
ST.ATE OF NEP JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 

744 Broad Street, Nev:o.rk, N .Jo 

BULLETIN NUivffiER 29. May 21 3 -1934 o 

1. RULES - CONCERNING. SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BgVER.AGES IN NIPS :1 

HALF PINTS AND OTHER UNDERSIZED CONTAINEHS. 

Two weeks ago, retail licensoes -wore advised that effective 
.Moy. 17, 1934, alcoholic beverages except .beer and malt boveragos 
may not be sold in contninGrs holding less then u pint. The two 
weeks pori-:Jd vras intended to e1'1r.'>b1:c 11ccnsu:.:s tc·. diSIJOse of such 
s·tock · c-)n l1.~.~nd g Al though Hnips n ho..vo been quickly elimina tod, 
1.iccnsoes report tho.t thE?Y still have on hand· o. consiclcr;J.ble 
number of nt.o.lf pintsn c:~ncl other undcrsizccl c.onto.inorE1 J pG.rticu­
lo.rly foreign ·winos .?.ncl cordie.ls in 12, 1L1 .. ·c.nd.15 oz o sizes, 
which co.ru1ot be disposed ()f vvi thin the_ o.11otted time except at 
tremendous sacrifice. They havu requested additional time in 
VJhich to scl1 sucb conto.iners un hc_md claimlng that they cb.nnot 
return tht::m for crodi t, particularly tci f··)r.cign manufr.cturers . 

. It appc~rs that, stibject to proper SQfegu~rds, tht best inter­
ests of the Sto. te Vlill b8 furthurcd by making a re.1.S')l10.bl.e ex--
_tonsion o · · 

Tpcreforc~ 

1. The effective date of' Ru1.o #1 ' .. :f May 3, 1934 is 
extended frnm May 17, 1934 to June 30, 1934. 

2. Until midnight, June 30, 1934, reti~:il liccns0cs 
m2.y sell alcoholic beverages for C:Jnsumption off 
the licensed premises in bottles or other recep­
tacles, CGntaining not loss than eight (8) fluid 
ounces, provided, that nc:• so.le may be made at c:my 
ono time to a.ny ;~me person cf lc:~ss than sixteen 
(16) ~luid ~mnces o . 

3 o Effective immedio.tely, nc: retail distribution 
licensee may purchasG or permit delivery to him 
:Jf D.ny o.lcoh\jlic beverages, other than bcc;r cmd 
.mE~l t bevero.ges, except in bottles -Jr ·Jther re­
c0ptc~cl9s 9 G[:.ch c".:.-nt~~1.ining c.t loo.st 1 pint con­
sisting :)f sixteen (16) . fluid ounces o 

D. F~ade~ic~ Burn0tt, 
G')mmissiuncr o . 

. FEES - .INVESTIGATION - COLLECTION OF ARREARS~ 

A Borough Clerk. wroto to the CornmissLmer, s..s ~ollmvs~ 

Mr. Lo V •. w~s granted a Temoornry Plenary Rstail Cunsumption 
License by tho Mnyur and CcYuncil uf' the Borough of ----- ·.m 
December 12, 1933. He never p.sJ.d the required. fee Y therefore 
did not get_ his li~cnseo 

Should Mr. V. ·desire o. license '~in July 1, 1934, would he have 
t .. ) pay the pr'."J-ra ted fee of ~;191. 78 fr0~:1 December U~, 1933 to 
June 30, 1934 plus the required fee of ~~ 350 c for the yu!.r 
beginning July 1, 1934 to July 1 9 1935 ,~·r c:Juld we issue n 
license cm payment of $350 o ·JUr fee for une year? 

Wrmld he be required to make 2nother application for the period 
.July 1, 1934 t:J July 1, 1935? 

The Corm11issi-oner replied~ 



BULLETIN Nm.rnER. 29. SEEET #2 

Ivlc~y 16 J 1934:. 

De0.r Mr .. --·---~ 

The ~:rnulic~;_ ti .JD of 1. Vo slnuld n:1t have been acce-pted 
~ i -

at ~11 ur1lcss it was 0.ccumpaniod by the prr_:;per ·fee= Y~mr rJiay::)r 
o.nd Ccuncil, hovrevor, havo .. cured the ini tic~l error o.s far ~ts 
lY)Ssible by TNi thh·)L.~ing deli very of ·the license o This is sub-

. st.-=1ntially the;; situcti:·m S8t frJrth·in Bu;lle 15, itGrn 1. 

