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STATE OF NEW JERSEY o
DEPALTMENT OF ALCOACLIC BEVEHZAGE CONTROL SRR
1060 Broad Street Newark, 2, N. J.

BULLETIN 697 | o " " FEBRUARY 28, 1946.

Iy

1. APPELLATE DECISIONS - JETEhS V BLUOMTITL

EDWAED C. PETELS, )y '
Appellaht5 ) A
' - , ON APPEAL - ™ -
~vs- ) . CONCLUSIONS AND OHDEK
TOWN. CUUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF B
BLOOMFIELD | )
Respondént )

. Thomas J. Markey, Esc., Attorney for Appellant.
Edward C., Pettit,‘Esq,,.Attorney for Iespondent.

BY Ttiu C\)M WISSTONER: 7

Thls appea; is from tne dctlon of the Town CounCLl of thc T
of Bloomfield dénying a: transfer of apnallnnt' plenary retail. con—"
sumption license from 338 Broad b+rpct Bloomfield, to 336- 658 Broad
Street, Bloomfield. The purpose tnp proposed traaner was .to add
premloes ‘designated as 336 Broad C“l:rmu: to thb Trebently llLCHoCd |
premises. S : C S

© Prior to-lia rcn 1, 1945, :appellant held a license. for .50-James
Street, Bloomfield. -”n that daté.respondent granted. an aUULlC@thH

. to transfér appellantis license - from:50 James Street %o 568 Broad .

" Street. An application for the renewal of the license_at: 338. Broad
Street was subsequently granted for the current license. year.L_Ih@re~
afte STy On June 21, ldﬁu, appellant filed his application for '
tkg Bre~n fexy_ witich is the ¢ subject. of the: pres cnt“apallcatlon.

'336—068 Broad Street-is a two-story brick building, having a
frontage of &0 feét and containing two stores on the ground floor,
with two apartos nts on the . second floor. The two stores are separa-
ted by the stree ‘Cntrqncu,lanajng to 2 narrow hall and stalrway to
the sccond floor. - Store No. 338 has & frontﬂgg of 15 feet while.
store No. 336 has. a frontage of 12 feet.

After the appellamt muv“d into 338 uro»a Street, he was advised
by the local health officer that it was n008551ry for him to provide
separate sanltary_facilities for men and women. . Appellant. states.
that because of the difficultj of securing labor and materials, he
was unable to make the nece essdary alterations in No. 338 and, there-
fore, rented No. 336, cut a doorwsy between the two stores (in the
rear of the hall and stairway mentioned above) where they adjoin,
and since that time has been using the sanitary facilities of
No. 336 so as to CQM)lj with local health regulations.

Appellant alleges as grounds for azppeal (1) the uction of
respondent "was not nredicated upon cbhjections substantial in fact
or in law"; (2) thot thy nroceedings boafore the rusyon&unt did not
comply with the Alcoholic Beverag: Law; (9) respondent "accepted
statements not made under oath and not predicated unon written
objections"; (4) respondent "ac without legal or persuasive cvi-
dence to justify® its action; and (5) thet the action of respondent
1s "arbitrary and unreasonable.t : ‘

It is unnecessary to cun<¢‘bﬂ the second and third grouncs for
reversal since the appeal was heard de novo with full opportunity for
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counscl to present testimony under oath and to exam
examine the witnesses. Cf. Rule ¢ of State Reguliat
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v. ALLENH r?EST.

4

‘2. APPELLATE DECISIONS

FhANK hLmrd,f ag;;;

‘
s

" Appéllant,

o vg-  ON. APPF AL

| R B CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER.
BOLRD OF COMMTSSTONEZAS OF THE .
BOROUGH OF ALLENEUEST )
g - | .Bespondeﬁt ' >:

Robert Friediander, Bsg., ! ttorno" for Appellant.
Stout & 0O 'H gan, ugkd,, bv JllLiom J. O'Hagen, Esd.,
L = ATLOTﬁLYQ for Rcspondont.

BY “THE COMAISS orn1R SR | o
mhzs s an ppcal from tap action of the réspondent denying the

upnllbuti n of thv.ﬂ pn]ldﬂu for a plenary retall distribution
llC\N JARSTSIN - - : .

oy

Ou Jul oO lb”b aau-Li nﬁ applied 'uo the respondent for a, -
y ¥ 1Y L i

plenary retail .LuCrlUﬂblOQ license for prpmﬂ es locdted at 411 ™ in
Street, Allcnuu““t, New Jersey., A "puhllc nearing on the anmlic;~
tion was held by the Board .of Commissioners on August- 14, 1945, At
that time written objections wers received from local property.

L

owners and,after the letters had been read, there was-a motlon . that -
Qﬁllkdiluu be Mdeclinad.n Only two of the three- nembers of the:
« Locn l governing body were present. One vobed in favor of the motion

and the other against. The motion was accordingly not carried.
Thereafter, on motion, the decision on the application was continued:
“for *urthbr nunSLuer“tloa at the next regular meeting of the Board, .
On August 28, 194 u, the application again came up for consideration.
and, on mutl L,_ux“ “applic at;“u vwas denied by a votw of tWQ Tu one.

Immediately after the denial of the :olecwtlun; an ordinance
was introduced lzaiti g. ne nunber of plenary retail distribution
licenscs that way bé dssued and outstanding at one and the same time
in the Borough of" Ali\npurst to three. This OTuLndﬂL@ was zaopted

on. flnal Te ao¢nb cn September 11, 1945 and is now.in. oifbct

'Appull it dgvanu ag his grounds for "fwbul (l) th yrbC(CLlnqb
at the meeting on Aubust 285h‘verc not In ”be‘Phlty with Rules 6 and
7 of hcguLgtlons No., 2 of the Rules ond Regulations of this Depart-
ment; (2) that the objectitns of the lucal residents and the:-reason
for tuc refusal of the license -arc insufficient in law-to sustain the
BQTDHbH'b position; (3) that the ujpsll nt was denicd the right to
examine objectors; (4) tha L, at. the time the application was filed,
the “ru1n¢n0& allowed four licenscs. and that three had been issued |
and that, by reason thereofl, he antenus tn&t rﬁ is Qﬂtltlcd to t%“,*
fourth license as avuutt>“ of rTgﬂt : ‘

In view of the ‘ct tumb the anpoLLqut sou;rt and obtained a - .
hearing de novo on tﬂr *UPu 1, his first and third grounds are with-
out merit. Ton appeal, cuunswl for appellant was freely permi ‘
examine'anu'crows pxumlab witnesses.. - T »

With ro;poct to.. tnb'f»arth groun¢, it is now wrll uuttinu that a

" license 1s a orivilsge and that no one 10,“htlblbu to a license as a -
matter of right. I have consistently held that the mere fact tuat

the full number of licenses authorized by an ordinance (or resclution

adopted prior to July 1, 1937) has not been issued and that a vacancy
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xists does not require the granting of an applica
1s no public need or necessity supporting the grani
tioncl license. Houtkin v. Lakewood,
-Re_Morris, Bulletin 684, Item 12; Bumball v. Burne

'

Bulletin 646,

BULLETIN 627

tiiere
oddi-

tion where
ting of an
, Item 1; _
tt, 115 N. J. L.

