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ls APPELLATE DECISIONS - CAHDEE Lﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂ ﬂORKFRS UNION Ve CAMDEN.'

CAMDEN LEATHER WORKERS UNION,
LOCLL 206 OF THE INTBRNATIONAL u
FUR AND LEATHER WORKERS OF THE
UII”“D STATES AND CANADRA,

:“,Appellant,
-vs- '

MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC
BLVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY OF
CAMDLN »

)
}
) o
) ON APPEAL
5 CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER
: )

L Regpondent. )

uvoy,_Felnberv and Delghan, Esqse, by Nell F. Delghan, Jr., Esq.,
Attorneys for Appellant. - -

' Jonn Ja Crean, Esq.; by Louis L, Coldman, Esq., Attorney for

-

Rcspondont.

BY THE DIRECTOR°

Tnls is an appeal from the denlal of appellant's appllcatlon
for a club llcense for premlses known aS 317 State Stxoet Camden.

The answer flled hereln alleges that the appllcatlon WuS denled
among other reasons, because the property is in close proximity to a
school and because the neighborhood is not a commercial nelgthLHoou.

At the hearing herein respondent amended its answer, wlthout:
objectlon to set forth as an additional reason for denial that the
issuance of the license would violate the provisions of a local
ordinance limiting the number of club 110enses to .be issued in the
municipality. A : . : :

At the hearlng held hereln it was stlpulated that appellant held
a club license from September 1947 until June 30, 1951, for premises
at 245 Frie Street, Camden; that on June 5, 1951, respondent denied
an application to transfer said license to 317 State Street: that an
appeal to the Director - from said order was subsequently dismissed by
consent of the partles, and that appellant did not renew its license
for the licensing year beginning July 1, 1951, Thus, the appllcatlon
considered herein is an application for a new license.’

The evidence herein indicates that appellant filed the- appllca«
tion which is the subject of this appeal on October 7, 1952, and that
its application was denied by the Iunicipal Board on November 6, 1952,
when two.members voted to den} the application and one member voted
to grant the appllcatlono '

On behalf of appelldnt "Stephen V. Coyle, President of appellant
Union, identified photo“raphs 1nQ1cQL1ng that the building known as
317 State Street has the appearance of a two-family dwelling and that
there are similar buildings on both sides thercof. However, he tes-
tified that there are a number of business places in the neighborhood
of 317 State Street., He also testified that, prior to 1939, two club
licenses had been issued for premises in- the same block. He admitted
that there is a public school #around 214 feet¥ from appellant?s prem-

"lses. His testimony was oubstantlally corroborated by Wllllam H,

Ridge, chairman of the trustees of appellant Union.,
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On behalf of rbspondcnu, M¢lton F. Stone, one-of the members of
respondent Board who voted to deny the application, testified that he
inspected the neighborhood. between October 7 and November 6 and
stated that "I felt it was a resideitial area. I knew it was very
close to the Cassady School there.?- Cassady School is a public
gratmar school., Clarence J., Eichel, the other Board member who
voted to deny the application, testifled that between the said dates
he made a similar investigation and. "noticed the, prOX1m1ty of the
Cassady School." He stated that the proximity of the school to the *
premises in question was the main basis of his denial %along with
the residential area.® The third member of respondent Board (who
voted in favor of granting the application) did not appear or testify
at the hearing. o ‘

There is no doubt that the pubLlC scnool is in close proximity
to appellant?s premises even if it ig slightly more than two hundred
feet therefrom. The evidence also indicates that the section is pre-
dominantly residential in charactcr, and. both members of respondent
Board who testified at the hearing stated that they would have voted
to deny appellant's application even if they had knowledge that club
licenses had been issued in the said neighborhood,approximately four-
teen years ago. There is no evidence that either 0f these members
was improperly motivated, and tii¢ reasons given by the two members .
for voting to deny the- apﬁllbaLlOH arc. valld and gufficient, - THcnael
Lo, Kelly Pdst v. Union, Bullet¢n 019, Item 2° Iacovone v. Glouceéster,
Bulletin 044, Item L. B T