Assuming that h2ving no license be h2s ne~cr been. 
all~wed to sell nlcoholic bevercgo~ cit all, there ·is nothing 
earned· on tho fee v1hich he sh -mld hc:.ve ·pttid, . c:cept the muni­
cipo.li tyt s .10% investigD.tLm fc.Je., 'ni~t is still due to your 
municip2ili ty. 

Secti"on '2 0 C)f +1··e· r 1 rntT'O] · ,,....,,+. ,..·s .-, .. ~1en·::ia--~1 ~ro.vi·,.:tos .._. _ _ t..) · v l l " \J . ..) ~ • Ji. \..: G J ci. cdi ; i.... ic- '-!. J l" l..L .,... 

· tho.t no Lteehse shcill be issued· to aiy person to whom u. license 
shall have been issued unJer this Act \ilia sh~ll have failed to 
pay to 2ny minicipnlity any lic~ns6 fee which shall have accrued 

· nursuant to the nrovisioris of sti.id Let. You c.re therefore ·wholly 
~ithin your righ~s in refusing to issue. 2ny license to Vo for the 
year beginning July ls·t ne·xt lmle.ss he pays not only th8 full 
license fee for the coming ye2r but Glso· the 219.18 investigation 
fee which o.ccrued on Deec-mber 12th lo.st .. 

He will be rGQUired like every other applicQnt to make 
a new c.pplic~-i.tion for the period be~inniri.s; July 1st next. 

CONTAINERS - UNDERSIZED. 

Very truly yours, 

D~ F~ederick Burnett, 
· Comr~1i ssioner. 

SALE BY CONSUMPTION LICENSEES 
PERl\!IISSIBLEo 

Mr o C .. rllo iileek, 
Colonio.l Inn, 
Oceanport, N. Jo 

Dear Sir:-

May l?, 1934 

Tho notico of M2.:( 3rd to VJh:i.ch you 2viLLently refer 
expressly stettcs that nips servr; c~ valuable purpose wl:.en sold 
in taverns for i~mned.ia te consumption o 

There is nothing in the rules of MGy 3rd or in the 
rules of Mc:..y 17th which i)rohibi ts sales of c~lcoholic bevcrc.ges 
in undersized contnin~rs, providing they ars sold by consumption 
licensees for immediate eonsumption on the premises. 

Very truly ydurs, 

D. Frederick Burrtett, 
·Cammi:::: sioncr 

4e CONTAINERS - UNDERSIZED - SALES BY WHOLESALERS .. 

Harrison-Ch2n~lcr, In6.,. 
589 Ogden Street, 
New2.rk, No Jo 

Gentlemen: 
I h~vc yours of the 16tho 

Mo.y 17 J 1934 
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If the Orange Bitters ;::~nc1 Cockta11 Bitters r1hich you 
mention CT8 0.lcoholic beverages J they C:J.r1not be Sold in 12 OZ e 

bottles un~er the rules of M~y 3rdo 

As per notice enclosed. of even date, I h~ve extended 
the· time :J.uring whic:h .r~~to.ilers c~m dtsnoso of their under­
sized bott~cs, but ·this is ~imited to siock on h~nd and th8y 
a~~ forbiQ:en to ~ccept any ~qw JcliVcricso Consequently, you 
o.s s. i,•.rhol.es~\lcr must ·not :::lfter tc)clny n1r.:~1rn ~ny sales or effuct 
nny deliveries of undersized -bottl0s of any alcoholic bcverQges 

. cxc~::pt beer ·e:.nd malt bc•!erc~ge·s, 0xco;_)t to those licensees who 
· may sell for consumbtion· on the prcmis~~o 

Thanks for y6ur cooperntiono 

Very truly.yours, 

Do ~rcde~ick Burnett, 
c rjmmi s sj_onc~'..cr 

HOTEL - WHAT CONSTITUTES - REC-/CTISITES 
.. 