254, 265, As Iir. Justice Parker staoted in the lat
‘the ordinance had fixed one hundred as a ]lmlu, sti
in its diseretionary powar to license or not to 1i
short of that nunber at any point, or could (whers
ranted) -license A and refuse B." (L&nguage.in_par

3
<

There remains to be considerad, th>refor@, on
ground for appeal. Allenhurst is purely o swumer
~north of Asbury Park. Its All—y01“~TOuﬂ£ populatl
and its summer QUOUl”tLOH has been estimated at abi
business section 1s lotcated along m“*n Street and.
about four blocks. -At the tine thb applicotion wa
three plenary  retail distribution licenses issued
although there was, as appellant vdhthab, in exis
a re SJlHLlOﬂ, adopted in 1934, peraitting the issu

licenses, " This was due to the f% t that at one tii

: rwtall ul°t”1butlun licenses had heén issued. - The

closes that the fourth lic~iisé Was cbandoned in 19¢

t?5fa are no plenary retail consuwaption licenses o

Borough." Tbe three distribution licenses are loca

,;w1th1n t ssame bl ucK cand arc uﬁlh,~r "WSCD¢VUIY’¥
;a urug gtore nu-a ‘lLCﬁL 28gse b¢y.~ )

”'stprﬁ
L ipLellant does aut Ul“q to o)cr“tﬂ his 1len
“ConanuluD with-any otkgr business, and his attorn
 the n*wrlng that thers was need for sturw L V0
' ualb of llquor by th ooublb;' ' C

o 2]

(.u

&
e

‘”be munlclaallt 'contLMMS'tndt there is no n

tlon 1 license.,. It tﬂkb " the )JSlLlon that its ' in

‘paqsﬁgb of “the ordinance 1lin 1t1ng th QUJOCT ol
“tribution licenses. that may be issued and outstand
to three constitutes declaration of policy thut i
tha ELLS cuntentlon I agree. :

.
;"n'l

n

L

mhb MaVur of thb Boroug L,'Jumui sioner Sploy
t@stillcc”uf the hearing. He sta Ted that, in his
plenary retail -distribution licenses arc suPilﬂlcn
N tbn; were objectiohs raised by residents wnic“, a
' he had. totoke care uJ, and that, furbﬂer, four 1i
“Hedip the municdi; lltj —-.although he did gualify t
fututq:bﬂt by sta ting, on cross—examination, +haul
resaact might ¢t nyﬁ if the {r&ntlng o* 211 additic
' Strlbutlun license WJulu attract sowe big busine
riket or largs chain sforv, to the PquClyrlluJ._‘
Tllton ulpeurbu,@nu Sbﬂbhu that he had no OOJ”Ctlu
and' that-he had told 't!lt, appellant p"'.l.ul’ to the Le
no’ )njectlon ta grantlng ﬂl ahplication "owing to.
there wos ancy." He further stwtcg, nowever,,
. Klein 'pplic tion was denied, ‘he felt that an. ordin
TUmimber tothree plenary reta Ll Glgtrloutlon lLLOnu
”:;tQQ"qnu VULC. in favor of ucn an oru aanob.

o~y
j9z3)

A ey
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¥
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The nere fQCB that unb of th Co xlSSl)n““S'i
might change his views on the comtrovérsial- subjec
lncbnses thwt should be issucd and outstanding if

‘ness enterprise -could be attracto; to the cormunity

1’\

sufflclcnt to est(.,oh.fﬂq or uluS against
,Tu
ACCUPulnglj, it 1

ORDERED, that the appeal hercin be
disnlssed. ' '

guulbv
dctlon uf the resmonuent s gfflLuGQ.
is, on this 14th dey of Febru

and the saj

ALFRED . DRIS

i1l the

Y S

ing
nay

9p1nlon,

ter case: ~"IE
council,
Cense, could stop
the facts war-

enthesis ming.)

ly - the second
community, -located
on 1s about 520,
out ~,5OO Its

is confined to
filed there were

S

{ ;Il& OutS u\.\.l.l‘j.ing 9

tencc at tha t tiﬂ
snce of four .

we four plenary
testimony dis-
54, At present
utstan&ing*in the
ractically
grocery

LJ

o)
(&3

ted
bY

se, if granted, in
cy ‘stressed uur¢ng
ted ,xcluolvel

”ea for n auuL—
trOuuetlon and o
encry rétail! oﬂs~b
‘1n\tﬁv BOTJubh'
not bé ignored.-

ﬁpUOPrCu dnu
thre :
, uruhur, tuw’
Mayor, he fOlt
h.L » i
that

o

t.
5
censes would
hatApa;t of
s . views in .
nal plrnary retail
5S,:.SUcChL as’ a super
CO;HlSSluHeT o
n to four, ¢1CunSbs
aring that he had -
tihe fact thqt '
Hm%'WkntME
ance-limiting the
= SLJUlu Lc acop-

nvlcateu thut ho'“
toof tbo nuber of
suostant1“¢ busi- .
y is not, in ‘itsclf,
thb‘ upullant. ST

i

e
NISAS)

©

Ty, 1946,
ne 1s hereb

Y
COLL




3. COURT DECISIONS = NEW JERSEY SUPHEME COURT, - ZICHFHMAN v. STATE
COMMISSIONER OF, ALCbPOL[ BEVE hAGF'CONThOL - WWII OFTCERTTOh&nI,
DISMISSED (SEE BULLETIN 676, ITHM 12). e

. NEW JELSEY SUPRELE CuUu”

