' STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL -
1060 Broad Street . ) Newark, N. J.

'BULL,ETIN 585 - NOVEMBER 5,,. 1942

1. ¢ REFERENDU (R ”.=oé :1-47.1) - SPECLFIED dDURb FOR, SUNDAY SALES -
~ EFFECT OF AFFIRMATIVE OK NEGATIVE VOTE. - o

OcﬁObér'BZ"19¢?f7_ﬁ

Barney Asarnow, qu.,'>
' Newark N J. .

Dear Mr. Asarndw? o

“ T have yours of October 10th eoncernlng the contemplated
referendum on- hours of Sunday sale.of alcoholic beverages in Warren
Township. According to your l@ttbx, the ‘question which will: be -sub—.
mitted to the voters on November 3rd is as follows:

- "Shall alcohollc beveragos be sold on the uabbath
Day, commonly called Sunddy, between the hours of 2 o'clock
a.m., and 12 ol'clock noon in this municipality?" :

“You state that the petition requcstlng the referendum was
presented to - the. Township Committee on October 3rd, and that:the
Committee's resolution pursuant to the petition was not received by
the County Clerk until Monday, October 5th, twenty-nine days before )
the general election date, whereas:the statute reguires that it be -+
delivered not less than thirty days prior to the electlon.g Re. S.wa-ﬂ
33:1-47.1. Further, the County Clerk hes determined to place the
question on the ballot, considering that since the thirtieth day ;fell
upon a ounday, recelpt by him on the following Monday was sufflclent '
compllance. ' , , S .

I shall not presume to pass upon the legality of the reso—
lution's certification. As you know, the decisions are far from.
agreement in this matter. I would refer you, however, to at least
one New Jersey case, similar on its facts .to’ the instant 51tuatlon, .
wherein it was held that if the last day of the thirty. prior to the -
election falls on Sunday, such a (nomlnctlng) petltlon may be filed. .
‘on the next succeeding bu51ness day. 1In Re . Ma nnlng, S5 NedoeLoeJ. 369

It woula likewise be improper.for me to;rule on the effect. -
of applying k. S. 19:3-6 to the prop051t10n proposed to . be - submltteda
in November. That sectlon PFddS in part: - A

"Any public question vctea upon at an election shall'be
presented in simple language that can be easily under-
stood by the .voter. -The printed plirasing of "sald question
on the ballots shall clearly set forth thc true purpose of
the matter belng voted upon." SR
Qulte another questlon is the effect of an afflrmatlvc or
negative vote on the proposition to 'be submitted, -assuming the legal
sufflclency of the twenty—nlne days and- of the propoa:tlon s phras—
“ing.. To state my views in this regard will be entirely in order.

The statute (R, S. 33:1-47. 1) under which this referendum .,
is to be held sets forth the precise effect of -an affirmative or
negative vote. ' If the vote is affirmative Wthereafter the reétail
gale of - alcohollc beverages may be made only within the hours fixed
by such: rcferendum“' if negative, "thereafter- the ‘hours between the "
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sale of alcoholic beverages at retail may bhé made mgy bé regulated
as thcretofore LH sucn munlclpallty i

It is clear, theretore, that while an affirmative vote would
fix the only. permlsolble hours of Sunday sales and that the present
rogulatlon pérmittirig other: houirs would- be ¢ ufomatzcaliy muporsod@d,
vet, a negative vote would have no effect whatsoever on'the existing’.
regulqtlons which wounld continue in force untll alterud "amended or
repealed by the Iownshlp Committee. (See Re Deighan, Bulletln 363,
Item 8; and he Paullin, Bulletin 365, Item 16). .

In light of the present regulations in Warren Township and
the language of the question to be submitted, 1t seenms llkbly that
unless the voters are informed otherwise, mdly of those meaning to .-
votp for the questlon w1]l bb voting aga 1nst 1t qnd VLCP versa,

If thb statementq and comment horpln are not sulflclently
clear, please call upon us further.

~Very truly yours,
ALFRED E, DRISCOLL,
Commissioner. 4 R

©. DISCTPLINAEY PROCEEDINGS - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES DURING
PROFIBTTED -HOURS TN VIOLATTON OF LOCAL ORDINANCE - PREVIOUS-
RECORD - 30 DAYS' SUSPENSTON,

In the Mdtter of Dlelpllﬂary
PPOCCudlﬂg agalnqt

'nAYMOND F. CAMPBELL,
T/e CAMPBELL'S TAPROOM,
9 South Third Street,

Camden, N, J.,

LONCLU@IU%S
AND ORDEER

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C~l95,.issued by .the

funicipal Board of ‘Alcoholic
Beverage Control of the ley of
Camden, . .

N N N N N N N

Edwardﬁﬁtheibert,'Esg;igﬁttorney for Déefendant- Lleeﬁjeg. .
Abraham Merin, Esq., Attorney for Departument of AlLOhOlLC
Beverage Control. o

BY THE COMB SIONLn o 4 P
"::'The delendunt ple dq not gullty to tno fcllow1ng Chafgb

"At or about 12:20.P.M. on bunaay, ﬁ“] 17 194&, hc
sola alcoholic bcvorages upon his licensed premises in vio-
lation of Section 5 of Ordinance concerning alcohiollc beverages

. adopted by tha Board of Coumissioners of: the City .of Ca mden,
on December 27, 1904 which. prohibits the Qalb oP &LCbhOllC
béeverages after 2:00 A.M. on Sundays." o . R

On Sunday Pay 7, l9a~, ot ebout 12:20 Pill.: anestlgators
of the Department of Alcohollo Buvurage Control ubbuTVLu a.man enter
the del\ﬂQaHt'S licensed premises cmpty«hqnuoc and thereafter ]eavp;
the premiges with = pgckqgu under his arm. They 5toppeu the man and
found thdt he was Cdrrylng a bottle .of Camden Pllsecner. Beer,, Wre ppeﬁ
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in a- paper Wrdppérﬁ;'ﬂ few’mlnut,u earLler th Sy had stoppud notner
‘man, who came from the- licensed prpmlses cqrfylng "puCKagC, Whlbh,
upon investigstion, ‘was Ffound “to ‘contain’ two -bottles of - ortliebls
Bock Beer. The wrappings of both packages were identical. In both
cases the bottles of beer were ice cold., 0né-of “the’ lﬂVOSth%tOI
then went to the side door of the premises, presged - Buzzer aud was
admitted by the licensee. Ohortly after his entranc gnother man
pres ed the' bugzer and, upon gaining admiss s1on; 1uformed thu “investi-
gator that he wished to purchuse “some wine. .

