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" STATE OF NEW JERSEY
Department of Law and Public Safety
DIVISION OrF ’_CO{OLIC bEVEhAGE CONTROL

D - 1060 Broad Street ‘Newark 2, N. J. :
'BULLETIN 101k MAY 6 195k ,
L. ADVERTISING - PROMOTIONAL CONTEST BY MANUFACTURER OR WHOLESALER
DTSAPPROVED
Gentlemens

You hold a w1ne wnolesale llconse for New Jersey.:

Our attentlon has been called. to a c1rcular of yours
dealing with what is described as #Chateau Martin ?0ld Timers?
Contest, - In this alleged contest: persons are to -show how long they
have been drlnklng Chateau Iartin Wine, and are-also-to 1dent11y
their retail wine dealer and to finish- the statement wT like
Chateau Martin Wine because...® The prize is a- free two-week vaca-
tion for two in Florlda aru is to be awarded to two w1nners every
week,

Je hqve lone and con81stently dlsapproved of any manu-
iacturer or wholesaler -of alconplic beverages conductlng this or
any other similar.type of contest in New Jersey in which the public
is to participate and win any" type of award. : See Bulletin 800
Ttem 9, copy enclosed. Ve are of the opinion that the public
should hot be made alcoholic: bevera&e conscious- by manufacturers -
or.wholesalers through thée use of such contests, and that any such
scheme based thereon is contrary to sound alconollc beverage -con-
‘trol in this state. Ve allow manufacturers and wholesalers the
traditional means of -advertising (rewspapers, billboards, etc,) and
we feel that these are ample.A For your benefit, we are enc1081ns
a copy of our ﬂlmeooraphed summary dated May- 15, 1953 covering the
subject of advertising in New Jersey by alcoholic beverage manu-
factarers or wholesalers.

In view of the fore~01nf' ‘the contest in question is
not perm1s51ble in New Jersey, Rou may not in any way engage in or
Toster any such. contest 1n,tnls state, nor-may. any. retall llcensee
in New Jersey possess ‘any advertlsement circular, or entry blank
_dealing with any:such contests If you" have dlstrlbuted any such
material to any retall 110ersees in thLS state you nust retrieve
same forthwith, o

Please send us a prompt. letter assurlng us that you are
mnealately complylnrr Wlth bhese. dlrectlves. e g e

i 'daé.~m;e~ﬁpm-w$4wlwcsi%¥%9*;'59."': Ver trul ours ; ::j3'
1lllem Howe Dav1s
D1r ctor-_
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- 2. MINIMUM CONSUMER RFSALE PulCE PAKPHLET - NOTICE OF PUBLICATION
May: 3, 1954

The next complete and offlclal publlcatlon of thinimum
consumer resale prices pursuant to Regulations No, 30 will become
effective on July 1, 1954, Prices to be listed must be filed with
the office of this D1v131on not later than 4L:00 P,M, of May 20,
195Ls It is extremely important to note the following

le A listing of minimum consumer resale prices covering
every brand and. item sold to retailers in this state
must be made elther-by the manufacturer or wholesaler
who owns .the brands; or a wholesaler who sells the brands
and has wrltten authorization from the owner of the brands
to file price listings, or by any wholesaler who sells.a
‘brand Whose owner does not file or is unable to file a -
“'schedule or. de31gnate an .agent for such purposes, prov1ded
L omy approval is obtained for -such flllng.,-hach schedule oL
minimum consumer resale prices-submitted by a manufacturer.
or wholesaler not owning the designated brands must be -
_accompanied. by an. alflduVlt certifying that the lister has
. been authorized to file prices for such des15nated ‘brands.-
Note. partlcularly that every wnolesaler is not requlred to
‘flle ninimum consumer p;lces. o : o . : :

2 Nanufacturers or wholesalers are not requlred to flle a
- schedule-of minimum consumer resale prices for any brand
-sold. exclu81vely to one New Jersey retaller...r »

- CWhere llsters of brands choose to publlsh a perm1581ve
© . case lot dlscount of .either 5 or: 10 per cent,.the phrase
"Discount - of p perm1tted on case lot purchases“ should
‘be used. S . LA _ :

Le True copies of labels or photostats of labels of brands
.to be listed. in the Minimum Consumer Resale Price Pamphlet
“must be submlttcd with the schedule of price listings, if
" such labels have not. beén prev1ouslv submitted.,. (A separate
'~ label for each type listed under a brand name and each laael
- must be . attacned to a separate 1ezter‘nead ) :

5¢ Price llStlnES may be sul mltted by letter in the same forn'
as heretofore.

R NOTE OF CAUTION AND ”ﬁRNING. ANY BRAND OF ALCOHOLIC.. - .
BEVERAGE NOT LIOTED IN THE 1.lNiiiU¥ CONSUMER RESALE PRICE PANPILET
TO BECOME EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 1954 MAY NOT BE SOLD TO A NEW JERSEY
RETAILER BY- ANY NANUFACTULDR OR_WHOLESALER ON AND AFTER JULY -1,
1954, B} » - .

Notification of the proportionate share of aggregate
expenses involved in the publication of the new complete Minimum
Consumer Resale Price Pamphlet will be made to participating listers
as soon as the pamphlet is mailed to all retail licensees.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director
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3+ ‘DISCIPLINARY 'PROCEEDINGS - CHARGE ALLEGING- THAT LICENSEE
PERMITTED. LEWDNESS “AND IMMORAL -ACTIVITIES ON LICENSED PREMISES
. DISMISSED ~ LICENSEE FOUND ‘GUILTY OF PERMITTING LOTTERY,  SELLING
. -DURING PROHIBITED HOURS IN-VIOLATION OF RULE 1 OF STATE REGULA-
TIONS NO. 38, AND POSSESSING CON”RACEPTIVFS - LICENSE SUSPENDED
zpFOR 40 DAYS. : | ‘
TIn. the Matter of Dlsc1p11nar5 )
Proceedlngs agalnst

STEPHEN ZUKOWSK - PO S

;ﬂYaSﬂMDBYTMEMJ S e
369 Broadway L eaens oo .0 GONCLUSIONS:
Bayonne, N. Jo .. . o i oo o0 )P CAND ORDER™

)
- Folder of Plenary Retail Consumptlorﬂg)u'¢‘ R

License -C-64 for the 1952~53 and: S e

1953-54 licensing -periods, issued by ). -

the Board of Comm1881oners of the =~ v

~City of Bayénne. . = o wnioioanr )