_ : L 1M"No. 254, Octobe“ Te rm, 1945
BERTHA ZIChFhMAN tradlng e j ”T.!ﬂt‘ﬁL e

BERT!'S hOﬁSEphOF BAM, v f”ﬂ“t co e

Prosecutor‘ )

. ..AJ”f~Vs-ffff. DT , e T
‘ALFﬁED E.. DEISCOLL, Comm1881oner ey e Tt
of the-State’ Dbpurtmbnt of. Alcohollc ) oo

Beverage Control of th~ ot tw of N ﬁi PINEI o
Jorscy, ‘ I LTy Au)'f S

Argued Octoaer 3, lqéfghééCid‘
On Certlorurl.:jf | o = ‘ , ,
~ Before Brogan, Chlbf Justlcb,'and JuSLLcce Parhc dhdeIiphaﬁtf

For Lhu progecutor, Scnotland &.Qchotluna (Phllip J. &cnotlnnd
v : o ‘ : of couns@l)

FOr”%he respondeﬁ* Waltrr'D"“Vgn'Riper, Attornsy Generall‘F””“ :
.Tﬂﬂ onlnlon of the court W dtliVeméd}by',:

OLIPHANT J fﬁ'j,:wzu ff‘ffy$;7 1~\Q4<':

The prosecutor‘ Brrthw ZlChb "ma n,"v s Lh\ holucr of,J plcn°ry
ret11l consumption Licenss ‘issuved "by. the IMunicipal Board ofi:Aleo- .
holic Bevirage Control of -the Clty of . Newark: (hur@aftcr alled: thbv
Municipal Board) for premiscs at ¢ 174 Wcst Kinney Street, Wew wrk, - for

. the liceénsing year which began ou July 1, 1943 and te rwlndteu on

June oO 1944. She had been a liruﬂsbL continuously -for over ten
years: - She Wwas charguq by the Municipal Bozard with v1ulﬂt10no on. -
April lO 194% and July ‘15 1943 of - the Alcon071c ‘Beverage: Control
Act. A hearlng upon -saild cn rges was held b@furc the MUﬁlClDdl
"Board in‘atedrdance. with the provisions of R. S. 38:1-31.and, ‘her.
license was rovoked. An appeal froum such action was takvn to tne
State Commissioner of Alcoholic pruwagn Control, and after heari-
~the Municipal Board was reversed in its. findings as to.some -char: -
and sustained as to others. The Commissioner modified thc actlun of
the Municipal Board in revoklng the license and ordered a suspension
thereof for the balance of the term ending June .80, 1944, e 1Fectlvu
April 21, 1944. As a result of that order the prosecutor did not
conduct any business under her license during that .time.

The prosecutor applied to the Municipal Board for a renewal of
her license for the licensing year beginning July 1, 1944 and termin-
ating June &0, 1945, This aopllcathn was apnlrd‘anu she again
appealed to thﬁ Commissioner of Alcoliolic Beverege Control from such
denicl. This appe eal was dismissed by the Comm1551uner by an order
dated the 15th day of January, 1945, This writ brings up for review
that order.
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Ibe prlmury quostlon prespn ed
oleany rétail consumption license to
a subSQquent term.

r .
a

)

Tne‘qubstlon of a fOPIVlEur
involvéd. R. S. 33:1-26. A liquor license 1s a
renewnl license is in the same category as an ori
Tne“o i1s no inherent right in ; citizen to sell i
by 111 Crowley v. Christensen, 137 U. S 86,
entltloa as a matter of law to llquor lic
115 N. J. L. 254; Paul v. Gloucester, 50 N. J; L.
Board of Iixcise, 59 N. J. L. 35H8; Mechan v. Excls

bl

[ nJvo

rigiht of ¢

cnewal of that license for

of any property

BULLETIN B97..
holder of a

/ right is not
privilege. A
ginal license. :
ntoalc“blng 1iquor
ind No person 18
Bumball v. Burnett,
585; Voight v.
Commissiocners,

o

s

W
e

73 J. L. 382, aff'd 75 N. J. L. 557.- No licen
right to the renewal of a licensc. ~Whether an ori
shouléd issue or llbchQ be renewed rests in the
of the issuing authority.. Unless there has been.
discretion this court should not interfere with t
constituted authorities.

a

Allen v, City of Patersd

Y
52e has’t'vest¢d
iginal licénse 'h
sound QlSCbelun

- eclear abuse of

he actions of the
m,. 98 N, J. L. 681;

[

Fornarotto v. Public Utility Com's, 105 N. J. L.
such abuse. Thc liguor business is pne that must)

supervised and it should bc conductéd by reputeble
reputable manner. The common interzst of thoe gen
be tthguide post in toe issuing.and renewing.of

Tﬂurg was abundent - evidence before both tqﬁ
and the Commigsioner-to support their actions. U
it was the duty of thie . Municipal Boord to adminis

- of such licenscs and under R. S. 383:1=24 it 'was i
tigate applicants for licenses. Under the cuty i
the board is required to consider an applicant's

liCanG That of the prosecutor indicated that
guilty 1n 1985 of possessing illicit alcoholic be
sequently she or her agents had been found guilty|
mipor: to consuie-alcoholic beverages upon her lice
that- persons "of questionable charactcr frequented
thef“"wpr‘“dioturbdﬂces th Te anc LQab»v“er hﬂv
Loft R ‘.’ .Ors 1"155. ' ‘ o ‘ ) '

PfOSC“utOT argues Lurfler th.t thbrC was bho
a rovocat¢un of the l¢CbﬂS@, ‘couble pena 21ty and
R+ 1571831181 atithorized a suspension or revocati
invalid.! “Thére-was no 'TpVOCdtlun,.LhQ‘lICPﬂSL wWa
then' not- rpncwuu for tnb nnxt 11 cnﬁLngrpfrlgd al
ent; gltudllun. oo

e JWL flnd nu merlt 1n trlv rvmwlnlaﬂ
prubecutor.

N .

'HGC ¢

C
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CSEIZURE.- - FORFEImUhf PROCELDING - ALCOEOLIC BE Vm?AGW S, FIXTURES
- AND. FUBNISHIWGS IN SPLAKuAbY URD RED” W’“FEIT D = G@OD FAITH - :
ﬁWSTABLIpHED BY OWNRR Or JUKu BOA, E
In the Matter of tnb‘Sei/uré" B 'C 156, No. 09”7

~on. December. 9, 1945, of 2

~im-the Borough of Paulsboro, ,_)

MLErgdxA.hGravimo, Esq., Attornbv fo¢ hooe

BY LﬁE CO@MISbION?R.ﬁ.

quuntlry of alcohollc bEVeTy gcs,A)_ DA S TR I AR S
a music machine, =z c¢cash’ moglster; A TR NN HEARTNG . T e
and furniture and furiiishings, )% - CONCLUSIONS AND. ORDER.:
at 205 West Washington Stree t S e

County of Gloug>ster wnd bt
of New Jor%cy o

VR

'l.t’ s

Frank Col 1s, t/a Gardmn State Dlstilbutlng Co.