Moreover, on December 24, 1952, the Board of Commissioners of
the City of Camden amended Section 7 of #in Ordinance to fix license
fees, to regulate the salc and distribution of Alcoholic Beverages
and to provide pendltles for violation thereof" ‘to read as follows°

"Not more than twenty~f1ve (2?) Club Llceﬂseo shall be in

ceffect in this municipality at any one time hereafter:
provided, however, that the within ordinance shall not qpply
to any renewal or transfcr of any existing licenses.®

It was stipulated at the hearing that there are forty four club
licenses outstanding in Camden. A municipal issuing authority has
no jurisdiction to grant an application for a license in contraven—
tion of an operative numerical-limitation ordinance, Local ;#2111
United Steelworkers of America, C,I1.0. v, Trenton, Bulletin 899, Item
3e The flact that the limitation was adopted subsecguent to the
denial .of the appllcatlon is immaterigl: the ordinance presently
precludes the issuance of the licensc and the question presented by
this appeal is whether-the 11c<nse should be granted now. Shaw V.
Rockaway, Bulletin 771, Ttem Z2...The law which prevails at the time
I render my decision:is controllln' See Ded 11@lds v.'C:nnamlngon,
Dulletin 798, Item 8, and cascs thero cited, A

For the reasons aforesald the aCblOH oF rcopondcnt will be
affirmed.
Accordihgly,'it is, on this 26th day of I r"y 1953,;

ORDERED that the action of respond@nt be and the same is hereb“
affirmed, and the appeal herein be and the same is hereby: d;onlssed.

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
' Dlrcctor.

.?\
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2. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALZ TO MINORS - PRIOR RECORD - LICENSE
SUSPENDED. FOR 30 DAYS.

In the Natter of Disciplinary - )
Proceedings against :
VITO CAMARDA )

S/ Corner Route 39 & ‘Powell Road

CONCLUSIONS
uestqmpton Townshlp : ) ™
fiolder of" Plcnary Retail Consumption |

License C-3, issued by the TOWﬂuhlp )

Committee of the Townbhlp of

Magtampton. )

B . R =Y bm em mm em wa mm em wm T ma em e W e s e

Christopher N, .Peditto,-Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee.

Gdward F. Ambrose, Esq.,' appcaring for Division of Alcoholic
o - : ' Beverage Control,

BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendant pleaded not guilty to the follewing chargeé

“0n Tuesday night, January 20 and early Wednesday morning
January 21, 1953, you sold, served and dellvered and allowed
permitted and suffered theeuale service and delivery of alco—
holic beveragées,-directly or- indirecblv rat your licensed
premises to Pvt. 'Paul Fe ===, U. 3, 1rmy Pvt, Vincent Jo ===
U, Se Army and Pvt, Thomas J. ~---, U, S. Army, persons under

- the age of tweénty-one (21) years and allowed, permitted and
suffered the consumption of alcoholic beverages by such per-
sons, in and upon  your licensed premiscs; in violation of

ule 1 of State Regulatlono Nos 20,7

I

The three mlnors,‘all members of the United States Army, named
in the charge preferred herein appcared and testified at the within
hearing. At the time of the alleged violation, two of the minors
were 18 years, and the other was 1o years, of age. Two of four adult
servicemen, alleged to have accompanied the minors to defendant?s
licensed premises on the night of January 20, 1953, also testified at

- the hearing. The other two adult servicemen had been transferred
before the date of the hearing and conseouently could not be p¢oduced
to testify.  The testimony of the five witnesses aforementioned is
substantially -in agreement with reference to what occurred on the
aelondant?s llcensed premises on the night in question. :