Defencant contends that ne never sold any ‘heéer on -the date
in question, but admits that he had the two brands of beer hereto-
fore mentioned on ice in his. licénsed preml' s Heralso contendg
that he was in the licensed premises only to-wash-beer’ glassos and
generally clean up the. place and that he nid peen so Lngag > from
10:30 that morning.

-8 -

It is true that there is no direct evidence of sale. Never-
theless, all of the’ facts surrounding this~case must be consﬁdored
The fact that -ths 1nvest1gators found paper wrdpplng in the preunises
which corresponded exactly with the paper wrapped around the beer
carried by the men they had stopped, plus the additional fact that
the beer was lce cold, and the further fact that entrance was gained
by others conlldeutly seeking to purchase alconolic. beverages by
pressing a buzzer,” Tead @e to conclude that defendant. sold alcoholic

bcverugeb uur7ng prohibited hours.

N og ot
¥ |
;_J

- I ..

cforeiflﬂuudifendant rDw_l_i,y aa chqrgeu,ﬁf

I ﬂOtb that duipnddnt hdb a orbv1ous recor In 19 50 bls
license was suspended by this Departmcnt for a pcrlud of five aays
for a fair trade wyiolation. .Re Campbell, -Bulletin 503, Iten 5, In
March. 1942 His llﬂbPSG was. suspended by: the; local- Beard. for .a- ‘period
of three days, after he had pleaded guthy to a charge of -selling
alcoholic beverages on Sunday. In reviewing the Fair Trade v1olu-
tion, to which defendant;also pleade¢~guilty' A Fine- that thcre were
mltloatlng clrcuxst SNCES, In'that case the: CommLSSLuner was sabis-
fied that the sale; whlch was made. at. two cents less than the mini-.
mum consumer. price,.was, the result of a mistake, The onLy other :
violation of which. defendant has been found- gulltj is the Sunday- sale
for which his lLCGnSp was quspondbu for three days. Unaer these -
circumstances, I am hesitant to apply-the "three strlkes and uut"
rule in this case. While T am satisfied that this licensee nust be
mace to realize that he- cannct: repeuuediy violate the. law,- I shall,
because of the mltlﬁathg circumstances 1n Tthe! Palr Tradc vwolatlon,

give hiwm oné_ more echance instead of rgvoklng hlb llcon&e,,;u shall,.
therefore’ ,susﬁenu ueLendaﬂt's licensa becwuse uf the violation: set
forth hhrbLn for a perilod- of thirty day

’.

Accorulngly, Lt 10, on tnlaﬂ Pnd d“y 01 uotob' f194234~51;,

L UnDFELD “that Ploqary Retﬁll Co 5umptv 1‘L30¢nub C 195, here-
tofore ssaud to Haymond F.. Campbell, . t/a Campbellts- Tavern, . for :
prémises 9 South Third utTpct Camapn by thé Munieipal Board of .
Alconollc Beverage Control ot the Cltv of Cdmuon, be and the same is
nereb} uspended for a period. of thJI%y (&0) .days, commencing October
N6 1942 1t 2 OO L.M .and term1ﬁatln9 Nthmb 2T | co, lq4n9 dt 22 OO AN,

ALFRED . DRISCOLL,
. Commissioner:.
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3. . DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES DURING
- " PROHIBITED HOURS IN VIOLATION OF LOCAL ORDINANCE - FALSE ANSWERS
IN LICENSE APPLICATION - SUPPRESSION OF MATERIAL FACTS - PHEVIJUS
,rRECOhD -. 35 DAYS!? SUSPENSIUN, LES S 5 FQR GUILTY PLEA -

In the Matter of DlSClpllnary ,.),
Proceedlnga agalnst ‘ S ' LT
. CONCLUSIONS

..';:'CAMDEN COUNTY ITALIAN : PR e
<o AND'ORDER ..

)
‘ 'DEMOCRATIC CLUB, )
*',045 Spruce Street, IR
"Camdén, N. J., o )

)

Holder of Club Llcense CB= 14

issued by the. Mun101pal Board of ..
Alcoliolic Beverage Lontrol of the )
Clty of Cﬂmdcn. ‘

.Frank M. Lario, Esqg., Att01ney for Defendant-Licensee, .. .
Abrahum Merln, Bsq ‘s Attorncy for. Departient of Alcohollo '
. Bbverage 001trol A A

- BY THE COMMISSIJNER.

The defendant, a club llcensee, p]nads non vult to thp fol~
10W1ng charges.'~ : . :

G I 4 A old alCOhOllC beverages on’ uunday, July 1z
l94~, durlng prohiblted hours, in violation of Section 5 qi
an Ordinance adopted by the Board of Comm15s1onbrs of" the
Clty of Ce mden on Decembcr 27, 1934,

- -2;- It falsely  answered Quebthn No. o6 1a 1ts appll-"‘i
-cation by stating that thc club never held a llcmnse Whlch
was susponded . ‘ : -

The departmental record dlscloseo tnat on 5unday, July 12
1942, 1nvest1gators of this ‘Department, entered the premises of " thn '
licensee and ordered beer. 'The PP051dent of the club, who was behind
the bar ry,. refused 'to sell to them. The investigators: obberved four-- .
teen men drinking beer-and playing cards. When interrogated, the '
- ‘President of the club 311& hu had not sold the beer but had gchn 1t'“
away . Y '

As to chargev(l) thrmﬁ'a here, nlcohollc beverages are
given away by -a licensee, such action constitutes a sale. See
R. 8. 33:1-1(w), which defines a sale to include "a gratuitous de-
llvcry or glft of any alcoholic bbveragf by any llcbns&e." '

As to charge (2): Tt clearly = ppears that defendanb is”
gullty of falsely answering Question 36 in its application. In =
mitigation defendant stated that the application was filled out by

~an employee of the City of Camden, a non-member of the club.  This
is no excuse since it appears that the proper officers- of the club |
signed and swore to the appllcutlon.ﬁ

‘ Llcnnsees must anowbr guestlons correctly and must reall7e
that they will be held to strict aCCOLﬂtublllty for ny false stato
ment in an application. _ , '