Beverﬂgn Contfol E T

S ThlS matter COmEQ b“JOTL st pursucnt to ths prov131ons‘of Tltlp
33, Chapter 1, .of the Reviscd Stno tutv>, to determine whether a

- quantity OL'“lCOﬂOllC tiﬁrngu, a-music mucninu,‘a cash rLglbbbr,

cand. furniture
- selzed at 205 W
'Etutc unl°wful propﬂrty und ;should be fOfivlLtCa

and, furnishings, LbOleLu in a schedule ¢ attached heruto,
est Washington SLrbuu,;Puulsboro, NLW Jcroes, conk.-

On Dcogmocr 9 l94o an ABC’?@HQL bntvrga a smﬂll r@stahrunp
located on the ﬁl”St floor of the dwelling &t the above address. He

robserved a number .of men and. wqmbn scated .at _tables drinking alco-
‘holic beverages. | Otuor patrons were arinklng “lconullc beverages at
caicounter. The agent purcnwscq a uotulv of bger from Dorothy ‘Holmes,

ufthbmprCMlScS, was thig orunrthor

who was behind  the puuntor and. who appcnrnu to be in- char Cof-the
premisces. The stock of bécr. was kept. in ¢ COb Cola cool r +the
whlsk 'y was Kbpt undorn ath bhu counter., R

_ Th@ ugenb loft tdk pramxbcs 1na r;tvrnbg u1tu1n m‘baort time
with another ABC- agont and . two. Paulsboro oollce officers. ~ Theré were
many patrons purchasing alcoholic beverag when these of ficers

ente red;ﬁnd identified themselves. '

l Green, who was on

Do"othy ublmOu tolo the qulCG
of °hm¢nt

Nblthbr Green nor. Dorotny:ﬁélmcs uolL ;Lcense_authoriZing them

to. svll o1 seva.AlcolJllc bﬁvgfagel.

charged, with. possbsolgn of ‘alcoholic’ va,rﬁgcs

“tnem hec oecn flnud $100 00. .

Tne ABC agents seizod‘thﬂ alcoht llc ubV“TDgCS dnd otnnr ar tlcles
above described. Dorothy Hoelmes was arrgsted and charged with the
unlawful .sale of - dlb&ﬂqllc beverages. irold Gr\vu RERE arrbsfe -and
J\l_lt.la. ln‘tc,nt tO bOll
ave since pleaded non

‘County anu ;QCH E

such beverages: in violation of the le;.f 5y

vult. in the SDeC;ql Sssqiuns Cuurt 01 G¢oub

H%rold Grc“n Whs uﬂVlLtLt in 1930 and : agdin in, 1952 for vio-
lating the liquor law (Hobart Act) In 1937 lie was 51vcn sthy-day
jailjseﬁtenc . on; w,dlvordexl rqan,churgb,?v,,

Y

ch wv1 pnoc thubllShLS thap ‘the IJKWZC alc thlC bﬁchﬁgeg-

-"wbr“ intended for. . saiezit thbfopbaklasy. Hence. aucl alcokolic:
v beve ru)ks, 1ntenqbuf for Sdlb Nltd)uuww lLC@nSp, are 1lllclt.; Such

Poer e
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illicit-alcoholic beverages, togcther Wlbh the. mu51c machlnn, cwsn
register . and othér personal -property seized thorew1th in.the . bulldlng,
constitute unlawful property and are subject to foF161turo R S
33:1-1(1) and (y), R. s 35:1-2, R. 8. 33: l~bo._ A et

When thc mattur came on for hearing, pu;suunt to R b 56 l—b6
Robort W. Collis appeared with counsel and sought return:of. the . ..
music machine. : No one “ppearod to oppose “forfeiture of the . ‘other. fuf
seized property. . o e e EL

Collis maintains that he did not know that speckeasy .activi- ..
ties were being carried on at the premlses, and that so far.-as: he..l i
could observe the place where his machine was kept appeared to. be-
nothing more than a little placs wherc food was served. . He - S
acklowledges thqt nc a;d not lAkatlgat Green! s cnaracter or bﬂck—
grouno,. ) . A C ity e

Accordlng to COlll“' testimony, he purchased the machine,
which was in Green's restaurant, in Gctober 1945, Ifrom another
dealer. He visited the place to cneck the descrlptlon and serial
number of the machine and thereafter was at the premises. from time
to time to service the machine. On thuob visits He¢ observed ‘a numbe
of tables and: chalrs,.a~c1gqrctte machlae; a4 stocld of ca ndy, and :a-
countar -about twenty feet in length, in the room Wwheére hls machine -

ag kept. . He noticed a Federal tax stamp on "the wall covering the. :
use «of thb rusic dehln“‘und what uppoarea to" be. 1lcen5es of.other. -
types, the exact nature-of which he did not check.  On some of his
Vlblts he observed patrons eating but Jld not at any t;ﬁe,sepﬁuny
%lconollc beverwges tﬂvrb. o T

' . On - hlS flrst v151t to tu€ premises o woman in the. restaurantwég
told him that her husband was the owaer of the establishueént. . On.
his subsequent visits he merely sserviced the niachine, re&oved 1ts
receipts ‘and turned over :the owner's share to bhc person wbo ’
appeared to be in charge of the prﬁnlseg.

The ABC agents confirm the fact that it was dctuully =
restaurant, although pérhaps of llnltea appeal. The cauntcr'waS»m
Wthout “ny equ1pm nt such do.lS asuullv assvc1atcd,w1tn a bﬂr;.