N v appears from ‘the aforesaid. testimony that the seven service-
men’ traveled by automobile from Fort Dix . to defendant®s licensed
premises, They arrived there about $:00 p.m, Upon enterlng the
premises, four of the soldiers, includingg the three minors, found
places together at the bar and the other three found three vacant
seats at another part of the bar. The group of four pooled their
money. Bach soldier ordered a bOut+e of beer from a bartender, sub-
sequently identified as Robert I, Stemmer. Durlng the course of the
evening they also consumed types of drinks which were referred to as
Singapore Slings and ‘"Rebel on the Rocks,® the latter .drink consist-
ing “of “Southern Comfort lquGUL and ice. One of the minors testified
that. durlng the evening he had nine or ten bottles of beer, two or
three Singapore- Sl1ngs and a dxlnk of Southern Comfort wnlskey a
second minor testified he had three or four bottles of beer and one
ilebel on the Rocksf; and the third minor testified that he drank
fifteen drinks consisting of six or seven of Southern Comfort whiskey,
three Singapore Slings and four or five-bottles of beer. Some of the
drinks were served by another bartender, subsequently identified as
Hderman Rossi., The fact that the minors were served alcoholic bever-
ages at various times during the evening in question was corroborated
by the two adult servicemen.
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Tt further’ appears from the testimony of the soldiers that an
arcument or fight ensued durlnr the latter part of the evening, as
the result of which- one of the minoir soldiers was ejected: from the -
premises. However, this soldier returned to the premises, and all cf
the- soldiers' left Lhe premises at aprroximately 1:00 ag.m. on Wedncsm
day, January 2lst.

Private George L. Travis, an adulu soldier attached to the
Medical Detdchment, testified that he was present on-defendantts
licensed premises on the evening of January 20, 1/53, arriving there
at 10:30 or 10:45 p.m.; that he saw the five soldiers who testified
at the trial for the first time on the evening in questiong that one
of the minor soldiers fell on the floor and he .and the-son of the
defendant gave the soldier first aid;.that, thereafter, they took:
the minor soldier to a car outside the premises and requested the
driver to take the soldier to the hospital; that he did .not observe:
the defendant checklng the ID cards of the servicemen that eveningj -
that while outside the tavern he heard Nacy (Ignatius Camarda) tell
Private Paul --- that he was ficut-off -- couldn't drink any more¥;
that, although he did not recall seeing the soldiers in the licensed
premlues when he arrived there, he did help break up thc fight in
which Private Paul --- participated.

An ABC agent testlfled that on January 23 1953, two of the
minor soldlers and two adult soldiers p01nteq out to him and his
fellow agent the defendantts licensed premises, Upon entering the
premises, one of the minors identified Herman Rossi and Robert
Stemmer as the two bartenders who ‘had served him during the course of
the evening on January 20, 1953, The other minor 1dent1fled only
Herman Rossi as a bartcndcr wiho served him on-the evening in ques-
tion. It was stipulated that the other agent if called upon to
testify, would corroborate the cestwmon of nls fellow agent,. -

On behalf of the- dofendant a. nunbe“ of Wltnesses, ineluding
the licensee,-his son, two bqltende‘s,tﬁe orchestra leader, and
three putrons, testlfled at the uea*ﬁnrr : »

Tne defendant testlfled that near ]2 otclock on the evening in
question he refused entry to a-ﬂcouple soldiersv when they refused to
show him #the cards®y tnat a few minutes later they reappeared and
that he again refused to permit them to enter; that they argued with
him and one displayed soume money, saying "I got money (indicating)3}
tomorrow we leave, and we got to raise hell spend this money, get
drunk¥: that he sald "You alr@%cv drunk, Go back; don't come in
here, go back ‘where vyou got it"; that he looked around and saw
Pr_vgt Edward J. Maloney and Prlvace Vincent J. -~- at the barj that
he asked for the latterfts #ID cardv and when he could not produce it,
he ordered Private Vincent J. --- from the licensed premisesj that
Vincent J. --- returned, showed hin a card and when he observed
Vincent was under age, he ordered both Private Edward J., Maloney and
Private Vincent J, --- from the premises; that no drinks were served
any of the seven soldiers in defendantts tavern that evening: that =
no argument occurred and neither was anyone injured, to his knowledge,
durlnﬂ the night in question. S '

Herman Rossi and Robert Stemmer, employed as bartenders by de-
fendant, both denied serv1ng aicoaoch beverages to the minor
solaleru on the evening of Januery 20, 1953, Both were in. agreement
that they only-saw Private Edward J. "aloncy and Private Vincent

Je === on the premises on that eveaning. Robert Stemmer testified
that during the late- evenlnﬂ nc heard "ounte a bit of commotion® and
ooserved a crowd in the rea ' the tuvcrr.

