“S it to people he knows
adding that he did not know them.

Two other agents were then assigned to continue the investiga—
tion. When they arrived in the vicinity of the licensed premises at
3:30 a.m., on Sunday, January 18, 1953, one of the agents entered
while the other agent watched from cutside. The agent whc entered
tcok a seat near the cash register and.asked "Pete®, the counterman,
fer a cup of black ceffee and said "put scmething in it%¥, meanwhile
making a gesture simulating pouring from a bottle. WPete® went to
the coffee urn, put some coffee in a cup and placed it under the
counter near where the agent was seated., . After collecting money from

cther patrons who were leaving, "Petel returned to the place where he
had put the cup and, although the agent could not see under the
counter, he saw “Pete“ move his arm as though he were pouring some-
thing into the cup. . When®Pete® served the cup te the agent the lat-
ter tasted it and found that it contained scme whiskey. The other
agent then entered, sat next tc the first agent and tasted the con-
tents of the cup. He tco detected the flavor of whiskey.. When the
seccend agent crdered a cup of black coffee "with omethlnv in 1it®
from a waltress she ignored him. Shortly thereafter the second agent
ordered teast which Lhe waltross served tc him without - baveragec

It then aopeardd thab the waitress was becoming suop101ouso The
first agent went tc the cash register to pay his check. #Pete® tcok
only ten cents from the agent and, when the agent told ”Po e that
he rad fergotten to chargv for the ishet®, WPcte" sald Wforget 1tW,

- The agents then identified themselves and seized a partly filled

L/5 quart bettle labeled "Seagrams V. O. Conadian Whisky®. Wbete®

refused tc make a written statement but verbally admitted to the
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aéents that he had served coffee and wk’skey from that bottle tc the
agent. He stated that he knew that he is not allowed to sell whiskey
after 3:00 a.m., but that he dces not like tec refuse his friends.

The fact that "Pete" did not charge the agens for the whiskey
is immaterial since a gift of an alccholic bevvra@e by a llcensoe is
a sale. R. S. 33:1- l(w)

The municipal regulation prchibits the sale and delivery cf
alccheolic beverages between 3:C0 a.m. and 1:00 p.m. on Sundays and
also prchibits permitting consumpticn cf such beverages upon licensed
preiises between thcse hours. _

Defendant has ne pricr adjudicated record. I shall suspend
defendant's .license fcor fifteen days, the minimum penaltv in cases of
this kind. Re Kaiser, Bulletin 954, Tte¢in 7. Five da ays will be remit—
ted for the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension of’ten days.

' Accordingly; it is; on this 3rd day cf March, 1953,‘

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Ccnsumpticn License C-316, issued
by the Beard cf Alcchelic Beverage Ccntrel of the City of Paterson te
230 Market St. Corpcration, 230 Market .Stre et, Paterson, be and. the
saime is hereby suspended for a pericd of ten t10) days, cocmmencing at.
3:00 a.m, March 9, 1953, and terminating at 3500 a.m. March 19, 1953,

LULINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Dlrmcfora

5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE Té WOMEX OVER BAR IN VIOLATIOn OF .
LOCAL CRDINANCE - ®#PUBLIC BARW CONSTRUJD - PRIOR RECORD - LICENSE
SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS. . .

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Preoceedings against

BLUE MIRROR INN, INC.

T/a RAINBOW GRILLE : )
3905 Federal Street CORCLUSTONS
Pennsauken Township - ) . " AD ORDER

P.0. Camden, N. J.,

delder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-25, issued by the -
Township Cemmittee of the Townshlp
of annsaukenc

Finnegan and Mohrfeld, EsqS., by Jchn J¢ Finnegan, Jre., ®sq.,
_ Attcrneys: for Defendant llceﬂsee
Edward F. Ambrose, Esqg., appearing for Divisien of Alccholic
- ‘Beverage Cdntrcl,