As to‘penalty: Club licensees must be brought to the reali-
zation that they are not privileged to dispense alcoholic beverages
with a half-hearted attitude toward regulation. On the contrary,
they must diligently observe the Rules and Regulations. See he Eighth
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Ward Progressive Club, Bulletin 514, Item 4.  :The:usual penalty for
Sunday ‘sales by ‘a club Licensee ig flfteen dqys' suspenrsion-of the
license  Where 1t is.a first. offense.’ . The defendant has.-a previous
record. Its license was suspended for five days. on- March 9,: 1942 by
the local issuing authority for the same offense. In view of the -
fact - that "the ‘defendant ‘s a second offender, I will. double: the pcn—
“alty’-and suSpend the license for a perlod 0f thirty:days .on-the:-
firsticharge: and wilk ‘further:impose & penalty of five dayst: suspen~
sion ‘of tho License on:the second charge,: making:-a totaL ofwthlrty~
flVe days w1tn a rem1581on of flve days for thu plea‘

Accoralngly, 1t 15, on thls 22nd day of Gutober” 1942

o “ORDERED,- thiat Club: License GB- 14, hLTthfOTb 1baued to Camden
County Ttalian Democratlc ‘Club. by. the: Mun101pdl Board. of. AlCOhOllP
Beverage - Control of the . Clty of Camden. for: premlses 345, Spruce. St..
?Camden, be and the -sdme ‘ig hereby suspended for: a:period of thlrty
(50) days, comnencing at 2700 AU, October 26 1942, and concludlng
at 2900 A My November 25,y 1942. SR

. Commissioners ot

4._ DISCIPLINABY PROCE DLNGS =, ILLICIT LIQUOR - DISCRFPANCY IV PHOOF,
“ACID AND SOLID CONTENT - 10 DAXS“ SUSPENSTON. -~ -
Tn ‘the Mattpr of DlSClpllnary ' B
‘Procecdlngs agalnbt i

© ARROW: COMMERCIAL COnPORATIUN
169 Clinton Avenue,

concruszons
Newark, N. J.,' ) USIONS

"AND "ORDEER

- Holder of Plunary Hetall Consump=. -

~ition License C- 834, issued by the

~ Municipal Board: of Alcoholic
~Beverage Control of .the Clty of
Newark

)
)
D
0
<
)

‘Roy W, Harrlngtou, Mdnager, for the Ll(Oﬂg@@. ‘
Wllllam F. Wood, ESL., Attorney for Department of AlCOhO]lC
Beverage Control

BY THE COVWISSIONLB
" " There was serveu upun tﬂc Llcensee a chﬂrve Qlleglng th%t

‘ "On or about May 27, 1942 you possessed 1lllClt
‘alcoholic beverages in tnct you possessed one cuart bottle
labeled 'Hildick 01d Fashioned Applejack Brandy 88 Proof!,
.one quart bottle labeled !'Calvert Special Blended Whiskey
86.8 Proof!, one quart bottle labeled '0ld Mr. Boston
Distilled Dry Gin. 90 Proof!', one-4/5th quart bottle’ labeled
1Johnnie Walker Black Label 0ld Blended Scotch Whisky 86.

. Proof 1, one 4/5th quart bottle ‘labeled 'Carta Blanca num' |
Carioca Puerta Rican Rum 86 Proof!, one 4/5th quart bottle
labeled 'Haig & Haig, The Finest Llonaeu Scots Whisky 86.8
Proof', one 4/5th quart bottle labeled 'Vat #69 Liqueur Blended
Scotch Whisky 86 Proof! and one 4/5th quart bottle labeled
'Carta Ambar Puerta Rican Rum Kon Superior 89 Proof!', the
labels of which did not truly describe the contents ther@of
with respect to proof, and thb solid and acid contents of
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:the first.seven of which varied from the .solid: and.-acid . .
-.contents. of genuine sampl@s 51m¢]ally ]abel@d wsed for -
.- _ocomparative purposes; ‘sa 1d posousulon bulng 1n v1olatlon
.+ of R. 0'105 1- oO L _ o \ ; .

e At Ehg hearlng agentq of " the cheral Alcohol Tax Unlt tbstl—
fied thﬁt on May €7, 1942, they -seized:the elght open :bottles

..mentloned Jn,the'charge When they foundathefcontentsnlowuin‘proof.
Analysis made by Chemist Blakeley of the Alcohol Tax Unit disclosed
that the contents of each bottle were. substantially lower in proof
and the contents of seven of these were sllghtly Lowbr 1n Lcids and
solids than the ‘contents of genuine samples. ~

.7 . Roy W.: Harrlngton, pregent manager. of the hotel operated by
defenaant testified that he became manager on May. 26, 1945, that.
he could offer no explanation except that a porter, whom he subse-
quently discharged for 1nuf1301ency and lnsubordlnation, mlght hJVL
tampered with the liquor prlor ‘to the.date of its seizure. - The
former manager of the hotel is now in the Army. end could not appecr
to testify ut the hearlng.

I flnd defendant gullty as charged.

As to penalty: This 1s the licenseets first conviction. It
operates a large chain of hotels throughout the United States and
the present manager of its hotel in Newark states that he has taken
steps to prevent repetition of this violation. In his aﬂulYSlS,
the chemist expressed the opinion that the contents of each bottle
had been diluted and stated that he found no denaturants.. There .
appear to be no aggravqtlng circumstances and, in the absence
thereof, I shall impose the usual mlnlmum suspcn810n of tcn dayg

AccordLHOly, it is, on this 23rd day of Octuber4 1942

ORDELED, that Plenary Rhtdll Consumption License C-834, here-
tofore issued +o Arrow Commercial Corporation for premises 169 Clinton
Avenue, Newark, by the Municipal Board of -Alcohollc Beverage Control
of the City of Newark, be and the same is hereby suspended for a
period of ten (10) days commencing November 4, 1942, at 2:45 A.M.,
and termina thg Novbmber 14, 1942, at 2:45 A, M.

ALFRED E. DhISCOLL,
- Commissioner.

5 ELIGIBILITY — FACTS EXAMINED - COMMERCTIALIZED GA&BLING LAY OR MAY
NOT INVOLVE. MOEAL TURPITUDE - APPLICANT DECLARED ELIGIBLE TO HOLD
A LIQUOR LICENSE OR TO BE EMPLOYED BY 4 LIQUOR LICENSEE.
' October 23, 1942

Re: Casé.No. 466

Applicant was convicted in January 1932, in a Special
Sesslons court of this State, of the crime of gaming, and fined
$200,00. His fingerprint record does not disclose any other con-
viction of criume, : '

This proceeding 1s.to determine whether such conviction
involves the element of moral turpitude and hence ul%quallfles ap-
plicant from engdglng, or working, in the liquor business in this
Statb. K. S. a88: 1 25, 20,
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6.