JacL Felnberg and Maurlce Sumner' Esqs., Attorneys for

i “defendant-licensee,
dward F. Ambrose, Esq., Appearlnv for Division of Alcoholic- ~* -
SNINY PR \ = Beverage Control. T T

Br THE DIRECTOR' | | S |
L Defendant pleaded not rullty to tne follow1ng charpeS"f

“l, On June 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 1953, you allowed, permitted
permitted and suffered lewdness and immoral:: act1v1ty ‘in’ and
upon -your licensed premises, viz., the making of axranée— B

- ments;for -illicit sexual 1ntelcourse, 1n v1olatlon of Rule 5
.of Qtate Regulatlons Mo. 20 S w

: "2 “On: June 12 1953, you alloweo, permltted and suffered ‘an
,"lottery, commonly known as .a :'fight pool? to be conducted. in -
-and upon your--licensed premises and Sold and- offered for sale
and possessed, had’ custody of and -allowed, permltted and*
suffered tlckets and participation rlshts in“such afore~ =
-ﬁmentloned lottery, in -and.upon your lloensed premlses,‘ln -
v1olat10n of- Rule 6 of State Regulations Nos 204 :

3. On Frlday, June 12, 1953 .at about 10340 P4Me,you..sold
and delivered ‘and . allowed, pernitted and suffered .the sale ..
and- dellvery of . ‘dlcohslic.beverages rat retail in' ‘their. - .
jorl ginal containers’ for consumptlon off the llcensed premlses,-
-viz,, threé 12-ounce cans of Schaefer beer; in violation .of
~ Rule 1 of State Regulatlons No., 38 which -prohibits any such -
“ligale and- dellvery before 9:00 4A,Ha or. after 10z OO P M. on: any
'weekday._ B = T U S . ool )
"h._On June 13, 1953, you possessed and allowed, permltted
and “suffered prophylactlcs against ‘venereal - -disease and con=.
‘traceptlves and contraceptlve devices.in. and upon your - ¢
R llcegged premlses, in, v1olat10n of.Rule.- 9. of State Regulatlons
- NoW L

: ‘ A ‘the hearlnb hereln, three ABC agents who partlclpated
in tne 1nvest1gatlon testified on benalf of, the. Division, : Ir the "
testimony,” ‘herein sét forth, ‘each agent will. be referred to as -
gi1nvest1gator" afid. the full naie w1ll not be used -but, instead, only
therinitial letter of the last name; wR,w WG " and wWF," - The testi='"
mony of these agents is substantially as follows. Investigators "Bw
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and “C" made four visits, as hereinafter described, to defendant?s
licensed premises, all after & p.m. On each occasion there were
patrons in the barroom and in the adjoining rear. sitting room. For
the most part the patrons in the-rear room (including females) were
middle aged or elderly, However, the agents met there three young
females with whom they danced and for whom they bought drinks. 0One
of these females, known as "Dotty,® who admittedly had been frequent-
ing the premises for some time, was present on all: four occasions.

On their first visit on the evening of June 5, and early
morning of June 6, 1953 the agents saw Dotty enter the ‘barroom firom
the rear sitting room, approach a male patron at the bar and -ask him
to join her in the rear room. The man followed her into the rear.
room and, later, they went out together through the rear.door.

On June 10, Dotty introduced the:investigators to: two other
females, "Flo" and "Helen.” The latter invited investigator #B% to
50 to "her place®™ with her and arranged to meet him at. another' -
licensed premises two nights later., She volunteered to bring-a girl
iriend for investigator "C." [lowever, nothing came of these arrange-
ments. Lo - T . e e

. On June.1ll and June 12, Dotty spent cdnsiderable time with
investigator WB" in the rear room and, from time to:time on: each™
occasion, openly cuddled up to him in an affectionate manner,. During
these episodes.the investigators, principally investigator "B,# en-
caged in conversation with Dotty during which she offered to get
another girl for investigator #(¥ and suggested to investigator #B% -
that he accompany her:to her apartment where .she would "keep him all
night.w ‘ ' :

)

. On June.1l, Dotty.made a date with investigator "B" while
on the licensed: premises,to meet him-there the following nights-
while the investigators, or either of them,. sat: and talked with Dotty
in the rear room, drinks were ordered from and served by ®Charlie,w
who is admittedly employed by defendant to-wait-on tables and assist
the bartender and, from time to time} the inveéstigators joirtly and
severally talked with "Walter,@ the bertender, corcerning -the ‘availa-
bility of Dotty and several other fenales-for'the purpose of sexual
intercourse.. Walter. .disclaimed any knowledge .of .:such matté¥s but
volunteered that he had experienced sexual.stimulatién (other -than
intercourse) with Dotty upon the licensed premises. . Charlie' claimed
and then disclaimed having.had sexual intercourse .with her. '

. .When -investigator #B# entered the barroom of defendant®s
licensed premises at -9 p.m. on-June 12, 1953, Walter informed him .
that Dotty had telephoned and left a riessage for him that she ‘would
be there later to-keep her “datei®  Investigator WCY" efitered shortly
thereafter 'at which time Walter -asked the agents if they wanted to-
participate in a ¥%pool® on a charipionship prize fight to be televised
that night. Investigator "B" drew from a cigar box a §lip of paper
for round 15 and investigator “C% drew one for round .6, Each paid °
§O¢ to Walter who placed the money in the cigar box. In his testimony
Jalter admitted that ‘he ‘supplied tle. papér for the "fight pool¥ and

hat he paid the proceeds to the holder of “the slip .for .the winning =
round but claimed that the pool was conducted for the amusement of the
patrons and that the licensee did not receive any of the proceeds,

48 Dotty entered the licensed premises at approximately -~ * -
9:20: p.m., Walter announced her arrival to'investigator #B" who ad=" " .
companied her-to. the rear room. Tiom sime to time. the investisators.” "
talked with Walter. ' Irvestigator Wi told him that he was.going to '
&0 With,Dotty to»her:a»értment-andﬂasked.him*ifﬁhe~hédﬂan§:hfubgérs”
(contraceptiyeadeViCQS§,'>Walt§§;saidithat‘he'hadTnone but pointed -
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out that there was a drug store -across the street.: Investigator "W
then asked 1nvest1gator wen to.go to the drug store-to get some for
‘him, _Investigator "(C" left the premises, contacted investigator WKW
who had remained outside and returned to the ‘barroom, . ~About 10340 D
1nvest1gator "B went to the bar, said he was leaving ‘and purchased
three cans of beer to take with hlm. ‘Thereafter, at- approx1mately
10255 p.ms Dotty and the agents left the licensed premises., Investi-
gator -MBY and Dotty were,later found in her apartment, fully clothed,
drinking beer. . At no time did Dotty ask for or recelve any money irom
either of the 1nvest1gators." ‘ : :

- : Subsequent 1nspectlon of tne llcensed premlses revealed a
_51n sle rubber contraceptlve in & package in a drawer behlnd the bar.