BY THE DIRECTOR
Def@ndant has pleaded nct gullty te the follcw1np charges

"On Frlday, August 29, 1952 at about 9:00 P.M, you
allowed, permitted and suffered iemalﬂs te sit at a public
“-bar on your licensed premises; in violaticn of Section A4(a)
of an ordinarce adCyted by the Tewnship Ceommittee cof the
Township of Pennsauken on April 27, 1936, as amended by

ordinance adopted on December 15, 1947.7

The section of the ordinance mentioned in the charge and.upen
which the charge is based nrovides
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‘ "No licensee ‘shall allow, permit ¢r suffes any female te
slt or otand at any publlc ba? on: the llcensed premlsps.”

At the hearlng held hereln, an. ABC agent tcstlfzed that he -
1‘v131ted defendant¥s litensed: premises on Auglst 27 and 29, 19 52 “that
-‘pon entering ‘the front  decr he cbserved: a square bar, on ‘tep. of &
“which were twe perfirated detal sections wherz- beer had prévioﬁély

beﬁn'dispensed that underneath the- tﬂp of the bar werecompartments
where gings r alf and club soda were kept; that water was on ta“i ‘and -
that in ‘the center of-the space: ingide thebar was'a musician®'s staud,
as’ ‘well as’ a’stdnd on which was a-cash register; that this bar “in.a
straight “line weuld prcbably be over sixty or'seventy feet longhi
and bﬂat to the rear of the bar'just described was an cval-shaped bar
: thh fwculd prebably be about ten er twcch xeet 1n lbngth" 1f o
ralghtoned out.;, L s
: Throughcut - Ehs direct examlaatlcn cf the ABC agunt “there were
repeated réferences te. the larger eructur “as a "bare' Defendantis
atterney interposed ne cbjection te this; indeed, at Gne ‘peint he
azreed with the Division's attorney that fnr cenvenience fwe refer to
the lar er bar as Bar VA* and- the smallcr one as Bar Be ‘"““ :

Acccralng ‘te tﬂc lurthgr testlmony of thﬁ ABC agunt Par WAR was
r-atten&ed by twe wemen, and Bar "B" was attended by a man. The agént
" testified that on his August 29 visit he-(and a compatiod‘ageént) sat

at Bar “AW; that they ordered and were s=rved alechelic beverages;
n&'tha' cn both visits he saw female (as wéll as male) ‘patrens
eated at Bar A" -and scrved beverages by the waitresses there in’
1iat*ﬁng nee.  Asked tc particularize a typical instancé in-which
rvice was effe ctuated at Bar WA," the aven+.sa1d°i ", this lady
a“fﬂnoauu weuld ccme inte Bar. 'A, take the crder from the three
. girls, go tc Bar 'B,' and receive the order. At this particular--
: instance it.ccnsisted of three - -bettles cf beer. .She pgid the bar-
‘ten”er at that Bagr B for the three beers, tnbn returned tc Bar YA,
caite inside, and ﬁlaced the bc*tqu of beer cn Bar 'A% in front of
the three w¢1cra ER v

On cross—examination cfthis agent, dcfenaan+‘ attcrxﬂv asked
only. one question: MDid you see at any time any women served at nar
i1 The agent's answer wass ~ "o, no women at Bar ¥B,#  Thereupon
it was stipulated that it would nct be necessary for the Division to
_.call ancther witness. Defendant’s attorney then stateds WActually,
I den't believe there is any cenflict in the testimeny. For. Lhat
;'reqscn I denft bcllevﬁ W& shall call anJ WLtneuscsoﬂg R