BY THEhCOMMISST@NER‘

: chwrg05° £

cant arrested He gtatud thc reason hc went 1nto the venture was

thutthenwnei“
ance who ‘prom:
actually he did not receéive any pay because’ the
beforc 1t could Ted ”y’get starte&.f’ ,“f‘

his: conviction of ‘the™ crime in quest1on ‘doés not automat oF:
qualify-him:from holding a 11<uor llc n e or worklng for’a;llquor
licensee in this ‘State. - - o .

APPROVED:

In, the Matter of leClpllnary
Proceeaings aga1nst

o P4BLE-RLlst Avenué, .:'

place was ralaed after it had been Opeﬁed { few weeks, und appll-

Ta D substqntlal, but that

cd t ,t hlS carningsﬂwo
place was .raided

~ ¢

Appllcant appears to have been”a snall'tlmc lleutenant rather

thun the master mind of this commercial gambllng ‘establishment.
Hence, the crime of which he was convicted does not involve moral
turpltuoe.L ﬂe CﬁSC No. 145 Bullgtln 500 Itbm 6 '

R N

ed that

It ise thereioro re commended that - Nppllcant be adv

Harry Castelbaum,
: Attornby.;;

ALFRED.- i DRISCOLL;
‘ps'Commissionen}gfw-:

RN N T

DISCTPLINARY PEOCEEDINGS -~ ILLEGAL PURCHASE OF STOLEN ALCOHOLIC

.» BEVERAGES: BY: RETAIL: LICENSEE FROM NON+LICENSEES --POSSESSION OF

ILLICIT. ALCOHOLIC: BEVERAGES (NOT' TAX+PATID)*- STORAGE BY “KETAIL

~LICENSEE; OF:: ALCOHOLIC. BEVERAGES: OFF THE LTICENSED PF EMISES, IN
;VIOLATIOV OF n.“

8.

36 1-2 - 60 DAY SUSPENSlON“i e

#CECTL: MYLOK]

CONCLUSIONS

Paterson, N. J., #AND? ORDEH- -

~Holder- of .Plenary Letail Consumpw. -
~tilon:Ligense: C=858 for fiscal year
1941-42, - issved. by the Board of- PRI
Alconollc Beverage Control of the - Do 70 risres o
-City. of Paterson, which license was .27i. . oo . L ii -
{ézgwc% for the current flseal year ) P

S VL ) -
T T T T T T :

jdﬁésjb Mard qu., Attorney Por tna Def»ndanu-leenseé.Q i:f'““
... Abraham | Marln, Esq., Attorney for the Department. o

Alcohollc anerage Conurol

‘The- llcense; has pleaaea not gullty to the follow1ng

"l On of about Aprll l&, 1942 you purchascd uico-
‘holic beverages. from a person not, the holder of . a. New Jersey
‘manufacturéris or WhOlbsal’f'b 1ic ,Qnor pursuant to speeial
cpermity ;ﬁ that you purch: “ Q nlne ¢éases of assorged w1n@qag
- Fron SAinel De Rosa,‘nomalnb A, Paniéel and Nicholas J.
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: Von At21ngen, non-licensees, Whlch w1ne had been: stolen

- on April 13, .1942 from:Frank Di. Glacomo & Co. -in Paterson,..
- New Jersey; said purchase belng in vlolatlon of Rule 15 of
"f‘State Regulatlons No. 20 "~; i B ST

S “2 Y@u fawled in- v191at10n ‘of R S.~ 4 45 l, to flle
 with the State Tax C@mm1331oner, within’ time, a report dls-“jA
closing truly the alceholic, beverages. distrlbuted, trans- C
ported, imported, purchased. ‘and: sold by you' during the L
" pmonth. of Aprll 1942, in that you failed- to repert: tha ”Q.;
, ~:purchase of nineé ‘casés of still wine on or about April 14,
771942 . from Samiel De: R@ga, Romalne A, Panlcél and Nlch@las
J. Ven At21ngenou, ~ y; S ST

S "3, You failed, in v;olatlon of- R1 S 54 44 l to pay,
“- - within time, to the State Tax Commissioner, the am@unt of -
©-taxes: due by, reason of “your: purchase of nine’ casesi of: as-
sorted wines from Samuel De Rosa, Bomaine #. Panicci-and. ..
Nicholas J. Von Atzingen,on which wine no tax<had .been pald
by sald persons at, the tlme of its sale to youst oL

ng, On‘or about Aprll 14, 1942 and en divers days
subseguent thereto, you'posuessed illicit alcoholic bever—
ages in that you stored in the cellar of the. bulldlng at .-
543 Twenty~first Avenue, Paterson, New Jersey, nine cases
. of assorted wines on which the tax imposed by the -laws’of
. the- State’ of: New Jersey had not been paid, in vielation of
_ Bo 8 35 1= 50, . S , .

"5. On or about May 18 1942 and @n iners days prlor
sell the same not pursusnt to “and. W1th1n'the SC@pé of your
plenary retail consumption license, in that 'you stored keg
beer in the cellar of the building at 343 Twenty-first
Avenue, Paterson, New Jersey, off your’ llcensed'premlses,

,_sald p“SS@SSlOn being in violation of R S B3sL-2.M

Charge (1) alleges, in substance, that defendant: ‘purchased
nine cases of wine from per ons who were not 1icensed t@ deal in al~-
coholic beverages. , i

At the hearing, a detoctlve uttuChed te the Patersén. Police
Department testified that he questioned a number of individuals who
wgre alleged te have stolen wine from a licensed winery dn this
State, and as a result eof information obtained from them, breought
defendant to police headgquarters.’ Thé detective further testified
that, at police headquarters, defendant stated that he had purchased
wine from two men and placed it in his-cellar;. that one of the: men
was his bartehdert's brother,. while the other one was unkiown to him;
that the licensee was detaineqd at headquarters while. detectives went
to the licensed premises, where the bartender :took them to the
¢ellar and unlocked a compartment with a key which he obtained from
in back of the bar; that in this cempartment were nine cases of wine,
later identlfled as part of the wine stolen from the: winery. .