It is ev1dcnt thut any reasonablu person would hav; colcluded
from what was v1nglc, that it was mcrgly a Slull rcstaur%nt.«,ﬁqa

Under R, S.. &3:1- Gb(b)-und ’?), I heve ulscfetlonary ﬂuthor¢ty
to return property subject to forfeiture to a person who has satis-
fied age - that he:acted in: good faith and ‘had no lngwleagc of the i

. unlawful use to which the property was put or of such facts as wculd
have lb& a porson uf orqla y ,rudenco to QlSCOV‘T such use.qz

A person wng scck% rbturn of a music aaﬂhlnt; under thes ?l@‘;}
visions of the law, must:establish that he made aﬁ auoquate
inde pengent investigation Of the character and bﬂokgrounu of the
person to whuir he Ieased: the macn1nb,‘ano of the rature of the
business- belng carried on-at the: ‘place where the NaCLlnb was kKept.
‘He must exercise reasonable prudence to determine|that he is not
»lacing his machine in a sncdkeq y. Rc S 1zur CaS€ANo. 8898,
Bulletln 687 Itcm . o

ThlS does not necessarlly iaean that it must|be established in
every casé that both the person and the place were investigated.
Where, as here, théere is notnlng in the gnﬁuqronc; of  thé place to
lead o reasonably. prudent person: tu suspoct that speakeasy. activi-
ties are being.carried on there, he is not requlrpd to make inguiry
as to the owner's reputation unless it appears that sucn inquiry
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would have revealed: that-the owner had a reputation for unlawful.
alcoholic beverage activities. Ci. gelzure Casc No. €769,

In the instont case, even if COllLu, upon 1nlu1ry, could nava
discovered tiat Green was convictsd in 1950 and im 1932 for Vloldt—
ing the liquor laws, 1t doss not follow that the only logical
conclusion therefrom was that despite 2 lapse of thirteon years
Green was still a bootlegger. It would be equally logical to
assume, from the absence of any further conviction for violating
the liquor laws, that Green was no longer a bootlegger. ’ :

A somewhat similor conclusion was reached in Seizure Cose
No, 4535, In that case o finance company, claiming a lien on o
motor wvehicle, made an inadeguat lnvestigation, and thus did not.
discover that the person wi Ly whom qt ¢id businoss had twice been
convicted of crime, the last offense having occurred some six »
yzars bcfor”'th< se 1zure; CUNMJSMTOHC"uuTnuCt sald in that case:

"It is doubtiul whether Lcano' past record was SufflCIan
to brand him as a person of such ill-repute that unyone
Gealing with him could onticlpete that he would further:
engage In dllcegal activities. . Therefore, even 1f the |
finance -compoany hod discovered Leone's record, and not-
withstenaing that fact had extenced credit. to him, it |

ccould. not be sald that its action would be uanubonan

I therefore find that Robert W.. CQllis‘and-Frank Collis act d
in good faith and ¢id not know or hove any reason to suspect that
their music machine was 1n 2 speakensy. Such machine will tihwrefore

" be roturned to thewm upon payment of t%» costs of 1ts selzure and
otaragt. : : I :

ﬁc cordingly, it is DETFRMTD?D anu OnD RED that, if on or before
the Lst day of March, 1946, Robert W. Collis and Frank Collis pay
the costs of scizure and otwra”“ in Lhu cnse, the music machine will
be returned to thew; and it is further :

DETERMINED and ORDERED thot the balance of the selzed property,
10T 6 fully ugsurl ed 'n Schiedule "AM attached hereto, constitutes
unlawful property, and thzt the same be anc herchy is forfeited i
accordcdance with the pr Jl“‘“ﬂ of K. 8. 35:1-66, and that 1t be

L

retained for the use wf 2spl itels and State, county and municipal
institutions, or QCSUPU&L in whole or in pert at the direction of

the Commissioney.

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL
. Commissioner.
Dated: February 19, 1946,

©

SCHEDULE wAv s

48 -~ bottles of beer - .
2 = bottles of othcer alcoholic beverages
4 - wooccn -tables

14 - wire back chairs C

1 - National cash rc:lutxr, Scerial No.

8328095 K/7-11 :

1l - Cuca Cola ice box

28 ~ glosscs
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l5. DIbCIPLINARY PROCVEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR - LICEN

A PE RI@D OF 20 DAYS

'In the Mﬁtter of leClpllndrj
Proccealngs agalnst

)
LEO ROCKMAN )
63 Randolph Streot Lo
' Cartaret N. J., )

‘AN

Holder of Pl>nury Retail Consump- )"
tion. Liecknse-C-52, issued by.the. . -
Borough Coun01l of the ‘Borough

t-"of C rtﬂret -

_______ o)

Esq., Attorhe v ior Dofand nt-
for Department
Beverag

..MOPTlo M.>Schn1t4br,
EdWﬁrd B Ambrose, Esq., appsaring

T%b CONMIG“IOVEF'

Dpf€nd°nt llenSb: pl“ado not gullb‘ to o chi
that, on Decbmbﬁr lO 194 L5, he possessed one quart
"YXXX Paul Jones Rye A Blend ‘of Straight Whiskies™"
bottle lcbeled "Four Roses A Blend of Straight Whi

4/5 quart bottle labeled. "Seagram's Seven Crown Bl
all of which bottles contained alLOhOlIP.bLV”fquS
lqbelea, in violation of R. 5. 33:1-50.

Ana lysé by the Dupnrtment Chemist of the th
whiskey in question dlelOS s voriations in Oliu.
in the "Paul Jones" and "Four Rosés" whiskey and v
solid content and acids in the "Seagr°m sl w1ap co
’analyges of anulnﬁ snmplvs. ‘ :

A Chbmlbt empluy@d by u@fanuant to analyv‘
Wnlumcy concurrcd in the fjnulng oP tho Department

Defendant and his wife and soa'whu occasions
testified that they have no knowledge of .the fact

BULLETIN 697

™
Sn

SUSPENDED FOR
1
I

CONCLUSIONSQ‘ a

D ‘ORDER

licenééé.
of Alcohélic
¢ Control.

arge alleging -
bottle labeled
, one 4/5 quart
skies" and one
ended Whiskey!,

not. genuine as

ree bottles of
contents
ariations in
mpared with

the suspected

Chemist..

1ly help him
that ths bottles

W
ne

had been refilled. Although defendont may be pers

of the v1olatIon, a licenses 1g strictly responsib
"refills!- found in his stqck £ ligquor. EHe

onally innocent
le for any

Kurian, Bulletin 517,
I ’ )

Itam 2.