‘ ’The,v1rtual adm1351on by defendapt through its atterney, that
Ber WA® -- gt which women were seated and served alcchelic beverages-—
- was in fact a bar is nct whelly dispesitive of this case. The real
- gquestion invelved, as was stressed by defendantis att orney in his
swinaticn, is whether Bar ®AW is a bar within the meaning cf section
4L(a) of the oralnanﬁa, ebove recited, T am thus-sonfroated with the
ecessity of construing that sectieon accerding tc its intendment.
meGSb rmunicipal . rcgulaulcns,“fsaid the late Commissionel Burnett
(censtruing a municipal regulaticn providing that no wemar shall be
served. with dlCﬁhOllL bevcrambs dlrectly cver any bar),. ‘#must be.
glx:n a cemmen ‘sanse interpratatien consistent with the reascnably
“presumable intent of those whe enacted the resclution.”  Re. Foster,
Bulletln 41 Item 1. - “ o

_ Deferdant?s attcrney has urged upon me, in so many werds, that
the or ulnancb.conbomplates the ¥conventional® bar, i.e.; a bar
equipped for service and across oy over which men are ®ccmmonly®
served in the Mcusteomary¥ manngr -- that the crdinance dees net con-
template the structure or facility which, rﬂgardlpss of its =quipment
ancd its use as a bar, is actually cperated in a different manner,
1l.e., a bar acreoss cr over which men are not “commonly® served in the
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"cuotcmary'mannera .The "arguhent of defendant®s attorney assumes that

thcse whe enacted the gection 'had in mind oniy bars tc which primarily
men "step up,® crder their drinks, and are then and there served by
the‘baruender -~ nct a-bar (such as Bar "A" in the instant case) to
which.drinks must be brought frem;anether place before service to the
patron can be.effectuateds:: : &F this argument is that- service-
tc a woman at Bar MAW qhould be deemed te be the same.as service to
her at a taklee. . oo S

But this is uhe Very crux’ of the mattor,¢ It is a reasonable
presumption that, by.use of ‘the phrase "sit or stand,¥ thcse whe
enacted the sectlon had in mind a structure or fa01llby where persons

_ crdlnarlly’ccnsume alcoholic beverages in either posture =- l.€sy;
sitting or standing, Such a structure or fac111ty is a bar, as speci-
fied in the section itself. It is the uss to which a facility is put
that constitutes it a bar --.not its equipment (such as bettles and
glasses) or its fixtures (such'as beer taps and sinks). :C{. Re-Katzen
and Buntele, ;Bulletin 312 Item 33 Re Albortson, Bulletln 360 Ttem 8
Re S. 33:1- 12.23.

I amwconvineed that. the purpose underlyln* the sectlon in ques-
ticn was to keep wemen away frem any public bar, whatever its equip-
ment or lack cf equipment, and to get them- sbated'at tables. (With
‘respect to the general validity and reascnableness of such an enact-
ment in the public interest, see Re Davidow, Bulletin 796, Item 11.)

It is tec be emphasized, for the . sake c¢f ccompleteness, that the
section does not ccontemplate that a female must be served eor must be
drinking at the bar before there is a violaticn: the section is viola-
ted if she merely sits cr stands therse. It is tco be further emphasized
that whether a female is sitting cor standing at the bar is a mere
question cf fact: she may be sitting cor otandlng in the cuter ranks,.
three cr feur deep, unable physically tc tcuch the bar, and still she
=would bte sitting or standing ”at the bare.". Cf. Re Foster, supra.

31

In view cf the for@561ng, I find (a) that Bar "A" cn defendant’s
licensed premises is a public bar and that females were allcwed, per-
mitted and suffered te sit-at that tar in v1clatlon cf the cited
section ¢f the ordinance, as alleged in the ch arges and (b) the the
defendant is. thereforp gulltv as charged. ‘ : ‘

In the ahsence cf a prior rrcora the v1olatlon herein wculd war-
rant a guop@noimn of the license fcr a pericd of five days. Re Choice
nguoro, Inc., Bulletin 827, Item 5. pOWPVrr, defendant has a pricr

adjudicated record. Lffﬁctlve February 14, 1931 defendant®s license
was suspended fer three days by~ bhé munlc‘pal issuing authcerity as a
reSul* 6f .a plea of guilty te a charge similar o the violation
charzed herein. Under the circumstanceés, I shall suspend defendant’s
llc»noe for & Derlod cf ten dav Se J :