An investlgat@r @f the Department of Aléohelic Beverage Con-
trol, assigned to the case, testified that a few days later, while at
- the licensed premises, the licensee pointed out to him the stairway
. Aby Whlch the Wlne was bruught into the cellar. .

- The - licensee flatly denles “that he purchased the wine or
made the statements’ attributed to him by the ‘detective and the inves-
tigator. He admits that the compartment ‘in-thé ‘ecellar-in which the
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- wine was found 1§ under: hLS control.’ de claims tnat thc'w1ne wa
‘stored 'in’ the’ compartment without his knqwl@ago or consent. na Lnut
he has no idea how it came to be there. '

- I see no roasoa to doubt. the sworn testlmuny of tne police
detectlve and’ 1nvest1gut01.: ‘They' have 'no” apparent ‘cause’ unJustlj to
accuse’ the ‘licensee of maKlng the . staumments in’ questlon. ‘The 1i-
censee, -in repudlatlng His previous statements, is obviously maklng
a braz Ln effort to coaceal the truth.ﬁ Thlo 1s an aggrﬂvutlng faotor
1n th° CuSC. ' ;

I flnd hat thb llCOHSGe acta 11y purchased ~the wine froi
non-licensees. The purchase, by a person licensed to sell alcoholic
beVerag’s -at retail, -of'nine cases of wine- at ons: tlme, and storage
thereof +in the cellar und@rneufh His tavern,glo suffchent in-itself
to raise-a ‘strong infererce ﬁﬂﬂu such wine was 1ntendea for use 'in
connection with the purchaser?s licensed business. Nothing is here
presented to overcome that 1nferencc. I therefore find licensee
guilty s .to charge (L).. =~ S T L

~The evidence - shows that defendant; as was.quite natural under
thb 01rcumstuncps, did not - roportmhlg.punqhaSQ,of:the'wine;tOﬁthe:
State Tax Commlssioner .or pay the tax thereon. Since. the state. tax
- was not.paid, the wine Qonstitute& an:illicit. alcoholic. bevergge.
.R S, 88:1- l(l): S T

Hence T flnd d fendant gullty asato%éhargéé.(z);'(Sj'énd (4).

Charge (b) 1nvolves thb storage by licensee of keg beer in
his icebox in another compartment in the cellar. The licensed prem-
ises, as defined in the application for license, does not include
the COlla?.u The licensee claims that in ‘hig appllcatlonAhe inadver-
tently falled to include the. cellar. compartMunt in question. :Never-
Lnelcss it.is a. violation for a licensee to- warwnouse or.. storb his
alcohollc beveragos off the licensed prumlscg -

I therefore find the llcensee gullp; Df th fifﬁh;éhafgé;

As to penalty: Charges (1) to (4) involve one. transactiom
whereby the licensee purchased wine, oh whiclh the tax had. not been.
paid, from a non-licensee, and apparently on the basis of "no ques-
tions asked" as to the origin of the wine. This is.a th¢erfold
infraction of the law, each of wnlch is sarlous in ﬁtself

These VlOlathﬂa gu to the very root of cOntLbl B If iS ob-
vious that a retail licensec!s stock o¢of liquor must. be. legitimate in
origin, and purchabed from a licensed’ Qeﬂler.. Rule- Lb of State chu—
lations No. 20, which requires that & retailer must purchase his
liquor from a New Jersey manufacturer cr WAUlGSulcr, ur"pursuunt to
a spu01ﬂl permit, furnishes an effective method of checking the
liguor in llcensed premises. The licensee is not permitted to pur-
chase even tax-paid liguor from ony other source. 1In the 1nstant
case, the licensee puvchwsed the wine from an unlawful source; under
clrcumstances which make 1t -difficult for me to believe that he did
not at least suspect, if not actually know, tbat the vendors had
obtained such wine 1lleg1t1matelj. : :

A substantial -penalty will serve notice on retail ticensees
that 1t is not profitable to buy liquor frowm racketeers or ‘hijackers,
or from any source other tha n a nunufqutar 2T Or. wnulesaler.

I would tnerbforn bw 1ncllneu to rchke ‘the llcenbe 1n the
instant case, 1f it were not for the fact that the chensee appar-
ently has not been previously arrested, and has held a llquor license
for over three years without any prev1ouo complaint as to his conduct
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of the llcensed business. Under these circumstances, I. am of the
opinion: “that’a “suspension of the- license for 51xty days on all char-
‘ges will: t@aeh the llcpnsee to obey the law. Y . .

I note that the llcensee! possession of the wine resulted
inithid abrest oi- charge of 1 °mce1v1ng dtolén goods.p ‘These criminal
fﬁor@cbealngs gre now' pendlng If the- llcensec is éonvicted | it may;
well 'be, sinece the c¢rime of rec@1v1ng stolen ‘goods ,ordlnurlly in-..
wvolves morﬂ-lturpltude,vtaut he will thereby become uIQQUTllIlud -
fpon oPtdiningany liquor Licerss thereafter.” See R.'S.. 33:1- 20.1
However, tihls question must awalt the actual outcomo of the crim-

1nal proceedlpgs-~,ﬁ, .

TAlthough this proceLdLng Was 1ﬂst1tuted durlng tne lost ll—

sing yéar whiich-expired ‘June 30, 1942, it do&s not.abate  but:

©péniains fully ‘effective against uefonuant'* rengwgi llconse for the
current (l94¢ 40) yvgr., Statc Rggulatlons No. 16, L

Acbordlngly, it 13, on this 29nd d y of Octobei, 1942

Ly e ..ORDERED,, . -that Plenary ‘Reboil Consumption . License C-£58, here—
““toforp Issued . 36 Cecil Mylor by the Board: of Alcoholic Beverﬂge '

",Coutrol of "the Clty of Paterson for-the -.current fiscal year; for:
premises. 345~ .2lst Avenue, Paterson; Jbeand the: saide is hereby sus-
pended for a period of sixty (60) days, effective 3:00 A.M.-October
27, 1042 anu tprmlnhtlns 83 OO A, m. Decembbr 56 1942

wf" ALFRED L.,DRIUCOLL,
S Comm1531onbr.Ai'-f

Do DISCIPLLNARY PROCULDINGS - SALE OW~ALCOHOMIC BEVELAGES DURING
.:5gPRQHlBIT D HOURS,, TN VIOLATION OF. LOCAL. OBDIN \NCE - PREVICUS"™
- RECORD — 20 DAYS?. SUSPEN&ION ~ PERMITTING NUMBERS TICKETS:TO’ Bb '
WRITTEN AND SOLD ON. LICEN SED PREMISES, IN VIOLATION OF RULE 6 JF
STATE REGULATIONS NO. 20 - 5 DAYS‘ SU N‘IQN ~ TOTAL: &5 DAYS,
LESS: &5 FOR GUILIY PLEA.- . B :