Two of the three patrons wio testlflea on behall of the dclend-
ant remember d in partlcurar seewno Prlvate deard J° Naloney in the
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premises on the evenlnﬁ of Jnnual 20 1953, One of tne w1tnesses
did not remember seeing any of tihem at ‘that time, All were in agree-
ment that they wereén®t paying. much atbention to what was going on as
they were more concerned with their friends during the evening.
Hurtnermore, all remembered some commotion or confusion in.the prem—
ises that night.,

The orchestia leader testified that he saw the defendant— ,
licensee talking to Private Paul --- outside of the premises but
could not identify any of the ather soldlers in the tavern that.:
evening. - L . o

Ignatius Camarda, son of the def evddﬂt llcensee testlfled that
although he recognized three of the soldiers who tCSblfled at the
within hearlng, tney neither -sat at the bar nor were they served
alcoholic beverages. on the night of January 20 1953, He. further
testified that while outside the premlses, he £614 Private Paul ---
that there was "No sense going back in because youfre not going to
get served. The best thlnOw £o do is go on your way¥;.that he dld
not make the statement attributed to him by Private George L. Travis
to the effect’ that: Private Paul --- was Wcut-off -- couldn®t drink
any more,® . He further testified that he was off: ‘duty that night and
was_tgehe'"prlmaflly for social purpoues,but I knew more or less what
was going on,'

: I am satlsfled after carefuh-;eV1ew of .all the: testimony adduced
herein. that. the five soldiers have given a truthful version of what
happenod in. the. llcensed premlses on the evening of January..20 and.

. early morning of, January. 21, . 1953. - No reason .appears why the five
'solelcfs should dellbcrdtely give-false testimony,:: I am impressed

.with. the testimony .of the soldler Private: George:L. Travis not one
of the. seven. soldlers, who related that he heWped to-break up the
fignt Wherc1n Private Paul ~-~ was-engaged and later, in conjunction
with the son. of defendant lleensee assisted Pllvate Thomas J, ~--
who had. sustalned injuries as a result of-a fall.on the' floor of the
licensed premises. He.also guoted.the son of the deféendant-licensee
as saying that Private Paul -~- was %cut-off -- couldn®t drink any
more.” This witness had no reason.to :falsify his testimony as he

uapparehtly was- a patron- of: doxendant, referring to Ignatius: Camairda,
the son of the licensee, as llacy, On the other hand,-the defendant-
11nen3ee denled that either a fight took: place on the 1licensed preéem-
1ses that evening or that anyoné' sustained injuries from a fall. His

testimony is- unworthy of beref. 4c1t 1er does the testlmony of tne
bar enders I‘lncr true.,,s « v

L

From all of the ev1dence, I Ilnd defendant gullty as chargeda

. Dofendant hao a prlor adJudlcated re001d. Lffectlve October lh,f

52 his license was: suspended for ten. days after he-pleaded guilty
to-sale of aleoholiec beverages to three. ninors. -Re. Camarda, Bulletin
Oh6, Item 3. Inasmuch as the violation in the present case is simi-
lar thereto with:three minors azain involved, and considering the
emount . of  alcoholic beverages served, . T snall suspend defendant's
license for a perlod of thirty aays. N : :

fecordlngly, it ;s, .on-this ?5tn dav of hay, 1953,

ORDLRED that Plenary ?etalL Consumptlon Llcense C -3, 1ssued by
the LOWHShlp Committee of the Township of Eastampton to- Vito Camarda,
nu/? corner Route 39 and. Powell Road,  Dastampton Township, be and the
same is hereby suspended for.a’ perlod of thirty (30) days, commencing
&t 23:00-a.ms June 1, 1953, and terminating at the expiration of the
license, namely, 12 mldnlgh s June 30 19 5).