Walter Charlle a Bayonne detectlve a number of patrons
and defendant testlfled 1n ‘his behalf, . Their testlmony will be re-
v1ewed in connectlon with a consideration of the 1nd1v1dual charpes.

As to charg (l), Walter and Charlie denled that the in-
vestigators, or elther of them, told .them .of" any plan to take any
.lemale out of the licensed premlses for illicit sexual intercpurse.
They also denied overhearing any of the conversations between thé
agents and any of the females, and further denied that:they had told
the investigators that they had been intimate with Dotty, . However, -
Walter admitted. that investigator "B" had-asked him for %rubbers® and
that he had. directed him to the drug store.across.the street. The
patrons testlfled that the licensed. premises are well. conducted; that
elde ly people .many of them husoadds and wives; frequent the prem1se
and. sit in-the rear room;. that a birthday party was held in that room
on the’ night. of. June 12 and that tnoy neither saw nor heard anythlnf
uritoward on that or. any other occasion. The. licensee was not oreSent
on any of the occasions mentloned in the r‘harg)e.

‘ At thelr request counsel for defendant appeared before me
“in“oral” argument and urged that the Division had failed to!prove de-
feridant ® s guilt by the requisite preponderance of the evidence, I .
have considered the record and counsels? argument in arr1v1n~'at the
decision herein.,

Charge (1) is a most serious indictment and ir establlsned

would warrant revocation:of the license, See Re 17. Club -Inc.,

Bulletin 949, Item 2; affirmed In Re 17 Club, Tnc., 26 Na. Je Supera 43
(Aoo. Div, 19)3) Re Arlington Inm, Bulletin 982, Item.l; Re Paton;-
Bulletin 898, Item 3,. Obviously, considerations of falrness necessi-
tate a most. careful study and evaluation of.the evidence., -.I am con-
vinced that the - agents met and conversed with.the .females as related
~'in their ‘testimony;. that, pursuant to conwersations with: 1nvest1“ator
“3W on the licensed . premlses, Dotty -left the licensed premises w1th
hir on the night of June 12 ‘and took him to her apartment. . .I. am
further cohvinced that Walter and Charlie engaged. in .conversations with
investigators "B and (" and that the subject of availability of fe-.
males for sexual intercourse was discussed. These facts. and circun-
stances constitute more than ‘a nere susplclon that -arrangements could
be made with females at the licensed premises for ‘illicit: sexual
intercourse, Indeed, I incline stronzly to the beliéf that  such
arrangement s were, 1n fact made.- dowever, in all fairnegs and after
carelully con51der1ng the entlre record before me,. I find. that the.
charge (that the llcensee allowed pernitted and suffered lewdness and
immoral activity 'in and upon his TTcensed premises, viz., the making
of arrangements for i1llicit .sexual intercourse) has not been es-
tablished by the requlslte preoonderanoe of the ov1dence.

I flnd defendant not uullty as to ch rge l;~



"PAGE 6 BULLETIN 101L°

- As to charge (2), the “fight pool" was a lottery and con-
stituted a violation of Rule 6 of State Regulatlons No. 20, *The .
fact that there were no commercial aspects 1nvolved 1s no deifense,
CF. Re Deutsch Bulletln OOA,_Item 5. : s S

T find defendant c“ullty as to (2)}'

: AS to char~e (3) 1nvest1(ators WRW gnd WCW testlfled that
the cans of beer ‘were sold at approximately 10:40 p.m. They-testi-
fied at length with respect to their movements ‘on that night, -
carefully noting the time of the several events, including the

telecast of the fight which did not commence until 10300 pems Further-
more, investigator vF" testified fully with respect to his activities
on the night in question, also noting carefully the time of various

events, espe01ally the time when he saw the other 1nvestlgators ,
emerge. from the defendant®s liccensed premises -carrying the bag con-
talnlng the cans of beer which: was then delivered to him, = He fixed
that tlme at lO 55 Dol

DefendantYs w1tnesses testlfled that the sale was made be—
Tore 10:900 n.m,, and he¢0 e thetelecast of the fight besan, Detective

De Luce estinated that e and davestizator. WIN nad left Police.lead-

guarters at M0 p.i. or 9315 peite- and had waited 35 or 40 minutes

before Dotty and the other investigators emerged from defendant?s

- licensed premises and expressed it as his opinion that it was not

later than 10:00 p.m.- The bartender testified that the sale was-

made at 9:50 p.m, but, on cross-examination, admitted that, immedi-
ately before makihg the sale, ne had seen on the telev131on set the.
advertisement of the sponsor of the fight program (which begins at

10:00 pems). Charlie. t€SblfleQ that the beer was sold at 9 Lb Peile

but admitted that he was not. good ﬂt telllnp time.

R However, taklnr 1nto ﬂccount all of the testimony and all -
: of the circumstances, ‘I find that the sale was made after 10:00 pem.,
in violation of Rule 1 of State fegulations No. 38, which pronibits
‘such sales for off-premlses consnmntlon after 103 OO Pems On any
weekday. -

I flnd defendant cuilty as to cnarg (3).

: As to -charge (E) the llcensee admltted ‘that. the Contracep—
tive device had been ypen-the licensed premisess In seeklnv to ex-
‘plain its preserice there he testified. that,. some time ago, ‘a ran had
brought it into the licensed premises to demonstrate a trlch having
sugpestive implications and, after the demonstration, had asked if he
could leave it there for a whlle.: However, ;the- agents testified that,
at Police Headquarters on the night in- questlon defendant had ad-

- mitted ownership of the article and had said that he (the licensee)
had performed the trick (which he explained) when there were no
women in-the barroom. S o R ' ) '

- This explanatlon ‘however plausible, does not excuse ‘the
violation, - Indeed, it ref]ects no credit on defendant whése -duty it
1s to conduct his licensed prémises in a proper manner at all times
and to.avoid not only evil but-the appearance of evil. See Re-
Difngelo, -Bulletin 753, Item k4, -and cases there cited. Refvlatlon,
Nos 20, Rule 9 is p1q1n. for obvious reasons no contraceptive may
be upon a llcensed pPGMlSGu' nO alibis w1ll be accepted. ’

I flnd delendant Ullby as to charue (h).