Mo.y 19, 1934 

Mre James Cororia, 
1 West 'Somerset Street, 
Rarits.n, No Jo 

Dear Sir~ 

I hc.ve your letter 1nquiring hovv many rooms e.re re­
~uired for ~ dwel~ing to be listed ~s 2ti 4otelu 

··An 'hotel i.s· ·not '.to ··be e:t.rbi trarily:,defined by· the number 
··of rooms it c_ontfJ.in.s·, but rather _by the purposes which it serves .. 

. . 
'111·•e '.L'e"'-rrn ·<:) s 11 ;...,e·..:i i ri Sec· 76 ·conte-)m·n_ .. ls.tes 8.. 1.Jublic house , . ~-· .J. lJ .._ L.\. > .l.W ,\.,L _.... e _ ~ 

for the lodging ;;_nd entertainment of tr:.:lvelers or wayfarc~rs for 
a compens~tiono In short, nn inn of the better class. It is to 
be distinguished.from a tavern or c. house.of public entertainment 
that does not p}:ovide lodging, 2nd from 3. ·boc.:.rding hou .. se vvhich, 
while it provides lodgi.ng, i.s not r. public houso o The boarding 
house ke-eper mc:y refuse c'-ccommoclations. to ·any·one he chooses o 

The innkee:per must entcrtldn e::.LL fa·avelcrs or Vic~yfc::1.rers who are 
of good c_onduct and ready to pcty the propsr cht.rgcc. c 

yery truly yours, 

n. Fre~crick Burri~tt, 
Commissionero 

APPELLATE DECISIONS.- BUNNELL VSo TRENTONo 

GEOHGE BUNNELL, 

AppellD.nt 

.-vs-

WJIHCIPAL BOARD OF. ALCOHOLIC 
BEVEHAGE CONTROL QF'.TRENTON:> 

Hcspondent. 

ON APPELL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Irving Ho Lewis, Esq., Attornsy for Appoll2nto 
Romulus P. Rimo, Esq. 7 Attorney for HeE;pondento 
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On December 7,. 1~33 thE· upp8llnnt applied ~o _the re­
;;pondent -for -2 plcris.ry retD.il consumption lie misc:, paid the full 
iiG~nse fee' fer the period ~xpiring ~unc ~o, 1934, nnd received 
:::·. ·receipt thor0f or, duly executed· ·by 'tl:w Ci.ty Clerk or the City 
o_f Trenton o~· .. After -tho filing· ~Jf his :~·.pplicc;.tion c:.nd ·until .mid-
night, Fobru::.:.ry 5, 193/± 3 . :J,ppe:J_lc...,nt · conc;_i.ictud his bush1css c'._t 
#33 .North 0tockton Stroot :Ln regular· course, upon the· understand­
ing thC.J.t the flling of .hi;3 _o.pplic::;~tion a.nd thu receipt for the 
payment.of the license f0e DGre cqµivnlent to a temporary license 

Although_m0mbers of the respondent Board were QW&re 
that o.nDllcc-:nts ,.vho held receipts evidenclng p:::~.yment 0f their 
licens~~fees were conducting their business, they took no notice 
thereof ?"1:1.d · .::cciuiesced in the understcmding thclt the ~~pplico..nts 
could continue to· do busi.nes.s until the expirc-~tion of temporary 
licenses. 

Appell~:.'nt comjJliod. with [,lll trw f'ormo.l re~J,.uirements 
nertD.ining to his O.DDlic~,i.tion~ It is not suggested trwt his 
~1pplica ti on crmtcdn~d c,ny f'o.lse statements o The charD.eter and 
fitness of the .:.:..pplicn.nt c~re unquestionedo 'The _testimony to­
gether with the ~hotogr29hs introduced-in evidence, established 
the suitability of the premises sought ·to be licl:msed ~md the 
chnnge :Jf position of [tppellrmt in rulio.nce up6n the understc:.nd­
ing described nbove~ 

The rusponden1t ·_B 1;ard co:nterias. th,:::.t the denin.l of 
nppellont' s applica ti:m ·was· ·jus.tifi'cd j __ n ··vic\v- cif the resolution 
t:1 .. drJ_pted :·)n Febrw:;,ry 3, ·193;.._1 ·limiting· the nuri1bc;r of licenses to 
be issued .:Ln the Ci tv of T:ce.nton to ,250 o For tbs rcn .. sons stated 
l·n B·-.q-. 1 .r·c~1!,...;_,,r1·1n1r::·r vs-- IvI-uni··'r'i·r)-'~l B·u·-·-·rd .. ,.p t,1c·cJ1-1(11.i·r-. Br...:-v:-.·r_·-.::·· 0 'r-;011tl':")] -~ .l \...,;_ .t~ ~- .LJ ..... ~-- .._, . o . '-'·-. -~- (...... ..J..L. J..~ . J..-.··- -l...- v c \.. .... c.,, ..... v \.J. ... ........... 