Defendant has no previous
suspension of his license for
1mposeu. Re Aronoff, Bullctln bBB

buguulc 1ted reccer
period of twemty d
Ttem 4. |

Accorulngly, 1t is, on this POLh day of ber

a

[

.
ns

' ORDERED, that Plbnury %et“ll Co umpuloﬂ Lic
by the Borough Council of the Borough of Carteret
for premises 63 Randolph Street, Carteret, be and

i

. A minimum
ays will be

uary, 1940,
ense C-382, issucd

to Leo Rockman,
the

suspended for a period of twenty (20) Gays, comnencing at 2:00 a.u.

February 27, 1946 _gng,termlngulnv at 2:00 a.m. Ma

ALFRED E. DLIS

Commissione

rch 19, 1946.

COLL
r.

and color.

same 1s hereby
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6. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE. OF ALLOhOLIC BEVERAGES - DU? NG o
PROHIBITED HOURS, IN VIOLATION OF MUNICIPAL REGUEATION - LICENSW
SUSPENDED FOR A PERIOD OF 15 DAYS, LuSS 5 FOR PLuA. ' :

In the Matter of. DlSClpanqry
Proceedlngs against

CONCLU%TONS
AND ORDER

OS5CALE SCOTT .
97 Prospect Street
Paterson 1, N. J.,

Holder of Plenery Retaill Consump-":
tion License C-185H issued by the
Board of Alcoholic Baverage Control
of the City of Paterson.’

Oscar Scott,:Defendantflicgnsue, Pro se. ' : Sl
Edward F. Ambrose, Esd., appearing for Depﬂrtm~nt of AlCOhOllC
h ' ' Beverage Control.

Tt

BY THE COMMISSIONE

Dclendnnt llCUHCCL pleads non vult to a.charge alleging: that;
on uwturd;y, January 19, 1946, butWh n 3:00 a.,m. and 3:20: a.m..,  he
"sold and SLTVCd alcoholic bever rages upon his licensed premisest in.
violation of a. resolution adopted by the Board of Aldermen of the
Cigy of Pwtcr on on June 28, 1935, as amended June 50, :19389, which
'Uroplbltq su0u sales’ ootwo:n 5:00 a.m. and 7:00 a.m._on weokuays@;

*"The Dcp rtmant file dlSuluSQ% that twv ABC 1nvest1gatorb WO C
'30ld anc served with beer. by an Jmployuc during prohibited hours.on
the morning of: January 19, 1946. Two pdtronsy in the presence of"
the ABC agents, uostlopod the bqrtbnrer why the prlc of ‘beer was
incroased from ten to fifteen cents a glass after & :00 a.@. and were
told that it was compensation for the risk that was being taken in
keeping the premises open after the rcgular closing hour. . The
defcencdant also tended bar on the mornlnr in auODtlon.

_ - Pefendant has no prxvlouQ udguclc”tea record I Shull tuere—
faxg,'ﬁuspenu his license for a period of fiftcen dQYb, lESo five
day°! rem¢salon for the pléa eriterod ubrbln, or a net susprSLun of
ten day Re Disbrow, Bullotln 540, .Item 3. E '

Accorulnglj, it is, on tn c0th day of February, 1946,

ORDERED, that Plenary Retail Consumption License C~18b, 1ssued
by ~the Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the City of Paterson
to Oscar Scott, for prtmlse" a7 Prospﬁcc Street, Paterson, be and
the saéme is hereby suspended for a period of ton {10) days, com- .
mencing at 3:00 a.m. February 26, 1946, and tormlndtlnp at 3:00 a.m.
March 8, 1946, '

ALFRED ¥. DRISCOLL
Commissionsr.
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7.

DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIQUOR = LICLNSE SUSPLNDED FOR
A PERIOD OF 15 DAYS.® :

If'tn ﬂatter of Dlsc1pi1nary
Pro c¢ings age 1nst

MAX MINDLIN
T/a MOXIE'S TAVERN
State nghWﬁy 23

):
,) |
| ) . CONCLUSTONS
Fraonklin Borough (Sussex Co. Y, N.J.,) 7-.
BRI
>

“AND ORDER -

Holder of Plenary Retail Conoumptaon
License C-5, issued by the Mayor and -
Conmon. Council of the Borough of .- -
Franklin. ' '

William A. Dolan, Esdq., Atborﬂey fer Defendant-~ llcenSee,_,
Harry Cast lvaum, Esq., appcaring for Department of AlCODOlLC
. "Reverage. Control.

BY THE COMMISSIONER:

The d@fbﬂdaut pleaded non vult to a chorge |alleging that he
possessed on his licensed premises a 4/0 ﬂuﬁrt bottle labeled
"Four Koses A Blend of Stra 1ght Whiskis " whichlcontained an alco-
nollc_beerugp.not genuine as labeled, ;n Y;ol_ ion of: R S oé l 50°

On Noverber db, 194 'an.agent”of'the;FedérLl Alcohol Tax Unlt
seized the above mbntloncd bbttle when it appeared that the con-
tents thereof were not genuine, labcled. Analysis by the. chemist
of the Alcohol Tax Unit dis closo a ﬂlgtlﬂct vqr\atloa in the "CluS,

solids and color found in the ‘contents of:the selzed bottlg from-

the bottle had been refilled.

|
the acids, solids ant cdlor found in the contents of- genuine
sample of the product. ' The wnaijols Wwa rrantq_tnc conclu51on tﬂﬂt

I find'deféhdaht guilty.

Defendant has no.previous, adjudicated record. .In the absbnce

“of aggravating 1rcumstgnbes I.shall, susrunu thé license for.
period of fifteen days. Rég Rudo lpu, Bullbbln 0805 Item-1.

'Accoréingly, it is, on ﬂlo QOth day of Fﬁbfﬁ5f§: 1946

ORDEhED tnat Olbnarf RbLAll Consu&nt on License C- b 1ssued
by the Mayor and Comaon Council of :the Borougn of F“anlen o

‘Max - qlndlln, t/a Moxict's Ta WVETTL, For premises onﬂstvta Highway 23,

Fronklin Borcough, be and.the same. 1s herchy susnynupf for a period
of fifteen (15) days, comiencing ‘at 3:00 a. . February 27, 19486,
and terminating at 3:00 a.m. March 14 l94u,« L

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL
Commissioner.
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APPELTATE DECISIONS. = MeNAUAKL; PEDICINT AND. FLOOD. v. . SUMIT.