Accordlngly, it 10, on thls Sth day of Aaréh, 53,

'ORDERED that Plbnary Rbtall Cﬁﬁsurptlcn License C-25, issued by
‘the Township Cemmittee of the Township Pcnnoauken to Blues Mirror
Inn, Inc., t/a Rainbow Grille, 3905 paderal Stres Pennsauken Town-
ship, be and th".oaﬁﬁ is hereby suspended for. ten (lO) days, .commenc-
1n0 at 3 00 e ifarch 11, lj53, and terminating at 3300 a. fhy. March 21,
53 -

DO&INiC‘A. CAVICCHTA
DJ I‘CCJ‘I‘.
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6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - PRICR - SUSPENSION FOR BALANCE OF TERM . -
LIPTED UPON - CORRECTION OF- ILLVGAT SITUATION - SUSPENSION LIPTED
EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY,

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against °

)
: VILLA ROMA HOBOKEN (A CORP.) ) , " o

N 223 Washington Street . , : . J
‘Hoboleen, N. J., : ) ;Qﬁ §E§;§I§N~

)
)

_Holqor of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-211, issued by the
Board of Commissioners of the
City of Hoboken, , )

- e o e o S e e e e M e e e e A G e e

Anuhony F. Ditri, Esq., Abtorney for Petitioner.
William F, Wood Esqg., appearing for Division of AlCOthlC
Beverage Control,

BY THE DIRECTOR:

On January 8, 1953, I suspended defendant's license for the
balance:of its term, effective. at 2:00 a.m, January 14, 1953, after
.I had previously fdﬁﬁd defendant guilty of various charges., -

.Re Villa Roma - Hoboken. (A Corp.), Bulletin 955, Item 2. In sgaid
order defendant was given Teave to make application to 1ift said
suspension after forty days had been served, upon its procf-that the
illegal situation had been corrected, Defendant made application:
for lifting the suspension, ' : : S

. Trhe matter was- set down for hearing on February 27, 1953, at
which time defendant by its president and treasurer, Aurelio ‘
Battistonl, and its oGCF@uaTY, Anthony I, . Ditri, appeared. -Aurelio
Battistoni testified that. he is now the nolder of "seventeen of the
twenty shares of capital stock of defendant corporation olesentlw
issued and outstanding; that he is now a resident of New Jersey,
having moved on February 13, 1953 from Brooklyn, New York to 506
Jéfferson'street, Hoboken; that he nao obtained :a New Jersey driver's
license to orerate .his motor vehic ‘now registered in New York
State, but which“is to: oe‘Leglstefea LOrthith in New Jersey; that
his wife who now holds two.shares of the capital stock of delendant
corporation presently resides. in Brooklyn, New. York, but plano to-
sell the house: in New York and to move to New Jersey.

. Anthony F. Dﬂtri, secretary of defendant corporation and now
holder of one share of its capital stock, testified that he notified
the local issuing authority of the chan@es in stockholdings and

~officers of the defendant corporation, ~R. S. 33;1;34.

: From the ev1ucnce~uubm1tted ~it . appears: that Aurelioc Battistoni

~ds a bona LLde r681dent of lew. Jersey de that the uulawful gitua-~
tion Thas been corrected., Forty days of ‘the.suspension imposed have
expired and, under all the. circumstances; I.shall, 1ift the.puopon—
sion heretofore meosod ’ ‘

Accordlnﬁly, ;t LS, on ta1s'“th day of Maroh 1953,

ORDERLD that the uusvenulon herotofore 1mpOS€Q'bC 1¢fteu, and
-that PlLenary Retail Consumption. License C=211, issued by. the Board
of. Commissioners of:the City of Hoboken to V;lla Roma HObOkFu
(A Corp.), 223 Washington Street, Hoboken, be restored to full force
and operation, effective immediately. /
N "DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director.
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7.  AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION - SELLING ALCOHOLIC BEVERA6ES TO MINORS -
LICENSE PREVIOUSLY SUSPENDED BY LOCAL ISSUING AUTHORITIES FOR 20
DAYS - APPLICATION TO LIFT GRANTED,

Ta the Matter of a Petition by | )

CHANNING P, RITTER
T/a HY-SEAS. .