Under all of the ciircumstances in this case I-shall sus-
pend defendant?s. license’ioi'¢i¢teen deys on charge (R), Re Deutsch,
supra; for fifteen days on charg e (3), Re Plckw1ck Products, InCe,
“ulTetin 1004, Item 6 and for ten days on charge (L), Re Fort Lee
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Tavern, Inc., Bulletin 913 Item 9, a total of forty days.-"

Although this proceedwn Re was 1nst1tuted during the 1952~ 53
llcen81nb period, it does not abaue but remains fully effective :
sainst. the renewal llcense for tne flucal year 1953 54.- utate
e ulatlons No. 16 , . . '

| ﬁccordlnely, it 1s, on' thls lBth day of nDPll 1954,

: ) ORDERED that . Plenary Retajl Consumptlon Llcense u-64, issued
LOT the  current fiscal year by-the Board' of Commissioners of the City
of Bayonne to Stephen Zukowski, t/a Stand By Tavern, for premises 369
Broadway, Bayonne, be and the same is nereby suspended for a period of
forty. (40) days, commencing-at 2: OO a.m.'AprilfIQ, 1954, and termi-.
”atlHP at 3 e]6) e m.-Mav 29 1954. : S

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS"
Dlrector )

L« SEIZURE ~ FORFEITURE PROCEZDINGS - ‘TTEK TED DITERSION BY TRUCKER
~ OF SUGAR FROM LEGITIMATE USE TO USE IN -lIANUFACTURE OF ILLICIT -
-,L,COHOLIC BEVERAGES - TRUCK AHD UREA THEREIN ORDERED FORFEITFD -
SUGAR RBTURNED TO INNOCQNT LIENOn. '

_TIn the Matter of the Selzure on ) - -
Janvary L, 1954, of an .International  ° oo Case NOQ:SASO
truck and’l50’0ne-hundred pound bags ) ’
of sugar and 12 fifty pound bags of - . - L ON HEARING R
. Urea, on-Route No, 9 in wanalaaan """ ) CONCLUSIONS nND ORDER '
.Townshlp, County of Monmouth and - S
Stave of New Jersey. S o)

Heehan'Brothers Esqs., by John J. Meehan L Sq., Attorneys for
B o . ‘ : Sidney Rheinera. :
Harry Castelbaum, Esq., apnearlnf Por the Division- of. &lcoholic -
Beverage Control.

3Y THE DIRECTOL f o ',:'f!] L ;",,,5?“'

Thls matter comes before me pursuant to the prov151ons o?-
Tlule 33 Chapter 1, Revised Statutes of New Jersey, £0 determine
whether an International truck, and 150 one-hundred pound: bags of
sugar and 1R fifty pound bags of urea being transported thereln,
seized-on January A4, 1954 on Route No. 9, Manalapan Township, New
Jeruey, constltute unlawlul property and should be forfelted.

It appears that New Jersey State Troopers observed the truck
parked at the side of the highway at about lQJOO Pe M., on the day in
question. 'Leroy Roezell-and Joseph Segari were in the-truck. Lsked
to account for their présence with the truck and sugar, they failed to

1ve the troopers a satisfactory exnlanatlon of “their- act1v1t1es. Ac-
cordlnvly the troopers detained the men, and theé-truck and its cargo,
and notlfled the Division of nlCOlOllC Deverd”e Control. :

. Tt was later scertalned that the.truck was registered in |
the nane ‘of one: John.. leer whose . Le51dence was ~1ven as’ 159 Kinp Stireet
Belleville, New- Jersey. A check was made, -and 1t developed that there
18:no. such address, and that .persons re31d1n on King Street:did not
Lnow, and had not heard of any Jonn ulkei in that v101n1ty. v
The truck and 1ts carfo were ultlmately turned over %o the.

: Dlvislon of Alcoholic Beverage bOHbLOl Its agents recornlzed Roezell
-as one of ‘the persons arrested in 1952 -in Barneﬁat “N. J° during tne
selzure of an 111101t stlll v'noezell hasg" a long cr1m1nal record Or‘
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arrests on.charges of operating illicit stills,

; " The- a*ents soug ht ton ascertaln from Loezell and Segari the
source and destlnatlon of the sugar. - The gist of their statenents,
similar to those they gave to” “the trooper -is that a man, whose name
they thought was Sidney Lowe, previously Unknown to them,- made arrang
ments for them to drive the trucP to. Atlantic City; that they recelved
the truck on McCarter Highway, Wewark, N..J.-at about 3:00-P, ., on

the day in question, without any ‘nowledoe of its contents; and that

_-they were 1nstructed to. drive’ to Hblantic City, without any spe01r1c
'address, but that some . man. wou1 neet then tnere.* ‘

St Urea is 1dent1f1eo b’r t1e DlVlulOD ‘chemist as-a substoﬂce
which. elevates or raises the alCOMOch content of] mash “that it acts
as a catalyst or agent which causes - the ‘alcoholic- fermentatlon to-
increase; and that such suostance is frequently used by illicit still
operators.ﬁg

The use of sugar to manuracture illicit alcohol is a
custonary practice of bootHeQJers. “The transportation of a large
quantity of sugar at night, in a venicle With fictitious registration,
by a- person with.a long crlmlnal record of arrests for illieit still
activities; the presence of urea; the concealment of the source and
destination of the sugar by the pretense that it was picked up on the
highway from a stranger to be- derlvered ‘to ‘a stranger who would meet
them somewhere-on the highway; and the forfeiture by default of the
truck and urea, as appears be‘eafter, ‘follows the familiar pattern of
surreptitious. transoortatlon of sugar to an illicit -still. -See
Seizure Case No. 8281, Seizure Case No. 7005, Bulletln 728 Item 3.