DOMIJIC L. CAVICCHIA
Directore.
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'3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE DURING PROHIBITED HOURS IN .
VIOLATION OF RULE 1 OF STATE REGULATIONS NO. 38 - PRIOR RECORD —f
- LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 30 DAYS, LnSS 5 FOR PLhAo '

In the Matter of D1301p11nary ;s;); S

Proceedings against- B
JOSEPH BADER ) o
59 North-Main Street . .. .. ¢.;xﬂpu.n':;irVONQQUSIggS
Paterson, No Juy . . )L - AND ORDER

Holder of Plenary- Retail Consump-“ )
tion License C-52, issued by the

Board of Alcoholio Beverage )
Control for the Clty of Paterson.fg"

Joseph Bader, Defendant 110ensee, Pro Se.’ . o
Dav1d Se. Plltzer, ‘Esq., aopearlné f0r Division’ of Alcohollc

‘ ' A Leveraée Control. ‘
Y THE DIRECTOR: - | g8

L1
JERE Y [r

, Defendant pleaded non ult to a - char ze’ alleglng that he sold a
pint bottle of whisKey.in an original contalner for off-premises ‘con-
sumptgon on .Sunday;, May 3, 1953, in violation of State Regulatlons
NO e D -

. The file-herein discloses that, &t approx1mately 12315 pemme,
Sunday,. May 3, 1953, two ABC- awents arrived in the-wvieinity of - :
derendant‘s llcensed premises, Shortily. thereafter one of- the agents
entered the barroom while the other agent remalned outsides - Not- lonc
thereafter, the agent-heard the sound of & buzzer emanatlng from the
rear room, whereupon the bartender went to the rearroom, “returned ‘to
the barroom and proceeded to a small room in’the: rear: of the  back
bar. -ihen he emerged, he returned to -the rear room and’ -appeared to
be hldlnc somethlnﬁ under his apron. ‘Therezafter,’ the ‘bartender
returned to the barroom rang up’ $2,50 on the: cash reglster and nade
a notatlon on the cash reglster recordln” tape. f?”~ :

At approx1mately l 30 P m., the agent asked the bartender for a
pint of Four Roses.. The bartender then went to the :snall room behind
the back bar and returned with a pint bottle of Four Roses Whlskey

- which he handed:to the agent. -The bartender, after accepting pay-
ment, rang up $3 05 .on _the:cash register and again made a: notatlon
on the cash register tape. :The a'ent placed. the pint bottle of"
Whlskcy in his pocket and left the licensed premisés, but returned
1nmed1ately W1th hlS companlon, wno had remalned out31dep

Wnen questloned by the afents, the bartender orally admltted
“hav1ng made the- sale of the pint of whiskey and further admltted that
‘he had also sold a plnt bottle of Imperial Whiskey to a woman. - An.

examination of the cash register’ tane disclosed that the bartender

had noted thé sale of the Imperial Whiskey and thesale of ‘the Four
Roses Whiskey on:the tape, . Further investigation disclosed that -
there was a buzzer: connected to, tne door chat leads from the rear 4

room to the street, P NN :

The defendant camé to the licensed premises in.response to a
telephone call from his bartender and was-informed of the aforemen-
tioned violationse, In.alleged mitigation, the:licenseé has pointed
out that he was not personally present when the saleés werc made, -
Such fact'is neither a.defense.nor'an excuse. -Rule 31 of State Reﬂu-
lations No. 203 Re DiSalvo, Bulletin 6L Item 7.» :
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- Defendant has a prior record.,  His license was suspended by the
Pctlnﬁ Director of this Division for 25 days, effective February 18,
1952, after he had pleaded non vult to the same offense as is-here

,caorned and two dissimilar offenses. (Re Bader, Bulletin 927, Item
2)e. In view of the fact that this is defendantt®s second offense of
a similar nature occurring within a five-year period, I shall-sus-
vend his license for thirty days. Re Brogowski,. Bulletln 962, Item
3. Five days will be remitted for tne plea, leav1ng a net suspension
of twenty—flve days. _ .