300 East Brinkerhoff Avenue
Palisades Parlt, N, J.;

~—

To Lift the Automatic Suspension
of Plenary Retail Consumption
License C-7 issued by the Mayor
and Loun01l of the. Borough of
Palisades Park

~— ~— S ~—

e o - o — e v - ——— o= - - -

Rotolo & Rotolo, Esgs., Attorneys for Petitioner,
BY THE DIRECTOR:

: It appearu from a petition filed herein that -on January 30,
1953, Channing P, thueL, after pleading non vult to a charge of
selling- alcoholic beverages to minors in Violation .oT. Ro8S. 33:1-TFs
was .sentenced to-vay a finc of “TOO 00 by Judge Reeve of the Criminal
~Judicial District Court of Bcr@bu County, The petition, after o
reciting the action taken by the local issuing auvthorzty in disci-
plinary proceedings as hereinalter set forth, prays that the auto--
matlc suspension o the license may be 1ifted,

The records of the Division of Alcoholic Beverage Control dis-
close that on February 5, 1953, ABC agents picked up the license
hceld by cetitioner because, under the provisions of R. S, 33:1-31.1,
the 1icense her by petiticner was automatically suspended for the
balance of its term as a resul* oP the CODV‘CthU in criminal
OTOCLelegS :

- The records of the Divisicn of Alcoholic Beverage Control also
disclose  that, as a result ol disciplinary proceedinzs instituted
against petitioner, the Mayor and Council of the Borough of Palisades
Park; on February 10, 1953, suspended his license for twenty days,
effective February' 6, 1953, after petitioner had pleaded guilty to a
charge alleging that ne nad sold alcoholic beVerages to minors.

o The charge -in the crlmlnal proceedings and the chaLge 1n the
disciplinary Drocecdlngs were based upon the same facts., The case
concerns the sale of alcoholic. beverages to three minors, two of
whom were 16 years of age and the third of whom was 17 years of age.

A review of the facts indicates that the suspension heretolore
imposed by the local issuing auvuthority was adequate under the cir-
cumstances of the case, That suspension has been in eLLect for more
than twenty days, Hence the relief sought herein will be granted,

Accordingly, it is, on this 5th day of March, 1953,'

ORDERED that the automatic suspensziow of Licenge C-7 held by .
Channing P, Ritter; c/a Hy-Seas; for premises known’ as 300 East .
Brinkerhoff Avenue, Palisades Parli, be and the same is hereby lifted
and -sald license is hereby restored to full. forcc and ooeratlon,
e“feotlve immediately. :

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director,
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'In the Mattar of DJQClJllnarV

+ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINORS.- FRIOR RECORD - LICENSE
PLNDLD R no DAYS L T e ToFhd :

Proceedings against .

FOSTER 'S TAVERN, INC.

T/a FOSTER'S TAVERN, INC,
312 Passaic Street
Pagsaic, N, J,,

CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-146, issued by. the
Board of Commissioners of the City
of’ Passaic,
Louis Adler, Esqg., Attorney for Defendant-licensee,

Edward . Ambrose, E=qg., apoear¢n” for. Divigion of Alcoholic
Boverage Centrol,

- | e N ~ et

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Deféndant pleaded not guilty Lo tno Eollow ng~charge:

"On Decemocr 12, 1952 you =old, smrved and celivered and-
allowed, permltteu and suffer2d the sale, service and
dellvery of aléoholic beveérages, directly or indirectly,.
at your licensed premisges to Reginalde-=--, a werson under .
the age of twenty-one (21) years, and allowed, permitted
and suffered the consuvmption of alcoholic be"orages Ly
such person in and upon your licenged premises; in viola-
tion of Rule 1 of State Regulations No. 20*"’ ' ' '
The evidence presented at tho hbaanQ herein dLoCWCSOS'that on
the evening of December 12, 1852, an ABC agent entered defe ndant 3
premises at about 9:50 p.m, He observed Rezinald =---, 16 yeaxs off
age, standing near the rear end of' the bar and h01din3 a glass of
beer in his hand. ' The contents of the glass worc seized aftel it
was ascmrtalued that Reﬂ*naid was a HLOOT. ) .
Tt wa -stlpulated thac two other ARC apents who were present at
the hearing would’ corroborate the te3L1 ieny’ of' the agent who testi-

“fied 1f'they were called to teot"Lx

Reginald =-- testified tha t‘he qad entereﬁ dnfenjantho premlses
on. December 12 at about: 9:30 p.m,; that hé was alone; that he went -
to :the bar, at whieh two bartenders were. worklng, and vut a quarter
on the bar and ordered a-gldss of beer from a bartender, whom he
hovld not identify; that, before any beer was served, ho left the

ar and went to a maohlne where he obtained a package of cigarettes;
,ha he returned to .the bar and saw a glass of beer and fifteen
cents-on the bar near that portion of the bar where he had given the
orderfor the beer; that he put the cnauge in“ hig’ pockét and- had
dreunk half of the beer when the agents walked up to him and took it -
awsy. S C ' _ o .

Reginald (the minecr) further testified that he had unot been
asked to produce proof, or make a written acknowledgment, of his age;
and, on crosg-examination, that no one had told him to get out of
e Jlaﬂe because he would not ‘be served any liguor or beer, His
“irect testimony in 1t essential aspects wag not shaken on cross-

¢i
_,examinatiod:

o Iun’t it true, as a matter of fact, that you tock the beer
off the bar," and it was not served td'you° Is n't that a
fact? A I datd what?’

@ Took the beer off the bar, 'and it was not intended Tor
you. Isn't that a fact? A When I went back I saw the

beer, I didn't know who it was intended for; I just took 1it.
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On further croxs exam1nauloa the minor insisted that he had walked to
the bar, ordered a glass cof keer, walked to the c1garette machine;
geturned and tookwthe glass of beer that wag at the space where he
walked up first.® At the conclusion of his cross-examination, he
wag guesticned by the Hearer. The Hearcris questiong and the m1nor'
answers werc: :

"Q Let me ask you this: You said something about putting
a quarter on the bar and picking up fifteen cents change.
When did you put the guarter on thc bar? A That is when
I first walked in, ' ,

Q@ You cordered a beer and put a guarter ocn. the bar? A That
i3 right, ’

Q And then ycu went to. the CLgaYette ma n ne? A° That is
right,. -

Q@ You came back and picked up the bWass oL beer and tht en
cents; is that it? A That 1q right,'

On behalf of defendant, Floyd Togter, President of defenrdant-
corporation, and Bruce Bragg testified that they were The only per-
sonsg tending btar in defendant's premisges on the evening of December
12.. Both denied that they had ever sold or served any beer to )
Reginald. PFloyd Foster also testified that he had refused to serve
Reginald because "I know him from a kid"; that he had told him to go
out; and that. he had seen Reginald "standing by the booths" when the
investigators ! @rabbed n1m¢, Bruce Bragg also testifled that he has
known Reginald "maybe ten, twelve vears," and that he "didn't notice
him particular until the agents had him and questioned him,"” A patron
testified that he saw the minor go to cigarette machine, get a pack
of cigarettes, then walk to the bar, but- that he did not see either
bartender serve the minor. "The rnext thing I knew," he testified,
"this man (an agent) had him and he had a half a glass of beer in his
hand," Co : » ' ' )