Under the circumstances - bove descriled, the 1n1erence 1s
justified that the sugar and urea were. actually for dellvery to an
ildicit still, there to be converted into, or used in the manufacture
of, illicit. alcohollc beverages. - The “suzar, ureéa, and truck therefore
constltute unlawful property within the meanlno of R Se 33:1-1(y), and
are subgect 0 forfelture. ReSe 33:1<66, '

The Superlor Court of Pennsylvania has Plven the same eflect
to a somewhat similar Pennsylvania statute and directed the forfeiture
‘a truck. transportlno sugar to an illicit stille :Commonwealth vs,
One 1036 Ford Truck 7 Atl. 2“o 532. ' oo o

“As a oeneral pr1n01o e of 1ﬂw vehlclos usod for the tra ans-
portatlon of. materials for the maﬂuwactule of liquor have been held .
forfeitable ‘under statutes DPOVlen ‘for the forielture of property.’
used in the illegal manufuctu“e of llquor " h8 C J Se p. 608.

: When the matter cane ‘on for nearln“ pursuant to - ‘ o
u.5.433 1-66, forfeiture -of: tue truck and’ urea were not opposed by
any person.. dowever Sldney theiner appeared, claimed that he pur-
cpased the_ suﬂar’and arrwnwedﬂ_ol its transportation-in the truck as
part ‘of-a- legltlmate venture; that any purported diversion thereof for
use ih the manufacture of Allicit alcohollc beverages was without his
knowledge or consent, and lénce secks return of the suaar.

Accordlna to ‘m. Rnelner ‘he is 35 Years of age marrled
"Wlth six-years“service in the armed forces in the mllltary police. and
oSSaned for'.a. con81derable period of time to the Intelllgence -Corps.
le states that he has no cr1m1nal record, His father- ~in-law; " Morris
uoew, conducts a wholesale grocery business and Rheiner is employed
there., From time to time Rheiner engages in- 1ndependert Ventures in
comlodltles Wlth WﬂlCh he is ranlllarc : o ~

o

On Januﬁry h 1954, there. was what he descrlbes as:a "tight?
market in sugar, temporary i nature. He ‘therefore decided to purse’
chase 150 bags of sugar, which he hoped to sell in Atlantic City,
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which he concluded was a desirable market. Since he had no personal
account with the refinery, and because of other requirements the
sugar was purchased in- the nareﬂof M, Loew?s & Son.

After such purchase, Qheiner’ souont a means of transpolta-
tions. He observed an International truck W1th New Jersey license
plates with a sign thereon “General Dellvery" at a nearby scrap metal
vard with whose owner he is acquainted. He inquired of this person,
and was informed that the man with the truck came there.frequently
and was considered reliable. Rheiner then arranged with this man for
transportation of the sugar. nheiner was actually present at the
refinery when the 150 baﬂs of sugar, were: loaded on.the truck. lHe.
states that the urea was not on the ‘truck then, . The records-of the
reilnery disclose that at about 4300 P. M. on January Ly 1954, 150 -
bags of sugar were loaded on the: truck bearln: the New Jersey refls—
tration of the truck selzedo ) _ - _ V

e The 1dent1ty of the sug ar selzed and that purchased by e
Loew's+& Son - (for- eldney Rhelner) tnus appears to be established.

Rheiner states that he descrlbed a motel in Atlantic City
to the driver and told the driver he would meet him there. Rheiner
had not arranged to sell the sugar to anyone in advance, and decided-
it would be more convenient to drive to Atlantic City in his own car,
stay over at the motel where the truck would also be parked and -
attempt to sell the-sugar the. following day. He 1ntended to return to .
New York in his car, rather than some other form of transportatlon.
He.deemed it expedlent to find an immediate market for the sugar be-
cause it was only a temporary scaL01ty. He expected to have a clear
proflt of . about i1150 00. : . S

While some aspects of nnelner?s actions remain obscure and -
perhaps illogical, nevertheless his background and personal charaCcer
appears t0~be_such~as to render it unllkely that, ‘he would be a partl—
cipant in illicit still activities. I shall therefore give him the
benefit of the doubt, and accept his assurance that- any attempted
dlver81on of his surar for illicit still purposes was without his .

knowledge or -consent, The sugar will be returned to hlm, pursuant to
the discretionary authority afforded me by RaSe 33 1- 66( "), upon pay-
ment of the costs of 1ts seizure. and storafe. L e

' : Accordlnrly, it .is DnT uiIYED and ORDERFD that 1f on .or: -
before the 19th day of April, 195L, oldney Rheiner pays the costs of
the seizure and- storage of.the 150 oneé=hundred: cound bags of Bus ar,
tiew will be returned to hlm and it 1s furtner

, DETERMINED and ORD RED tnat the Internatlonal Truck and the-
12 bags of urea, more fully described in Schedule AW, attached hereto,
constltute unlawful property, and the same be and- hereby is forfeited-
in accordance with the'’ prov181ons 0f ReSe 33:1- 66 and that ‘they be.
retained. for-the use or hOSpltals and ‘state, county ‘and municipal
1nst1tutlons or destroyed in whole or in part “at. the dlrectlon of
he Director of the D1v181on of lCOhOllC beverave Control

WILLIAN HOWE DAVIS, B
' Dlrector e

Dated. April 7, 1954
4 ' L SCHEDULE “A?

“150 -~ one nundred lo. bacs of sugar
- ~12 - fifty pound bags of urea . '
1 - International truck, Serial No. K88965O
© 1953 U J. Registration XG9332
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO @INORS - LICENSE SUSPEJDED
~ FOR 15 DAYS.

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedlngs against

- THE RENDEZVOUS INC. B
T/a THE RENDEZVOU? CONCLUSIONS
& Charles Street

-AND - ORDER .

llolder of Plenary_Retail‘ConSumpfioﬁ.
License C-31, issued by the layor
and Coun01l of the Borough Ol Liodi.

- e e em mm e em’ mm em mm em em em om g wm e, wm wm 4 o . v oo,

Chandless Weller & Kramer, rsqs., by Jullus E. Kramer Esqe,

T \ttorneys for Defendant- llcensee.

David S,. Plltzer, Esq., appearln for Division of Alcoholic*
Beverage Control.