In-the Matter :of Dlsc1p11nafy
PPOL@ndlﬂgu agalnst B .
 GONCLUSIONS

AND ORDEHK

" LOUIS ZALESKT; -
1122 Mt. Ephrainm’ uvenup,’i
Cumden, N. J.,

§Holder of Plenary Retall Consump~
-tion Licemse C+76, issued by the ).
Municipal Board of Alcoholic ;
.Beverage: Control of the ley of )
Camdﬁn. L

AW1lllcm T Cah1*1 Esq., Attornuy for Llcensoe. o ‘
Abrahom Merln, Fsc,, Atto“ney for Department of Alconollc o
BeVQrage Contrﬂl.

VBY THE CO ISSIURFRQ
Defendunt pleaded gu1lty to charges alleglng that:

A't ny, On Supaav July 5, 1942, at about 2:00 P. M. , und '
on Sunday, July 12, 194 at about 4:00 P.M., you sold,
2 gerved: aﬂd dellwe ed and’ SULfGTGQ and pe¢m1tted the sale
toserviee and dcllvbry of alcoholic beverages upon your
Lillﬂensed prem1ses, 1n v1olatlon of Section’ 5 of an




BULLETLN 535 paGE 11,

’

ordinance concerning alcoholic beverdges-adopted by thé'
Board of Commissioners of the City of Camden on December, ..
27, 1934, which ordlnanco prohibits sale of“ alcoholic ~+- 7+
beverages after 2:00 A.M. on Sundays.uwi,

"2, On July 14, 1942 you allowed, suffcrbd—and
‘permltted w*tlckpt or parclclpatlon right in a lottery
to be ‘soldand-offered for sale on and about, your, li-.
censed premises, in violation of Rule- 6 o* Stdte chu—'
lations No. 20, : . :

The 1nvest10atlon file dlvcloses that on Sunday, July 5, .

1942, at about 2:00 P.M., an 1nvegtlgauor of the Departmeiit of Alco-
holic Beverage Control entered the side door of the licensed prem1ses
and* purchased-threé bottlés of prf. OnJuly “18, 1942, 'at about”
4:00 P.M., the same lHVQStLgatOT entered the llcensad premlses and
purchased 4. pint-bottle of whiskey and two bobtles of beer. ‘0On July
14, 1942, two other 1nve tlvators of *this Department visited the
premises anc requested h llenoOC to notify them Mwhen the -number
man came in.'" Later, when a colored man entered, he was identified

.-as the number man by. the licensee. Both of the 1nVub+1gutors and a

Cson of “the licensed. leCLd-omall b@to on the numbers with the colored
man and received reéceipts from him. The Camden police were there-
upon notified and the colored man was.placeG unden. arrpst

As to pendlty° Licensee has a prlor re covd. In Aprll 1967
the local lssuing. authorities placed him:on probation after he had
fpléadbd guilty to a charge of selling £o minors,. . Ordinarily, I would
susppﬂg the license . for ten cays on tQp flrst .charge,. but becausa of
tlie leor record this. penalty will be . increased to. twenty uays.‘ T

" shall ‘sugpenc the license for an additional period of five. cays: on
the second charge. DHe Lawson, Bulletin 448, Ttem 9. Five days of
the total penalty of twanj*flv ddys will be remitted: for thb
gullty ploa, maklng L net sUS pcn&lon of twenLy uay° : L

Accordlngly, 1t lb, on tnls Eé d day oi October, 19 d

e UhDFWED that Plenwry hﬂt 1l Conaumpclua LlCﬁQ&b C— 76 hﬂrp~
tOfOTL issued tu Louis. Zaleski for premises 1122 Mt. Ephraim Avenuu,
CamGen, by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Bcverage Control of the
Clity of.: Camuen, ‘be -dhd. the same: is herbby suspended for a:perlou of

- twenty +(20) gaysﬁ"comnen01ng OCLuLGT 8 l94g, at ? OO A M., and’ tbf*
,mlnstlng Vuvembcr l? 19w2 t 2100 A L

o ALF RED: .. DhISCOLLp !
oL : : CO@m Ssdoner..::
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8. APPFLLATE DECISIONS - MULLEN v. LUJBERTOT TQWNSHIP.

UYRTLE BANKS MULLEN, Z?"[)f',
Appellant DR L
"VS":;‘”"‘ LT ON APPEAL:

CONCLUDIONS AND OéDbR

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE
TOWNSHTP OF LUMBERTON,

LN

Respondent -

R 3
S Vi RS Gaa ORI,

Worth th horth,,Esqs., by Pﬂrbert T. Worth Esq., Attornuys for
: Appe]lunu. : :x Lt

Powell & rker Esos., by Robort w. brlscuolo, Esq., Attorneys '
e for ReSpondcnt : o

BY THE COMMISSIONER,.A:;f -

' Tnls 1§ aH ppeal from denlﬁl of renewal of a plenary retall
consumptlon llcense for the current flscal yeﬂc.- . L

The resolition’ denylng renewa lwcontalns, inlsubstéhée;fthéfj f
follow1ng reasons' R s

, (L) That on June 10 194? Myrtl Bwnks Mullen pleaded ‘guilty
in dlgc1pllnqry procebainbs conducted by respondent to charges alleg~"~
ing that, on April 18, 19:2, she sold alcohelic - bcverages and. kept )
her llcensed premises open aurlng prohlblted hours An v1olat10n of
local ordlnunce, and -_, , : . .