1:.if TrEmton_, nulletin /;·~2s;·rtem 7l5·, thQ limitc:tti:_;n C•JUld n:Jt pro-
,--.,:~~l"' b"" :·-·:)nlic'd +-;)· +-hr .. ,::·or\61 J_- '.1nt ··1nd .J--n' E:' ~"ct~..L· ('•r1. ~--,f' t 1r:18·' ... .1""'-'cpor1d-· lJV- J t;..,:; "-"'l j V U~ \J_..._.._. ........... ..!. ,.: --- _ .. _U•J L.. • l; - ~ ·-·: ·"' ... . .)_ -...J '-"._.:;.i 

en t B ·O" rd ~ n rl en vin P' . + :t1 ("; < D'O l i c ,., t i CJ n ,- 'f' t' 1'.1 e - '1 'I)';) e;, 1 J r: '.'>·I- i ~ re-· v 0 r s E' 6 ~.C..... .J_ ~ J ..... C v .l.'-...- . ._ ... J • ..:.. - _,r,..._ -' '. ~ ·"'- .. d . .,,_ '-·"''.L J.-'~..L---:--:..JJ.lJ ...... ..-...,:.. ,.,, .. 

Dated: M~y 19, 19340. 
D;. 'FHEDEHICK BURNETT, 

· Cl:.;rnr.qj. s .si uno·i., · 

APPELLATE -D~CISION& -;DORSCH VS·o TRENTON. 

The :=-Lctiori r·;.f the TVIunici~~>~ll BcJ:'.":.rd ·~d A.ic~)h~li6 .B'cv't;rnge 
Cr-ntI'C)l ()·:"' rr··ri·,r-··t' .)'Y} ; /I 1''°"(': P,uc-'l

0 ng· t' O· l
0 s· ""'l.18 Pl·"':"1'·.-~~;1 ri.:.t•1 -1 l cr1nsu1·11p-_J . ..J. _ .. - ~ ..... J.. , • """ -1... .... .1. • CJ.. i..J - ..; .:J l.J \...,.. J.. '---.. ~ '-" .. v Lc.. . .J... -...... ... 

tion license to John Borsch ct 654 Cass Strost, Trenton, vas 
reversed. The facts were substnntiQlly the sume ~nd the written 
opinion .f nll·:-Jwfd the reo.s-::ning :Ln .dcrkclhz.1.mmcr vs. Trenton, Bulle 
28, item 5., The conclusiuns w2rc in the same fcirm c.rnd lc:mguo.ge .· 
as in Bunnt::ll vs o Trenton;i j_ tom 6, supr'-::;,. 

The Appellc.:.nt acted r~s his >.iwn Attorney. 
rvas roprcs6nted by Romulus Po Rimo, Esq. 

The Rc~sponclcnt 

APPELLATE D~CISibNS - KETTERER VSu TRENTON. 

The-. acti:Jn. of the Tuiunicipal Board of' Alcohol.ic Beverage Con­
trol of Trenton in re:fusing to, is"suE:: plenary rcto.il ·cr .. msumption 
license to Joseph Ketterer at 668 Bouth -Broad Street, Trenton, 
v~<.s rcvorsecL Ths .f'c-tcts were substo.ntL-.~1ly th·(~ SD.me [;.nd the 
written opini!Jn follml;ecl the rec.suntng in B0rk_0lh::.:.rnnw1"' vs., T,ren­
t~-:m, Bull c 28 J i tern 5. The conclusions :1H?.rc in the s.smo f 'Jrm 
o.nd languc-~g2 :1s in Bunnell vs o Trcnt(m, i tom 6, supr.:·~. 
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10. 

11. 

.. .. :.· 

The Appellant was represented by John H. Knfes, EsQ., and 
tho Respondent ·by Romulus Po H:Lmo.J' Esq .. 