)

| )

‘Lodi, N, J. A )
| )

)

BY. TJE DIRECTOR°

Defendant pleaded not ~U11ty to a char re alleging that,
durlng the early morning hours and evening hours ‘of Friday, Octo-
ber 30, 1953, it sold, served and- delivered alcoholic beveraﬂes to
minors, and nerritted tle COASU'Utl“' of -scid beverages by gsaid miaars
unouzaue llcenGCQ vremises, in’ v1olau10n oF ule 1 of ‘State Re”ulatxms
0«

At the hearln" the two nlqors nonald -—- and Nelson =---,
both 17 years of age, and three of tqelr alle ed conpanlons appeared
and testified. : ' : . .

Ronald testified that he dnd delson had v181ted defend nt s
licensed premises on two occasions on Friday, October 30 1953, once
at aporOX1nately 12:30 a.m. and -again at 10330 or 11300 p.m.; that on
the first occasion, he and Helson were alone and each consumed one
slass of beer; that, on the second occasion, they were accompanied by
three other young males and he and lielson again consumed glasses of
beer; that, on both occasions, they were served by a bartender whom
they 1deat1f1ed as Henry ocnlallo, that -they were not questioned with
respect to their ages; and that the beer cost ten cents per glass. .
On cross-examination he described thé licensed premiges and neither
admitted nor denied that such descrlptlon was different from his
description of such premises when he testified in the municipal courte
ile further testified that the television set was on during their
second visit and that a prize fi"ht was beinr telecast.

Nelson testified that he and Ronald had visited defendant?®s
licensed premises on three occasions; that. the first time was at
approximately 8:30 p.m, on Friday, October 30, 1953, when he and
Donald were alone, that the second time was at approximately 10330
Pele on the same night, when they were accompanied by three other
youn~ males; that the third time was at aparox1mately 12:30 a.ms to

1:30 a.,m. on Saturday mornin;, October 31, 19)3, at which time he-and
nonald were again alone; that on each occasion, he and Ronald cons¢
sumed glasses of beer served to them by the bdrtender Henry Schiaffo,
for which they paid ten cents per slass, and that they were not
muestioned as to their ages. On cross-exaulnatlon he admitted that
ne had been apprehended by the authorities and had been sentenced to
a reformatory (for some undisclosed reason) after this alleged inci-
dent, He also described the licensed premises. He could not recall
whether the television set was on when he was there. but testified
that he saw no prize fights on television there on that night.
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"The three other young men narmed by Ronald and: Nelson as
their companions’on ‘their 10330 pe.m.- visit, as heréinabove related
all testlfled that they had, in ract accompanled the two afore--
mentioned minors on such VlSlt to defendant's licensed premlses and
that both Ronald and Nelson consumed glasses of beer which had been

- served to them by the bartender, denry Schidffo. .Each briefly
described defendant’s licensed premises and each testified that there
is a television set in the'barroom. Two of the three testified that-
a fight was belng telecast.

“An ABC agent testllled that Ronald had dlrected h1m and
another agent to defendant?s licensed premises-and had identified it .
as the place where he and "Nelson had been served and had consumed
beer on the occa51ons in questlon.

On behalf of defendant, Henry Schlaffo testlfled that he
is and has been the manager of delendant's licensed premises, that he
alone tended bar there on the night of October 30 and.early morning
of October 31, 19535 that he did not ‘see ary of the aforementioned”
young-men. in the premises on the night in question; that, on Friday
night, defendant usually provides entertainment by means.of a 3-piece
band or piano and the television set is tuned off and that, on that
night, a pianist was employed.~ ie further testified that, at suci
tlme, only bottled beer is served and that the price is 10orty cent s
per bottle, 'He: also testified that the licensee maintains a “supply
of forms upon which persons suspected of being minors are required to
moke written representation of their ages. He also described the
licensed premises. On-cross-exanination he admitted that, if the
»iano player were late in arr1v1nu, tie television set- would be on
until he arrived, but stated that he did not remember which of several
piano players had been employed on that night,

The bartender?s father testified that only bottled beer is
served there after 10 p pel. “on Friday nlrats but he did-not Sp601¢1-r
,cally recall the nig ht in queSulon. ~

A female patron testlfled that she had never geen . beer
served at defendantts premises on Frldqy nlﬂhts, except bottled beer

The cage resolves itself 1nto a questlon of credlblllty.
Counsel for the defendant, in his memorandum, contends that: (L) the
Division's witnesses nade’ no claim that- tney had-been in defendant's
premises until after December 1; 1953 and after some of them had beéen
in some difficulty with the law, (2) that their testimony is vague-
and contradictory and (3) that, since such testimony was contradlctea
by dezendant’s witnesses, the cnar‘e ‘should be- dlsmlssed.

I cannot agree. O,

JAs to (l), it 1s not unusual tnat thelr clalr came to lluht
some time after.their visit to defendant's licensed premises. - Such
events Irequently are unearthed during 1nvest1gatlons of other
matters.

As to (2), while there are some dlscrepan01es in the testi-
mony  of "the minors, Ronald and Melson, as to the number and time o*
their several visits to defendant’s licensed premlses, all five-
witnesses testified that thev visited such prenises together between
10:30 pems and 11:00 pe.m. on Fridav, October 30,-1953, and that, on
That occasion, the two minors, Ronald and 1elson consuned beer served
to-them by Henry Schiaffo, whom they all identified and who, admitted-
ly, was the-only bartender on duty there on the nig ght in questlon.' ,
Furtliermore, despite some apparent confusion on the part of two of the
witnesses, all Five young men'identified the only bartender on. duty
that nlght and the description of the interior of the licensed
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premises contained in their testimony was substantially in accord
with the bartender?s ‘own description of such premises. Moreover, no.
reason appears why these five withesses should dellberately give .
false testlmony under oathe - :

As to (3), tne testlmony on behalf of defendant was v
directed more to its alleged general practices and - customs tnﬁn to
the actual occurrences on “the nl sht in questlon.,

After carefully reviewing all of the ev1dence, T am con-
vinced that defendant, through its mdnager and bartender, sold,
served  and delivered alconollc beverages to the minors; Ronald ‘and.-
Jelson, on at least one . occasion on Prlday, October-30, 1953, amely,
between 10:30 pem. and 11:00 p.m. and, coﬁsequently, I find defendant
suilty as to that portion of the charfe whlch refers to the evening
hours of October 30, 1953. :

Defendant has no prlor adguolcated record. - I shall suspend
its license for fifteen days, the minimum penalty for a VlOl&ulOH of
this kind involving a minor as young as 17 years of age. ‘Re Jacobs,
Julletln 995, Item 7o S

Accordlnﬂly, it lS on thls l5th day of April- 195L,

ORDERED ‘that - Plenarv letall Consuﬂptlon License C- Bl

1ssued by -the -Mayor and Council of the Borough of Lodi-to The: ,

Rendezvous, Inc., t/a The Rendezvous, & Charles Street, Lodi, he and -

the same lS hereby susPeuded for a perlod of fifteen. (l5) days, COm=.".. -

mencing. at L a.m., nprll 26, 195k, and terminating at 4 a.m., Lay 11, -

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director

6 SETZURE, = FORFEITUBF PROCLEDINGS - FLILURL OF CLAIMANT TO COLPLY -
VITHIN TIME LIMITED WITH ORDER TO PAY COSTS OF SEIZURE AND- STORAGE
PREREQUISITE TO RETURN OF SEIZED PROPERTY - ORDER RESCINDBD LIND
PROPERTY FORFEITED.