(2) That "tnls Commlttee has Suﬁleled itself. by p»rsonal
lnvestlg :tion that the patrons of said premises are atlowed to en- :
gage in loud.and bolsterous language at late hours and have engaged
in fights On- thé sald premises. and the expressed attitude of the
said licensee towards observance of the regulations promulgated in
the foresald Ordinance and those of the Alcoholic Beverage Depart—
ment h LS not bpen COOpbrathC, but has been deflunt AL

. " As” to (2) At the hearlng herein’ the TOWHSﬂlp Clerk and - the
three members of the Township Committee were the sole witnessés -pro-.
duced on bchalf of respondent. It does not- appear from their. testi-

-mony that any of them visited the licensed premises during the
preceding fiscal year. There is meager, if any, testimony that
patrons were allowed torengage in loud and boisterous language or
that patroas engaged in fights on the licensed premises. On the
other hand, appellant pruduoed seven witnesses, who reside either
.above the llCenoeq premises or in homes which are closcly adjacent
thereto. Each of these witnesses testified that the licensed bus-
iness had always been conducted. in a proper menner and without any
annoyance to them. As to the expressed attitude of the licensee:
One of the Township Committeemen testified that, about three years
ago, he had spoken to her about a verbal complalnt that she was
permlttlnﬁ unnecessary noise and loud music upon her licensed prem-
ises anc that she then said she thought she was capable of running
her business. Appellant testified that, at the time of this visit,
the Committeeman merely requested her to discontinue the use of an
orchestra on Sundeys and. that she promptly compliled with his re-
quest. The evidence is clearly 1nsufflclent to sustain the oecond

reason ull@gea by respondaent.
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The -¢asé, therefore, is narrowed to a ‘cormsideration of the
questlon as to whether the action of regpondent should.be affirmed
s0lely becuuse of thb aamlttea Vlolatlon WﬂlCh occurrud on Aprll 12,
19‘1ﬁzf ’ T . .

It is fundarental that a licensee is not entltlga to renewal

as a matter of right. Re Marritz, Bulletin 61, Item 8. 'It“is clear
ralso ‘that respondent's refusal to renew the lebnse is not-a M"dew or
additional or cumulative punishwent? but merely an exercise ‘of ‘dis-
cretion which may, in some cases, -be based on the same facts for

which licensee has.already been punished. Kaplan v. Newark, Bulle-.
tin 269, Item 8. The question remains, however, as to whether, in
vubrClSlﬂg its discretion, respondent herein acted in a reasonable
111‘11’11).\, I‘ .

Lo dhcrp the CV;dth“ shows tﬂut a lwcsnseo hJs 1mprope”ly conduc-
ted his place of business over a period of. time, or -that the li-
‘censed business has been conducted -in such a manner as towarrant the
conclusion that the licensee is not a fit. person to be engaged in the
1ndustry,'*hp action of the issuing authority in refusing to renew
the ‘license has''been upheld. White v. Bordentown, Bulletin 180,
Ttem 45 Wellens v. Passaic, Bulletin 134y Itom 43 Schelf v.

Weehawken, Bulletin 1981 ltbm 10y Brown v, Nuwurk B IIpflﬂ 146,
ltcn Ys; Buczek v. Piscataw ilefln oRd, Lloem f, Helst 1 V.

Randolph, Bulletin 531, Item 7.

The present case .is distinguished from the foregoing cases be-
catise 1t does not involve a course of conduct but, rather, a single
violation committed’ by the licensee. Where a single violation in-
volves immoral conduct, or flagrant and repeated unlawful acts, or
where the evidence LlSClOS&S that the licensee 1s frequently drunk,
‘the natural inference is that he-is unfit to hold a license.

Re Qrsi, Bulletin 352, Item 2; Clinton Ave. Liquor & Delicatessen
Storc Inc. v. Newark, Bulletln 521, Itenm 5; White v. Boraentown,

SU‘QIR .

The present case, however, does not come within any of the
rulings prev1ouslj set forth. Aft@r appellant had pleaded guilty on
June 10, 1942, her license was suspended for ten days, effective
June 15, 1942, to June 25, 1942, It appears that this single of-
fense has been sufficiently punished and that this violation, which
is the only one of which she has been found guilty during the seven
years she has been a licenses, was not a sufficient reason for de-
.nial., As was said in Re Scull, Bulletin 276,- Item 14:

"Tt 1s wholly within the sound discretion of the members
of the Council whether any particular license should be
renewed. *¢% Such discretion is properly exercised, how-
ever, on the basis of the previous conduct of the
licensee, on what he has donb, rather than arbitrarily
on the mere fact, without more, of his having suffered
a suspension. It all dppbngs on the facts. If denial
is not warranted, the renewal should be granued. If the
offense warrants dellal then, of course, the renewal
should be denied. " : )

It is perhaps significant that when the disciplinary pro-
ceecdings were before the respondent, the latter, by its imposition
of a limited suspension, inaicated that o revocation was not war-
ranted. R '

I conclude from the evidencé herein that the single viola-
tion did not warrant denial of renewal and that respondent acted in
an unreasonable manner, On the record presented, 1t is necessary to
reverse the action of respondent.
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Accordingly, it isy on this 23rd day -of October, 1942,

- ORDERED, that re5pondentfs'aetion in denying appellant's ap~
plication for & renewal of her plenary retail consumption license
be and the same is hereby reversed; and it is further

- ORDERED, thmt respondent issiie forthwith to appellant a
plenary retail consumption.license for premlses located at 24 South
Main Street, Lumberton, New Jersey. . « :

'ALFRED E. DRISCOLL,
Commissioner.

9. ALTENS - ITALIAN NATIONALS PROHIBITED FROM SERVING, SELLING OR
SOLICITING THE SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES - ITALIAN NATIONALS NOT
ELIGIBLE TO HOLD A LIQUOR LICENSE OR TO BE EMPLOYED BY A LIQUOR

-LICENSEE EXCEPT PURSUANT TO SPECIAL PERMIT - HEREIN OF RULING BY
ATLORNEY GENERAL BIDDLE,

October 21, 1942

Department oft Alcohollc Beverage Control
Newark N. J. . A ,

Gentlemen-

- I would appre01ate hev1ng a ruling from you as to whether
or not an Italian who has made application for his citizenship
papers may work as a dispenser of alcoholle beverages.

In view of the recent ruling of Atuorney General Blaale, I
felt that ‘same would be appllcable to your Department also.