JOSHEPH MCV&MA%A, nN hONI J
PFDLCINI and LXVRFNC C, FLOOD, e

‘ :4;: .o . 1”: Apoellq,vlts, A . , -:‘ PR
i e “ON APPEAL

R CONCLU\IONS ANJ'bRUEBSﬁTf

CO%%PN COUNCIL OF THE CITY
oF SUMNIT

‘La-ug;;.ﬁiA. Resnonuenof;

.._._._....--_..._.';_._....--_......_..._._;_

Jacob B' Hantel nsc., Attornpy for AppeLlunts.lh
rcderlck C. hnntz, Bsﬂ°, Attorney for Respondent.

BY T COumISSIONER.;.ai

Tnese aopeils, which were inétituted~agdzhédrd.sepanafély,f;gé
herz joined for convenience in rendering Conclusjons; since they in-
volve  a common dissue. -They are taken from respondent's rcefusal to
renew. the. plenary retaill consumption license of the. resppct1V‘
appellants jon the ground .that tnev "ﬂlh not conauctlng a bona fide -
restaurant or hotbl wherein food .is prepared and served reogularly to
tha publlc, as pPCSLrlbLu by the TuSOlubLOH of the Comnon CpunLLl

doptoa Jun@ 5th, ldu4 :

Thlb rﬁ“olutlon, as emended, liwits to six the number of con~
umpplon licenses that nmay be OUubt nding &t one time, -and: provides
that they "sghall be issued .only to bona. fluu hotels and restaurants

wherein food- is prepared and: served regularly to the . public. ™t Thrce

licensces were found by thae. rcspunuknt to comply with thisg, rusolutlun

cand thelr licenses were. . renewed. - For th ason stated, however, . the

applications of thC'thrce app ollﬂnts for p”newalo of tnblr%llcense
were dnnlod onl Junb 59 1940.’ o Sl IR

n‘None-of_tne appellants ogerates'a:bora fluu th@lu - The only, -
question, therefore, i1s whether, Within‘tﬁu,mqanlnggqf the citcd;fg
rbsolutloh, they oyvr”t d "restourants wherein food is prﬂpar :d and
served regularly  to the public." Afte v.ccrefully rvv1bw1ng the

‘record in each case, I have arrived at.the conclusion that nbltlwr of

the threc establishments in gquestion, for o -considere able- period of
time pricr to June 29, 1945 CunudCLCu u_restaurant as’ défined by thu

1OL l resolutlun.,

- Tu pobllant, ACN ra, tCStlflpu tnat nwlur to 1909, whjl' i
partnorsllp with anothur, hlw,wrvml 28 wer onaratgo as a. rest
with a chef regularly employed for the Ureparatlun of meals.

the po rtncrsnlo was dissolved in 1939, McNamara "took the res taur“qt

-part out, the grllls nd sthuls,_anu put u,snufilwboaru in Lnaro"

I
[y

¢ N

HRIF, BBl l(t) Qeflnps "ré"tﬁurunt" as” iollqu'fr

"An ﬁstabllshm\nt rsgularly and PanPlpally used for
- the purpose of providing meéals. to.the ‘public, having
an adbquatc kitchen and dining room equipped for the
‘preparing, eouklng and -serving of toods for its ..
ceustomers and - iri which no other buqlncss ‘ﬁXCCpL
such-as is lﬂCluCﬂtﬂl to Sucu es bllsﬁmunt
conducted." '
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Thereafter he served only "sandwiches, pigs? bet'"HQ thd boiled
eggs." He had no menu and prepared no hot mewls.y

While the °ppcllunt P“dlClnl, served a preuter v"rlpty ef
food than McNamara, it is apparcnt that the great bulk of his bu
ness consisted of sandwiches with very little, if any, prepared
food. On. June 20,.1945 he admitted to an AEC agent that-he had no
kitchen for the prep‘ratlon of meals and was then "@ettlng ong up"
and that all the cooking was done at a small gas burndr at the: ond
of the bar. The agent reported that this license: possessed Vpry
few of the usual concomitants of a res taurant, viz., "no cups and
saucers, no potatoes, coffee, tea, milk or desser 30« on0 dinner
service scts,...,.sug T, bowls, napklﬂo or tablpcl tls." No menu

. Tl

was 3v11lable. R o \A,u,}' o ) 2-i”
The appullant Flood, aamlttﬂd that he had d scontinued the ...
service of "hot meals" more than two years prior to July, ‘1945 and

that, during that time, hs had no cook ﬁnu,serveu only san WLChCS
and bevcruges (prbfbr bly “lCOﬂOllb). 4

Tt is clear that all of the threc: p;EMlb”“ 1Avoled horuln ,
fell far short of meeting the ucf1QLt10n'01 ‘a res aur“nt cmboaled
‘in ‘either the local resolutlon or the stutute. N%n“ of tnem_ uall—
fied as an establishment’ wherw "food is Drepqrua. Perondent was,
therefore, ‘warranted in denying all three rénewsl

~ Undier thr circumstances, I have no ultC”ﬂﬂtlTe oth :r than. to
affirm the action of the respondent in each cage, | Trls concluqlon .
has been reached after CuﬂblL erablc ‘Sllbc”%tluﬂ ‘nd ‘I am frank to
say , ‘somewhat rcluct*ntly. .What has given me pauge is ‘the fact
- that these appellants have been 1Sbued renewals of their llcuur .
licenges for several yumr" last past despite the fact that an inves—
tigation of thelir’ premises would have 150103@@ their obvious failure
to fmeet the requirements of the resolution.  In view of this back-
ground, ‘ah unconditional affirmance of the rcsponocnt' legally ‘
proper denial of the renewal applications would not be tempering
justice with the mercy called for by the unfortunate pOSLtlonS 1n
whlch the poollantu flad tnemselv o ;N,.;

There is an 1nu1catlon in the vecords that each appellant has
taken' steps since June 29, 1945 to wstaolrsh hiws glf as the oporator
of a bona fide restaurant within this pontumpl“tion of the loca »
requircment. In ordér that the respondent may determine wnethpr,]“
such steps constitute a sufficient compliance with the resolution
and whether, in its ulscrﬂt;on, it desires to gruit applications for

eonsumption’ licenses to these appellants in the event. such applica-
tions are made, I have decided tu delay the effective date oP my f
order hérein . for a period of ttht/ days -from date. puring that |
period, the appellants may ' proc to file new applications for .
licenses and attempt to Lemonstratc to res)hondent|that Such applica-
tions should be granted. In the Ainterim, qncl until the expiration
of the thirty-day period, thé ordérs herctofore entered extending
the term of the licenses issued.to- the appellants|for.thé last fiscal
year w1ll oontlnu Ln effect ' : '