Accordlngly, it 1s, on thls 25th day of May, 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumptlon License C- 52, issued by
the Board of:Alcoholic Beverage Control for the City of Paterson to
Joseph Bader,. 59 North Main Street, Paterson, be and the same is
hereby: suspended for twenty-five (25) days, commenc1ng at 3 00 a.n.
June 1, 1953, and terminating at 3:00 a.m. June 26 1953.

DOMINIC,A,'LAVICCHIA
Director. ‘

L. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINOR ~ AGGRAVATED CIRCUIM-
TANCLS - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOit 25 DAYo, LLSS 5 FOR PLEA.

In the Matter of Disciplinary ).
Proceedings against

FREDA WACHTER - |

T/a F, WACHTER'S DELICATESSEN & ) CONCLUSTONS
LICGUOR | . - AND- ORDER

653 Ridge Road - oy , :

Lyndhurst, N. J., .

Holder of Plenary Retail Distri- )
bution License D-3, issued by the
Board of Commissioners of the .)

Township of Lyndhurst.

Samuel Mbskow1tz Esqs,- ﬁttorney for Defendant-licensee.
‘Iidward F. Ambrose Esq., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
' = L Beverage Control

BY THE DIRECTQCR:.

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleglng that she sold
served and.delivered and allowed, permitted and suffered the sale,
service and dellvery of a¢cohoch beverages at her licensed premises
to .a minor, in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulations No. 20,

The file herein discloses that the North Arlington Police
Department notified this Division that a lh-yvear-old boy had becone
intoxicated as the-result of drinking whiskey purchased by anotner
minor at defendant?s licensed premises. Consequently agents of this
Division obtained signed and sworn statements from John ---, the
ll~year-old minor who consumed the wnlskeyh from Dominic V., ~--, the
15~vearhold minor who purchased the whiskey and from their three com-
panions, Paul V., ---, James --- and Robert Iy all 16 years of aze.

From these statements it appears that, on Friday evening,
February 20, 1953, the five minors and another youth, known only as
“Red®, met at an appointed place in North Arlington where they dis~
cussed the question of buying alcoholic beverages. It was agreed
that they would drive in “Red's® car to defendant's licensed prem-
ises in nearby Lyndhurst to make the purchase. John gave Dominic
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3 one- dollar bills and asked him to buy a pint of whiskey for him,
Thereupon Dominic, James and Robert drove with %Red" to defendant's
" licensed premises where James handed Dominic- -a five-dollar bill and
asked him to buy three quart bottles of beer. At approx1mately 7230
pem., while the others remained in the automobile, Dominic entered -
defendant?s licensed premises where a man, later identified as the
licenseefs husband,, was acting as clerk., When the licensee®s hus-
band asked Dominic for his order Dominic asked for a pint bottle of
Seagramts Seven Crown Blended Whiskey. Pursuant to that order
defendant's husband placed a pwnt bottle of that brand in a paper bag
and. handed it to Dominic who'in turn .gave him 3 one-dollar: bills and
received change. Dominic then asked for three quart bottles of beer
and pursuant thereto the licenscefs husband placed three quart
bottles - of ‘beer in another paper ‘pag and handed the package to
Dominic, who then handed a five- dollar bill to the licensee's hus-
band and received some bills and coins in change. ‘Dominic, who'was
-not questioned by anyone on the licensed premises as to his age,
left the licensed premises with the boer and whiskey. The whiskey
was ultimately handed over to Join who left the group to go to a
basketball game, ,The beer was consumed by the other members of the
£T0UD ' '

On February 25, 1953 DOmlnlc and Robelt directed ABC avents to
defendant's licensed premises, which both identified from the outside
and Dominic identified on the insidc as the place where Dominic had
purchased the whiskey and beer as hereinabove set forth. Dominic
also identified the licenseets husband as the person who sold the
whiskey and -beer to . him., Although the agents offered opportunity to

the licenseefs husband to make a written statement he declined the
ofler but admitted orally that he had been acting as clerk.in defend-
ant?s llcensed premises on the evening of February 20, 1953 at 7:30
pe.me He claimed, however, that he did not Wv'e:call" hav1ng seen
Dominic in the store at that time, '

The licensee has no prior adJudlcatcd record. In view of the _
tender age of the minor (fifteen) I shall suspend defendant®s license
for twenty—flve days. Re  Grembowiec, Bulletin 946, Item A4
We Schuvler, Bulletin 9L, item 3. Five days will be remitted for

the plea entered hereln leaving a net uuspen31on of twenty days.