APPELLATE DEciISIONS'.-~LA ~E~RAnA VS. TRENTON~ 
. ' 

The · c:.ction :Jf the Municipal- Boa.rd. of. Alcoholiq · BGverctge 
Control of Trenton in refusing to_· is~mc plene.ry rctc.il consump-­
tion lic0nse to Nicholas LaFerrara at 158 Kent Street, Trenton, 

.·\JIJC"lS revorst:;d 0 Th¢ f.·a:c:t,'s wer:c substnntic:.lly the so.me c--.:.nd the 
written upini<m ·rollqwo,d. the· reason~ng. in Berkolpo.mmer vs. 
Trent.Jn, Bull. 28, item 5. The: coi1clu$iuns vrcre .. in the· same 
form 2nd 12nguage as in Bunnell vs o Tr en t,:m, i tom 6, supro. o 

The Appellant was represonted by Vincent Ao de~enedctto, 
Esq., 2.nd tho Re sp--mcJ.ont by Humulus Po Rimo, Esq. 

APPELLATE DECISIONS - MASHBrrz vs. TRENTON. 

Tho acti,.·;n :Jf the Municj_,pr~l Bo(:~rd uf' Alc.Jholic Beverage 
Control of Tr0nt0n in refusing ta issue pl0n~ry retail con­
sumpticm liconsc to H0b0rt E. Mc!.shbi tz ;::.. t · 19 Dec:::.tur Street J 

Trenton, r1a.s reversed o The facts ~Jl:ru subst2ntially the same 
nnd the vrri tten opini Jn follovvod the rco.soning in BerkellwJ.1m1cr 
vs. Trenton, B~ll. 28, item So The conclusions ~ere in the 
same form nnd language 8S in Bunnell vs. Trcnt0n,.item ~~ su~ra~ 

The Appc;llo.nt was roprcsentGd by ~30.nmE:;l Leventho.l, Esq o, 
and the R.\::Spondont by Romulus P •. Rimu, Esq~ 

APPELLATE DECISIONS - CAPLlN V8o TRENTON~ 

MEYER CAPLAN, 

Appellant 

-vs-

<MUNICIPAL·:BQARD -OF A~LCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF TRENTON, 

Hespondent. 

\ .; 

~ 
ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIOl\fS 

Irving H. ··Lewis?. Esq •. ?· At tornoy for A ppe 1lan t 0 

Romulus P'. Himo, Esq., - Attorney for Res_y)Q:ndent 0 

BY THE. COMlWISSIDrmR: 

--In Decembery 1933, appellant applied for a plenary 
-retail consum~tion ·license for· the ~remises located.at #170 
South Broad Street J TreLtono On January 15., 19Z)4, the· applica­
tion was denied and 2n appeal was filed ~ith the former Alcoholic 
Beverage Appeals B.oarcL _ Un_der tb.e recent amE;nd:rnent to the Control 
Act -.the jurisdic.tion of the .Appeals .B.oard, was tra:n;;;f erred to the 
Commi-ss:tpner, and the ;:-:tppeal .has come. on fo_r her.ring_!' -

. . . , . . 

At the h~aring,-it appeared that in February, 1934, 
pending the appeal;; .the .. ·"<lppellant filecl a 1')eti:tion ln bankJ:>uptcy 
and wa.s o.djudicc.:. tea· a. :be .. nkrupt. Under the provisions of the Bank­
ruptcy Act and the decisions thereunder, the interest of the DIJlJe1-
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lant in the premises sought to be licensed ceased upon his 
adjudication in banl~ruptcy and became vested in the trustee 
in bankruptcy thereafter appointed. Furthermore, it appeared 
that the equipment in the premises sought to be licensed had 
been repossessed by a chattel mortgagee and that the appellant 
has no interest therein nor in the premises located at #170 

.South Broad Street, Trenton, New_ Jersey. 

For the reasons stated in·Procoli vso Municipal Board 
of Alcoholic Beverage Control of Trenton, Bulletin #28, item 
#6, the appeal herein is dismissed. 

Dated: May 19, 19340 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Comuissioner 

APPELLATE DECISIONS - MOSS & CONVERY VS. TRENTONQ· 

JACK MOSS & BOB CONVEHY, 

Appellants 

-vs-

MUNICIPAL BOAED OF ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF TREN~ON, 

-Respondent. 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Joseph S. tash, Esq., Attorney for.Appellantso 
Romulus Po Hirno, Esq., Attorney for Respondent .. 