Accur ly, 1t 19, on tﬂxs 20tu uay ﬂf Fcbruary, 1946

ORDERED tth the uctlon of rcopongcnt in ruju51ng to grant the
renewal uﬂpllcqtluno of 'the” appbllanto hurpln be and the sawme is R
hereby affirmed, upon condition, however, that this affirmance shall
not becone effective until March 22 1946, and itlis
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. FURTHEER ORDERED,. that the oruorﬂ -each.dated June 3Q,. 1945,
extending the term of the licenses lSSdOd to the res pﬂcthL *ppul-%ﬁ
lants for the last fiscal year, shall contlnuo in Lffbct until
Wurcn 2z, 1946 C ) . -

ALFPFD E.YDRI3(OLL
Comm1 5lonbr.ﬁA_”

A

9._ APPELLnTT DFCISIONS~— PAWLUKOVILH V ’”EWuqu

ANTON PAWLUKOVICH, fff; ff,'7?;i)lL
o p llxnt )
s ;~-~“* ON APPEAL | R
‘ ) PONCLUUIONU AND ORDEn,&J
ﬁUVICIPuL BOAED oF nLCDHOLTC U
BEVERAGE cow LOL OF Td CITY | i;)
OF hLWAh& : . . T |
Rcsponubnt ) f
I ) .

Arthur J. Connelly, Eég., Ltbornuv for App lL .
.Thomas, L. T arsonn“t Euao, by George B. Astldy, Esqg.,.
L ' <ntt0fnay for nuoponaent

BY - “HE COMMIbQIOth.:

Tnc appellqnt was ., "ounu gu1¢ty ov tlv fcspondent of chﬁrgeug:f
allnglug that he: D&TMLttud gambling on his ¢10un30u pr;mlsbb, in oo
violation of Rule: 7 of. Statn Begulutlono No.. 20, | Respondent-thers=
upon uspcndud hlS llensc 1or a perlor of Lpn d Joa Hence this
appea : e o Ll v e

solely upon thb tcnovrqrhlp trsnscrlpt oi LHL OTOCﬁpUlngS hdd before
the respondent. Bee Rule.8 of State Regulations. No.. 15« :

From that. tran script it appears that, on Saturday night, . .
Novcmb@r 85.1945, a pOllem n in uniform entered the licensed prem-.
iscs on-a "duty call® and observed ai group of men scated at a table
playing stud poker. .The game stopped dmmediately and the men:dashed
for the rear exit. “The pOlleMiﬂ, hoquer, was able to arrest three
of the men who pwrtlclpateo in tn~ game and- s 612ea,<om~,mun y txﬁt '

was left on tlc table

The licecnsee was not on the premiscs at the time. The tavern
was in charge . of . n.bnrtcnu;z, Wwho also was arrested and subsecuently
pleaded guilty to.a criminal. ccmni int of maintaining a gambling
house. .

The table at which the game took place was "three to five feet®
from the bar, which was "stacked™ witn patrons. Because he was 50
busy at the bar, the bartender asgerts that he was unable to observe
what was taking place at this table.

One of the participants in the stud poker game testified that
he asked the bartender for o "strailght deck" of cards, which the
latter gave to him., While therce is nothing in the recorc to indi-
cate how long the game was in progress prior to the policeman's
arrival, this witness testified that whenever a player desired a
drink, he "walked up to the bar" and obtained it from the bortender
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and the game wds dtopped until tne pla yef re turne
stakes were "ten to a gudrtor

- _; Li
-

, The only issue in this case is whether the b
acts thc licensee is responsible, "pchlutea" gam
licensed premises within themeaning of Rule 7 of
No. 20. The bartender -admitted that he had provi

cards, which is kept "on the side bar', but denie
knowledge that the men were playing for money .
purpose of having  the cards on-the premisés, he r
pass time." The licensec also admitted. that "We
place" and that he permits his
It is unnecessary to decide whether the bart
awar: that a card game for stakes was taking plac
front of -the bar. The respondent!s detormination
sustained if it appears that the circumstances we
bartender should have known that the men werce plaj
money. Cf. Engel v. Relleville, Bulletin 694, It
words, a licensec's responsibility for an infract
not be evaded by a plea that he, or his ewplbyeﬁ
observe what occurred on thz licensed prémiscs.

"licensees (and thelr employees) must use their eye

use them effectively, to prprnt the improper use
Re Bilowith v. Passale, Bullhtln 527, Ttem 3; se

Newark, Bulletin 58%, Item 15. .
ative Outy not only uoeg not excusn the offense by
for additional censure." Re Silverstein, Bulle tln 6&7

This is- particularly .apt in the situation pre sent
garbling took place at a table in such close proxi
w¢ta oargs Lurnlonbu to thc patrons by the ;1ﬂenb

Tho action of rcspo de is alflrmea and tne
tk

Qw

patrons to play "b
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wEe

d to thc table.-lThe

artender, fOr whoge
bling on the
State Regulations
ded the deck of

d any actual
nestioned as’ to the:
Jplluﬁ, "just for
have cards on -the
1t not for money."

cnder was actually
at the table in
of guth‘mUSt be:
reisuch that the
ring cards for.

em 5.,  In other
ion of the law may
was "too busy"-to
)ntN:wnmeyg
es and ears; and »
of ‘their premises.n
elalso Kolaska v

g

R

S

fgllure to comply with this.affigm—

1t s ‘good ground
Itew 11,

e roin where the
Lil'by"‘ to. the bar
s euployge.

k

¢

teﬁ-day suspension,

neld in abeyance Cﬂdlﬂg 2 outcome of this appegl, will be
reimposed. : : - B PO

/" pccordingly, it,is,«oh.bll 21st day. o rebruary.“1946¥“'

) ORDERED, that, the petition of appeal be and thé same i5 huruby
dileSSU s And that Plenary Retail CuﬂuUﬂpblOn License C-230, issued
by the 1 unlulpal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Contrnol of the Cltj of .
Newark to Anten Pawlukovich for promises 234 Ferry utreat, Newark, be

anu the same is
mencing at. 2:00
March 8, 19406,

ngrpby suspended . for -a period of
and

n

v e i

Februalry 26, 1946

New Je

termine

ten (10) uwys,'cou—

ltl‘f’ls:, 2t 2:00 a.m.

rsey State Library -