A fourth ABC agent, Investigator Georgé Hill, had entered the
~defendantts-licensed premises on the evening ol December 12 nrior to
the time the other three agents entered. Investigator Hill died on .
January 4, 1953, three days prior to the hearing herein, Thus I do
not have the benefit of his ue551monva As the case 1s presented to
me, 1t involves conflicting stcries told. by the minor, on the one
hand, and by the various witnesses produced. by uha,de;endant, on the
other hand. However, the minor's presence in the barroom is not
guestioned, The agent who took the stand testified that he and the
two other agents had been outside of the licensed premises and that,
after receiving a signal from. Investigator Hill angd. entering defenc—
ant'!s licensed premises (and_after seeing the minor standing near the
rear end of the bar holding a glass of beer in his hand, ‘as afore-
said), "Investigator Hill walked over and sdid 'This 1is tue minor',
took the-glagu from his hana and handed 1t to me..."

qroughout the hearing, defendant's attdrney made an unsuccess-
ful effort to establish that the minor took from the bar a glass of
beer served to or intended for somebody else, In his summation he
argued: "Isn't it just as likely he (the minor) may have walked in
there knowing they would not sell him beer and pick up a glass and
‘was standlng there and then the ABC walked in?"

Th@ cv1dence preseotej by the Division estdblished that Inves=-
tigacor Hill went into the licensed premises first and then, later,
signalled to his companion agents who were waiting oubside., Sup-
posedly, Investigator Hi1ll saw the sale to the minor and then gave
Fhe signal, The Division's attorney stated at the hearing that
.nvostlgafor Hill was the @nly agent whe saw the sale, I am not,
rnovever, permitting either this supposition or this statement (as to
Tavestigator Hill's seeing the- sale) to influence my Jjudgment in
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weighing the evidence before me., Moreover, I am disregarding
entirely the testimony of the agent with respect to the identifica-
tion of the minor made by Investigator Hill,

I cannct, however, overlook the fact that there is not in
evidence even a scintilla tending to show that the glass of beer
the minor had in his hand was actually served to or intended for
another person. As above indicated, the pertirent ftestimony of each
of the three witnesses produced by the defendant was to the effect
that he did not see the minor with the glassg of beer in his hand
until.the ABC agents got to him, The patron (one of these three
‘witnesscs) furthel testified that he was seated in a beooth facing
the bar, where he "was in a position to see everything thet went on
in fhere, T was paying scrict attentlon to tnat (Undo corlng
mine.)  fhis vatren, however, although ' oayln strict attention” to
everything on the night in question and able at the hearing to tes-
tify that the minor had not been served by either bartender, did not
offer the least bit of testimony that would tend to show that the
minor had taken the glass c¢f beer served to or intended Tor =zomebody
else, Accord*ng to his own testimony, as already recited, he had
scen the 1nor go from the 01ﬂdrett9 machine to the bar and "the
next tplng he (the vatron) knew the agent ”had him and he had a
half a glass of beer in his hand." He admitted, however, that the
first time he saw the half-full glass of beer was when the mincr was
being gquestioned by the agentes and that he did not see where the
minocr gbt the beer from., It is evident to me that this witness was
not paying az strict attention to what was going on as he would have me
Felieve, In any event, his testimony that he saw the minor go from
the 01”ﬂretto machine to the bar sgerves tc corroborate tThe testlmony
on the Division's side that the minor was at uhO bar. No reason
anpears why I should disbelieve the testimony of the minox, More-
over, it is unlikely that he could have taken from the bar another
. person's drink, without protest from such person or without detection
otherwise, Nor is his failure to identify the specific person who
served him fatal in these prorecdlngs See. Re La Corte, Bulletin
15¢, Ttem 1; Re Cohen, Bulletin 495, Item 6:; Re Dante, Bulletin 771,
Item 9. : O

From all of the evidence, I find defendant guilty as charged.