BY THE COMIHSSIONER~ 

In Decmnber, 1933 7 respondent ls sued o. temporary 
license to appellants fGr the promises located at #502 South 
Warren Street, Tr8nton. Shortly after the issuance of the 
tcmpor~ry license, the members of the respondent Board con­
ducted en inspection of the premises n~d in the course of their 
inspection they discoveted 2 slot machine containing coins. 

-· On january 29, 1934, respondent denied the application for per­
manent license. .An etppes.l Vlas duly filed from this action o.nd 
has come on for hearing. 

At tho hecring tho 2ppellants &dmitted that prior to 
the lXlSsagc of the Control Act on Decer:1bur 6;i 1933:i they main­
tained and knowingly 1y.:.:rmi tt~d the operc::~ti::Jn of c.:. slot machine 
on the premises sought to bu licensedo Thoy further admitted 
thc::~t after December 6, 1933 the slot mD.Ch.ine, which was dis-­
covered by members of ·the respondE"mt Board, vve.-s in their pos­
session but denied that it was used or intended for use after 
Docur~1bor 6, 1933. 

D Our corirts have rep0atedly stQted th&t maintencnce of 
slo_t mL;_chincs is unlmvful .o.nd o.galnst public policy, Pure- Mint· 
_Co of: vs o Lo. Bc1.rre, 96 No J. Eq. 186 (Che 19~4); Zaft vs. Mil ton, 
96 N. J. Eq_. 576 (Ch. 1924) o Indeed, our s t2.tu tes provide that 
the possession of 2.ny slot mc:.chine which rnD.y be used for the 
purpose of playing for money or other valuable thing is a mis-. 
demeanor, 2 C. S. Do 1766; Burgoss vs. Drewen, 8 Nu J. Misc. 
179 ("Sup. Ct. H330 J . · 

- - ~-
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Authority to disponse alcoholic beverages has at all 
times been recognized 2s a privilege, us distinguished from n 
right 7 which tho issuing c..uthority mny dEmy for just cc:use .. 
A det8rminc:i.tion by municipal issuing authority th2t just cc.mse 
exists for the denial of &n application should, on appeal, be 
given considerable weight. 

The appelle..nts contend that the respondent issued 
liccns0s to other .o.ppliccmts who possessed slot machines. 
v.:hile it is true that the testimony indic:J.tss tho.t the re­
spondent mny huVe ignored evidence of possession by other ap­
plicnnts of slot machines prior to the creation of the re­
spondent Board, no license was issued in o.ny c2se where the 
respondent Board knew that the applicant possessed a slot 
machine thereo.ftcro A member of the respondent Board tcsti­
fiod that the slot machine possessed by appellants was dis­
covered shortly after tho local Grand Jury had been publicly 
chnrBGd vvi th respect to thu evils inherent to the operation 
of slot machines; that previous charges to the same effect 
had be0n ignored; that in the past new slot machines replaced· 
confiscated machines_; nnd that the continu~d possession by the 
appe11::::.nts of a slot machine wo..s another ~:cttempt tc· flo.unt the 
le~ V\To 

A discus~-:ion of cases in v:hich 2.pplic~·-:.nts possessed 
slot mo.chines prior to the eno.ctmcnt of the Control Act woulc1 
have nG pertincncy hcreo Appellants' situation w6s dissi6ilir 
and it seems clear thnt respondent did not exceed its powers 
in dm1ying tb.oir applicc,tion.. The rope~:.tcad vL)le.tions of law 
by the operntion of the slot machine prior to the enactment 
of the Cr.mtrol Act toge;thor with its j)osscssion thereafter, was 
sufficient w2rr~nt for the respondent's determination that the· 
public interest required G denial of the applic~tiono 

The r.:.ction of the respondsnt Boe.rd is, therefore; 
o.ffirmcdo 

,.+ '· /,. . , I . .___ . 
"iL._ . . I I ,,.,:-' -- -/'!u·· · / ~-7 #I 

. ~ ,_ r li,, 1 !z/ Jtun/ 

Dated: Mny 19~ 19340 Commissioner 