In the hatter of the Seizure on ) : '

July 26, 1953 of L one-gallon juss - Case-No. 8377

with alcohol on U. Sé- lenway hl ) R \ N

-West Windsor - Township, and the - S _

_seizure on July 30, 1953 ofa - =~ ) , - ORDER
Chevrolet sedan at L71 Southard B
Street, in-the City .of Trenton, both-. ):

in the County of Mercer and State of Lo

liew Jersey. -, . =)

- ewm em m mm em e m em M em mm e em Y= s we w0 e e

Louis Bernocch1 and Charles Alu, t/a laxts Auto Parts by Louis
: %ernocchl.-
Harry Castelbaum Esqe., appearing for the Division of hlcoholic
R Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR°

v On’ March ll 1054 ny Order was entered in the case w1ere1n o
I directed that-a- Chevrolet sedan be returned to Leroy Ealey if on.or
before larch 22 l954 he Uuld the costs of storage and seizure.tiere-
of, . IR . L L

A copy of such Order and a statement of the costs was T
mailed on March 11, 1954 to Emanuel Kaplan, attorney for Leroy Faley.
On llarch 26, 195k 2 letter was mailed to the above attorney calling
his attentlon to the fact that the costs had not as ¥ét been-paide.
On nUrll 1, l95h a letter was- malled dlrectly to Leroy Eale ,en—.
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closing copies of the.letters-to” hls attorney, and advising him that
if the :costs were not paid, a supplemental order would be entered
forfeiting said car. These costs have not  been .paid to, date,

My Order of March 11, l9ph recited that it-was not necessary
to determ1ne whether Louis- Berxocchl and Charles Alu, t/a Max's hute
Parts had a lien on the Chevrolet. sedan as they could ‘proceed to en~-
force whatever claim they might 1ave by taking actlon afalnst Ealey
wiien the motor vehicle was returned to- him, . - .

" In view of Ealey's failure to reclalm the motor vehicle, it
now becomes necessary to consider the claim of Max®s Auto Parts.

Max's Auto Parts presented an invoice  covering the sale of
the Chevrolet sedan to Leroy Ealey. This invoice contains no reservao-
tions of title to the motor vehicle -pending payment.of whatever
balance is due on the purchase price. It merely evidences a sale on
credit. It does not establlsh a specific lien on the motor vehicle,
Since the invoice is the primary evidence of the terms upon which the
motor vehicle was sold, lMax®'s Auto Parts is merely a general creditor.
I am not authorized to recognize such a claim. See R.S. 33:1-66(f).
Its application for reCO”ﬂltlon of a lien on the Chevrolet sedan 1is

helelore denied.

Accordingly, so much of ny prev1ous Order as dlrects the .
return of the Chevrolet sedan to Leroy aley is hereby rescinded and
instead it is L S o

DETERMINED and ORDERED that such Chevrolet sedan be and the
same is hereby forfeited in accordance with the provisions of
ReS. 33:1-66 and that it be .retained for the use of hospitals and
state,. county and municipal institutions at the dlrectlon of the
Dlrector of AlCOhOllC Beverage Controls "

N 4 e ~-VWILLIAM}HOWE DAVIS
Dated: April,zo, 1954 o o . .. . Director
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7. -DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGu ~ PERLITTING MINOR; HOLDER: OF ° ~ " .
-0 EMPLOYIENT PERMIT, T0 SELL ALCOHOLIC T VLRAGES = LICENSE" -
SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLFA, - 0 -

- DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE OF mJ(,O{OLIC BEVERAGES BY - -
JINOR PERMITTEE CONTRARY. TU:CONDITIONS OF: EMPLOYMENT PEhuIT .
" PERMIT SUSPENDED TOR'30 DAYS, EES 5 FOR/PLbioﬁvj’lvﬁe

Tn' the Matter of D1501n11nur3 Ly
Proceedlnrs agalnst

V?“ ”INE & LI%UO COo, ?C.”'fi: A LI I
367-369 Springfield Avenue . ) I
Newark New Jersey 1‘. ST e AT T

Wolder of Plenarv hetall Dlstrlou—gﬂe‘“*Vﬁ- ol
- tion License: D-lBO, 1seued by tne o) T
.. I'unicipal Board of Alcoholic" ueverage

| “ “"CONCLUSIONS - . - -
e Control OL the Clty of Lewar}

* -~ AND ORDER"

. CLme e - o
L

A"G'and

317 Waverly ALvenue
A NewarK' New Jersey
‘ older of Employment ermlt No. 91, - ) AT
" issued Dby the Director of the =~
- Division of: nlCOhOllC Deverage; o
'Control : T

—"'--,—AF-——.,—- —-'-—'-."_ A - R

)

)
EgﬁziT;'?EAéE'f’~’""§'”?"f D

)

)

)

Fayts Wine & quuor Co., Inc., Delendanu llcensee ,. by David’
Kreuger, President.
Earl T. Pease, Defendant-nernittee, Pro se.
Edward F. - nmbrose, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic -
Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant-licensee pleads zuilty to a charge of permitting
an employee (Earl T. rease) a wminor, to sell alcoholic beverar es, in
violation of Rule 2 of State ner uluuﬂops o, 13

Déefendant=~ perm1ttee, 81fuecn yvears of age, who holds an
employment permit, pleads guilty to a charge of selllng and serving
alcoholic beverages, contrarf to the conditions upon which his permit
was issued. See Rule 10(a) of State Resulations No., 135 also see
Rule 2, same Regulations.