Very truly yours,
Philip L. Lipman
,‘ .
October 24, 1942
Phlllp L. Lipman, Esg.
Vlnelana, N. J. '

Dear Slr:

, As I understand the recent ruling of Attorney General Biddle,
Italian nationals, under ordinary circumstances, are not to be con-
sidered as."enemy aliens." However; the qudlification of an indi-
vidual .under the prov1s1ons of the Alcocholic Beverage Law does not
turn on whether or not he is an enemy alien but whether he is in
fact an alien. . :

~ R. S. 33:1-25 prov1dee that no license of any class shall be
issued: to any individual who is an alien. In Re McGuigan, Bulletin
228, Item 2, the Commissioner ruled that treaties which existed bé-
tween the Unltcd States and certain foreign nations superseded, to
the extent that they were applicable, the provisions of the New
Jersey StaﬂaLaw. At that time -a treaty existed between the United
States and [taly. In 1939 that" treaty was terminated.
Re Woertendyke, Bulletin 304, Item 8. It follows that since 1939 an
Italian alien has not been ellglble to hold a liquor license or to
be employed by a liquor licensee except pursuent to a special permit,
which contains a provision that he shall not, in any manner whatso-
ever, sell or solicit the sale or partlc1pate in the manufacture,
rectification, blending, trcatlng, fortification, mixing, processing
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.or bottling .of any alcoholic beverages.  R.::S. 53 1 20.:.0 You will .
note, therefore, that even.if .an Italian national . obtalns = permlt
ifrom this Department e cannot act as- a~barten er'w"b, L

e T - The rullng of Attornny General Blddle doe ot,, of course,
eonfer citizenship upon Italian nationals. A person who has made
application. for citizenship papers does not. thereby become a;.citizen,
I must, thereforc,,rule that the 1nd1V1dual to whonm you refer: may
not WOTK as: a. dlspenser of alcohollc beverqgeo untll he fCCClVCo his
final . pupers.ﬁpﬁ, o L ) N £, roi

Vefy tfﬁi&’ydﬁfs;ﬁgh
ALFRED; B, DRISCOLL,
Comm1551oner. gg

10. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT LIGQUOR - DISCREPANCY IN PnOOF
~ACID AND. SOLID CONTENT: -~ 10 DAYS*- SUSPENSION B :

In the Matter. of DlSClpllnary :)f"
Proceedlngs agdlnst : )

ITALIAN KITCHENS, INC., o | L CONCLUSTONS
191 Market. Street, .. - . . ,JAND.QBDEB,
Newdrk, N, J.;. -

g

' )
”Holder of Plenery netall Consump—,
tion License C- 830, issued by the ).
_‘ﬂun1c1pal Board'of  Alcoholic’ S
‘Beverage Control of the Clty of ")
Newark o

Jacch S. Gllckenhaus, Esg., Attorney for Llcensee
William F. Wood, Esq.,vAttorney .for Department of - Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

“BY THE COMMISOIONER-‘f’fjf”""

Co Defendant pleaded gullty, With an'eYDlandtlon to a charge:
“lleglpg-_4 g . T
"On or about May lo, 1942, you possessed 1lllclt

-alcoholic beverages in that you possessed one 4/5th guart
bottle labeled 'Canadian Club Blended Canadian Whiskey 90.4
Proof', one 4/5th guart bottle labeled 'The Blended Scotch
Wnlsky of , the White .Horse Cellar 86.8 Proof! and one quart
bottle labeled 'Calvert Special Blended Whiskey 86.8 Proofl
the labels of which did not truly describe the contents
thereof with respect to proof, and the solid and acid contents

of which varied from the solid and acid contents of genuilne
samples similarly labeled used for comparative purposes; saild

possession being in violation of H. S. 33:1-50."

Our file shows that, on May 13, 1942, agents of the Federal
Alcohol Tax Unit tested forty opened bottles ot the licensed preumises
and seized the three mentioned in the charges when they found the
contents low in proof. Analysis made by Chemist Blakeley of the
Alcohol Tax Unit disclosed that the contents of each seized bottle
were substantially lower in proof and slightly lower in acids and
solids than the contents of genuinc samples.

On behalf of defendant, the wanager of the licensed premises
testified that she could olfer no exolanatlon as to violatlon except
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thatia bartender or" porbx'may h ve tﬁmpered w1th the llqu@r.' It is
also allegedas a mltlgatlng c1rcumstance that the: present stock—

holders of defendant corporation acquired control in April 1942 and
that they are personally 1nn@cent Howevery :as was:said in Re Morltko,

>

BUllbuln 490 Iuem 4 _ e ,?;_r:»_"'éﬂ“l i véﬁﬁS;&E,:ﬂA ‘
: ndcfend nt S cﬂnnot_uv01d reSDOHSLblllty or Denalty even AT
= ify ad ke Suggests, the bottle.was merely. o arry overt:

fwfrom his predecessor. This Départment has been willing,
on reqguest, to check a tavernt!s open liguor stock for uny
licensee who is buying. such .tavern. Where such a purchaser
elects to take over: “the open stock and fails to use this or
other adequaté means to. test and weed out any possible
illicit licuor, he must be viewed as necessarily assuming
the risk if illicit liquor is subsb%uently found on his
ﬂpremlbes-?,, e r;,fiﬁi‘“f“

1. | ‘ .'; '-,...’.i..w:.?

As to pcn lty D Ibndant's rucora is clcer eicept thut, on,
Moy 26, 1942, its license was suspended for:ten days after: 1t haa c
pleaded guilty to charges alleging that, prior to April”l18942, “hdd
acted as a front for a person dquuallflOd £s to rpbldencc. L

Re Italian Kltchepqi,lnc.q Bullbtln 515, Item: 4.

NS
P

The present stucKuoldcrs were not 1nvolved in the 0rev1ous
violation. In view of that fact and the further fact that the prior
violation is of such a dissimiler chﬂr%ctpr, .I.donclnde that the" pen—

~alty to be imposed herein should not be-inéreased Dbecause of “the -

prior record. In his analysis of the seized liquor; the: chemist ‘ex-
pressed the opinion that the contents of- each bottle ‘had been diluted
and stated that he found no denaturants. There appear to be no aggra-
vating circumstances and, in the absence therszof, I shall impdse”the
usual minimum . squen51o uf ten days. . : . : SR

Accordlnglj, lt 1s, un thls 26thAuay of Octabbr, 1945

ORDEnED that Plenafy Retail Consumption License- g~ 800, uere*
tofore issued to Italian Kitchens, Inc., for premises 181 Harket
Street, Newark, by . the Municipal Board of: AlCOhOllb Beverage Control .
of the Clty of Newark, be and the same is hereby suspended for a
period of ten (10) days, commencing November 4, 1942, at g:45 A.M.,
and terminating November 14, 1942 at 23 45 A i 3 :

i

N@W J( )r@@v @ﬁ ate Library