_ De;endant hao;a prior record. Effective September 21 1852,
its Ticense was suspended by the local issuing authorities for Tive
-days after it had pleaded non vult:to a charge of gelling alcoholic
beverages to minors, FOllOJng g the usual practice where it appears
that defendant has recently committed a prior simiiar violation, I
shall double the minimum period of susgensvon imposed in a uauk of
- this kind, and suspend defendant's ll”eJSC Tor twerty days ~
Re Fried@gg, Bulletin 921, Item 5. ' -

Accordingly, it is, on this 1lth day of March, 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retaill Consumption License C-146, issued
by the ‘Board of Commissioners of the Cit v'of Passalc to Foster!
Tavern, Inc., t/a Foster's Tavern, Inc., for premises 312 Passalc
Street, Passaic, be and the same is hereby suspended for twenty (20)
days, commencing at 3:00 a,m, March 19, 1953, and terminating at
3:0C a.m, April 8, 1953, o :

DOMINIC A. CAVICCHIA
Director.
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9. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - FAILURE TO HAVE TRUE COPY OF LICENSE
ON PREMISES - FRICR RECORD - LICENS ‘E SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS, LESS
5 FOR PLEA, ' . S

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedings against

)
STANLEY PERLOWSKI R )
E/a PERLOWSKI'S TAVERN . )
32 Grove  Street : :
43 Ve o o CONC
Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- o -
tion License C-250, issued by the.)
Municipal Board of Alcoholic
Beverage Control of the City of. )
Jerzey Clty x : ,

Stanley Perlowsgki, ‘Delfendant-lizensee, Pro Se, o
William F. Weood, Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic .
: : Beverage Controli.

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

. "On February 4, 1953, and on diveérs days prior thereto, you
conducted your licensed business without having a Qhotostatic‘
or other true copy of the apwolication for your current license
on -the licensed premises availlable for lnSOtFthﬁg in violation
of Rule 16 of State Regulations No, 20." : '

The file hfrblﬂ dloCVODo: that on rnbruary 4, 1953, an ABC
agent made a routine inspection of defendant's premises. He regorted
~that, at that time, defendant failed to have a copy of his anplica-
tion for license available for inspecticn., DHuring the licenging year
- expiring June 30, 1952, defendant received four warning letters from
‘the Division after prior investigations disclosed that a copy of his
application for that licensing year was not available for inspection,
On June 18, 1952, he advised the Nivigion in writing that "When the
new application comés 1r I will make sure that it will be ready for
inspection at all times. Nevertheless he .failed to have & copy of
- his apnlication available for 1nspectlon on rebruar' L, 9F3 )

Defendant has a prior record. On April i1 52, his, license
was suspended for twenty days after he had pleadcd non vth to char-
ges allexing that he sold alcoholic beverages outside the scope of
his license and sold alcoholic beverages during prohibited hours.

- Re Perlowgkil, Bulletin 932, Item 7. This is a case of first impres-
sion. In view.of his prior dissimilar record, I shall suspend.
defendantts license Tor fifteen days Five days will be reﬂltted
because of the plea entered herein, ieav1ng a net pu%pe081on of ten

aays,

Accordingly, it is, oh"this‘13th‘day'of*March;11953é

"~ ‘ORDERED that P ehary“R@ﬁail ‘Consumption License C-25C, issued
by .the Municipal Board ~of“Alcoholic Reverdage Control ‘of: the:City of
Adersey City to otanley ‘Perlowski, t/a Periowski't's Tavern, .for -prem-
ises %JE Grove Street, Jersey City, be and The same 1is-lereby sus-
pended for ten (]O) days, commencing at 2:00 a. m March. 23, .1953,
and terminating at 2 00 a.,m. April 2, 1953. S :

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director,
0. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATION FILED.

Middle Atlantic Trarsportation Company, Inc
975 West Main St., New Britain, Conn,
kpplication filed March 18, 1953 for Transportation License,

New Jersey State Library M

Dominic A. Ca hla