. Both proceedings will be considered and disposed of herein
since they arose out of the same incident.

The file discloses that on March 19, 1954, at about & peile,
an #BC agent entered the premises of defendant-licensee and obgerved
the defendant- permittee in the act of putting three quart bottles of
beer into a paper bag, which he handed to a customer, receiving
therefor 1,26, which he gave to Harry Brandywine, an officer of the
licensee COTDOT&thﬂ, who rangz up-the sale. While the agent was
taking a statement from the minor, a woman entered and sald iCome on
Farl, I'n in a hurry. Ve are double parked®, whereupon the minor
left the agent, took twelve cans of beer from the refrigerator, put
them in a bag, and gave them to the woman who paid Brandywine for the
purchase, - Brandyw1ne admitted the violation above set forth. The
defendant-permittee now holds Employment Permit No. 129.
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Nelther defendant has an adgudlcated record. . I shall
suspend the license .of defendant-licensee for a period of ten days,
less remission of- flve days for the plea entered herein, or a net
suspension of five days. ..I- shall: -suspend the permit issued Earl T.
Fease for a perlod of thirty days, less five days for the plea, or
a net suspension of twenty~f1ve days, effectlve after the expiration
of the aforesaid suspension. (Cf. EKe Trenz ‘Bulletin 736 Ttem 2;

e Yeide, Bulletln 8L7, Itel 9.

Accordlnvly, it is, on this 19th day of Aprll 1954,

. ORDERED that pl@narv retall dlstrlbutlon license D- 130
issued by the Munigcipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of . the
City of Newark to Fayts Wine & quuor Ca., Inc., for premises 367~
369 Sprlnufleld Avenue, Newark, be and the same is hereby suspended
for five (5) .days, commencing at 9 a.M. April 26, l9ﬁh and termi-
natlng at 9 a.n. May 1, 19 54, and it is further,‘ '

" ORDERED that Emplomnept Permit No. 129, issued by the.State
Director of Alcoholic Beverare Control to Earl T, Pease, for the
fiscal -year 1954-55, be and tne sae 18 hereby squended for twenty-
five (25) days, commencing at 9 a.m. May 1 1954 and terminating
at 9 a.m. Pay “6 1954, |

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director

&. DISCIPLINARY PRCCEEDINGS - HOSTESSES - PERMITTING OBSCENE
LANGUAGE - HINDERING INVESTIGATION - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR
LO DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEL.

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceealngs agalnst

he & J. COCKTAIL LOLNCL

. A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION ) CONCLUSIONS

266-68 Madison Lvenue S AND ORDER

Perth &mboy, N. Jo. : ) '
lTolder of Plenary Retail Consumption )

License C-78, issued by the Board of
Cormissioners of the Clty ol )
Perth Ambovy. ‘

Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTORS
Defendant'pl@aded puilty to the fdllowing charges:

”l. On Friday Plbnt February 26, early Saturday morning;
March 6-and early aturday mornlng March 13, 1954, you
allowed, permitted and suffered a female enwloyed on your
licensed premises to accept beverages at the-expense of
and as gifts from customers and. patrons; in violation of
Rule 22 of State Regulatlons o. 204

. "2 “During the early morning hours of Saturday, March 13,
19)4 you allowed permitted and suffered foul, fllthy and
obqnen@ language.in and upon your licensed prew1ses, in
violation of Rule 5 of State Regulations No. 20.
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W3 Durlne the early mornln' heurs 0% Saturday, Nardh 13,.
g l95h, whlle investigators ofithe Division of Alcohollc L
‘Beverage Control of the- Depa;tuent of Taw .and Public® Safety
were conductlnﬂ an . 1nveSu1 atlon,klnSpectlon and examination -
.at .youn. llcensed premiseés; you by your officer, shareholder'
agent. and employee,. Jerome: Stolz, failed.to fa0111tate and
‘hirdered and delayed: and- caused ‘the hindrance and delay of
such investigation, 1nSpect10n and eyanlnatlon, in ‘violation
of R Se 33 1- 35." _ S

The flle herein discloses that on ., each of the dates set
forth in Charge (1), ‘& waitress employed by defendant. accepted and
consumed drinksg of alcoholic beverawes purchased for her at delendantﬁs
bar by male patrons, .including-two ABC agents. Nhen the agents
identified themselves as such, to Jerome ‘Stolz, defendant?s secretary
and treasurer-and thetholder of L9 per cent of its capital:stock, he
abused and vilified them-in foul, filthy and obstene-language. Both
he and the waitress attempted to tahe from the agents certaln alco-
liolic oeverages whlch they had selzed as ev1dence..‘

Defendant has no prlor adJudlcated record, The minimum = .
uuSpen31on for the violation set forth in Charge (1) is.twenty days.
Re Goldberg, Bulletin 962, Item L. Since the conduet which-forms the
basis of Charge (R) is an integral part of Charge (3), I shall con-
sider these two charges together, and,since the hindering involves
deliberate castigation and vilification of enforcement agents, I shall
1upose an additional suspension of twenty days. Re llenzel, Bulletin -
9LE, Item 2. This makes a total suspension of forty days. Five days
Wlll be remitted for the plea edtexed hereln leaving a net suspension
of thirty-five days. ’ . :

fccordingly, it is, on this 26th day of hpril 195k,

ORDERED that Plenary iletail Consumption Llcense c-78,
1ssued by the Board of Comn1831onefs of the City of Perth Amboy to
ie & J» Cocktail Lounge, i New Jersey Corporation, 266-68 Madison
Avenue, Perth Amboy, be and the same is hereby: suspended for & period
of thirty-five (35 davs commencing at 2 a.m., May 4, 1954, mnd
terminating at 2 a.n., June 8,. 1954

e VILLItM HOWE DuVIS
' Dlrector :

9. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICA ‘T0i FILED.

narles Lia Dlehl

T/a Diehl Beverage Co.

Fast 90-FEast Ridgewood fvenue

Paramus, New_Jersey R
npollcatlon filed April 30 -195L for -
transfer of License 5BD-CL Irom

Lcar 187-189 Franklin Street,. Ceeaueus,'
to. Bast 20 East Zidrewo )q wvenue, ’
Paramus, ifew Jersoy and to’ ualnﬁaln an
addltlonal warehouse at Rear 187- 189"
Franklin Street, Secaucus, iew Jersey.

WILLIAM HOWE DAVIS
Director . :