Aecordlngly, it is, on this 26th day of May, 1953,

" ORDERED that Plenary Retail Distribution License D-3, issued by
the Board of Commissioners of the Township of Lyndhurst to Freda
Wachter, t/a F. Wachter's Delicatessen & Liquor, 653 Ridge Road,
Lyndhurst, be and the same is hereby suspended for a périod of
twenty (20) days, commencing at 9300 a.m. June 3, 1953, and ter-
minating at 9:00 a.m. Juné 23, 1553.

DOMINIC Ao, CAVICCHIA
: Dlrector.
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5. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINORS - PRIOR RECORD -
LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 20 DAYS

Tn the Matter of Disciplinary - )
Proceedings against

L?ON CANDELL =~ I ”.l‘ L )
T/a WLEON*S BAR & GRILL™ - L - :
75 Maple Avenue- : o) ,‘CgﬁnggéggS
Rockaway, N. J., o ) J
. Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-3, issued by the )
Borough Council of the Borouvh of ,
Roc*away. L . o ‘)n

David Young, 3rd,-Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee.
Edward F. Ambrose, Esq., appeaLln"for Division of Alcoholic
‘ u&VGT&“Q Control.

- BY THE DIRECTOR:
Defendant plcaded not gulltv to thc follow1ng char6e°

70n April 6, 1953, you sold o&TVbd and dcllvered and allowed
permitted and suffered the sale, service and delivery of alco—
holic beverages, directly or indirectly, at your licensed
premises to Patrick J. --- and Frederick Ce ===, persons under
the age of twenty-one (21) years and allowed, permitted and
suifered the consumption of alcoholic beverages by such persons
in and upon your licensed premises: in violation of Rule 1 of
State Regulations No. 20 "

- The minors named.in the above charge are the same minors referred
Lo 1n ‘Re_Hill and Re Chlodnicki (both of which cases are decided here-
with ‘ -

At the hearing Patrick J. --- (who is 17 years of age and has no
driver's license) testified that he drove the automobile from
Chlodnicki?s premises to defendantts premlses.. He testified that he
and Frederick C. --- entered defendant's premises on April 6, 1953,
about 11335 p.m., went to the bar and asked an unidentified male bar-
tender for two glasses of beer; that the bartender served to each of
the minors a glass of beer, the contents of which they consumed after
the witness had paid the bartender for the drinks. This witness tes-
tified ¥I'm not too sure® but thought that a second glass of beer was
sold and served to each of the minors (himself and his companion) .
before they left the. premises at 11345 pems; that there were no -
other patrons in the premlseu WullO uhey were there.,

Frederick C. ~-=, 19 years of age, teoblfl“d that he permltued

Patrlck Je === %o drlve the car because "I wasn't feeling too good.¥
_He further testified that-he and Patrick --- entered’ defendant’s o

premises on- April 6, 1953, about 11330 p.ms; that no other patrons:
were present, and that an unldentllﬁed male bartender sold and served
to each of them two glasses of beer, the contents of Wthh they con-
sumed before they left the premises about 11345 pe.m. ~ At the heallng
neltner minor could 1dent1fy the licensee as uhe bartenders..

1116 both minors adm1ttcdlv had consumed beer elsewhere on tAo
night of, and before, their alle“ed visit to defendantts premises,

Patrick --~ testified that he Wwasn®t affected by the' beer and
Frederick --- testified that the beer had affected him %a little
bit.® : : B . ‘

An ABC agent’té5£1fled that on April 9, 1953, the two mlnors,
who were in his car, directed him to defendant's premises and that,
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after entering, they said "that was the tavern® at-which they drank

on April 6. At that time the licensee was present, but both minors

stated that they could not identify hlm as the person who had served
the drinks.

Defendant testified that he employs no bartender and that he
conducts the business himself with occasional help from his wife,
He further testified that on the evening of April 6, 1953, he and
his wife watched television until %a little after ten“° thﬂt because
there were no patrons, he had his wife lock the door about lO 20
Peley that he and his wife went uDSLulF° about 10:30 p.m., and Jat
he did not reopen that evening L

On behalf of defendant, Michael Gosden, a part-time police offi-
cer of the Borough of Rockaway, testified that he had driven back
from Pennsylvania on Easter (April 5) .and that he was tired aftcer
completlng his police duty on the following afternoon; that on the

evening of April 6 he “doued offw while wgtchlng telcv151on. He
further testified as follows -

"Around twenty to eleven I d901ded to take the dog out and let
- let him run around. I thought I would go to Leon's I
‘noticed it was drizzling. I had bedroom slippers on. As T
started to the place -- got to the place -- 1t was closed.
That was twenty or a quarter to.®

Calvin Troutman, Jr. testified that he quit work at. lO 30 pa.me
on April 6 and drove from his place of employment in Boonton to
defendant's premises: that he arrived there fifteen or twenty min-

~utes later and found the door locked and the place entirely closed
down,

This case presents a clear conflict between the evidence given
by the two mlnors and the evidence adduced on behalf of defendant.,

_ On the one hand, there is the testimony of the defendant that
his licensed premlses had already been closed for the night and
that, therefore, the alleged visit of the minors could not have
_occurrod In this connection, in so far as the testimony of defend-
~entts two witnesses (Gosden and Troutman) purports to support. defend-
ant's testimony that his llccnoed premisecs were closed, it is not
very helpful for the reason that thelr alleged respective visits to
the premises occurred earlier tiian the time’of'night the minors
insisted they were there and both (Cosden and Troutman) admitted
they did not revisit the premises that night. In fact, each admit-
ted that he did not know whether the place was open or not after-
‘wards. While defendant testified that he did not reopen his prem-
ises later (i.e.; after his alleged closing thereof) on the night in
- question, it is significant that the one person who could have been
a very 1mp0rﬁnm withess for the defendant -~ his wife =-- did not appcer
at the hearing. On cross- examlngtlon, defendant attcmpted to explﬂun
. his wifets absence from the hearing by sayving “She is half-crippled.
. I would have loved to take her down." Yet, wh atever her physical
handicep may unfortunately be, it does not prevent her from tending
bal, according to defendantts own testimony, ¥during the day if I
have a little errand to run or if I do shopp1ng“°~nor did it -prevent
. her from moving around sufficiently to lock up the premises "a little
.after ten" (as claimed by defondunt) ~On-this point defendantts
testimony is reveallng. T told the wife, I said, 'Here is the key:
lock the door.! . » : :

, On the other hand, both minors were unshaken in their.téstimony
that they were at defendantfs licensed premises and were served, - and
theh they consumed, beer between about 11:30 peme and 1145 p.m., on
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~the night in question. Their -description of the premises-appeared

correct in its essential aspectss Without any difficulty, they had

led ABC agents to the premises .at the time of the Division's investi-

gation. True, they could not. identify the defendant as the bartender

wino served them, But .it' is .well established that mere failure to

identify the :specific person is not fatgl in proceedings of this-
nature, Re ﬁoesch Bulletln 003, Item A;ARgépante; Bulletin 771

" With the ev1dence in tnls ‘posture,. I must‘determine‘this case
upon. tne narrow basis of believing elther the defendant or the two
minors.. . NO reason appears why tihe minors .should falsify. their testi-
mnony; and considering all of the circumstances in this case, I am /
constrained to belleve their testimony. I conclude that defendant?s
suilt has been established by a preponderance of the evidence. I -

-tnerefore flnd defendant gullt

Defendant has a prlor reoord. Hls llcense was suancnded by the

+local issuing authority for fifteen da¥s, effective May 13, l/ho, for

sales of alcoholic beverages to minors.  The minimum suspen51on for

.. sales of. alCOhOllC beverages: to-a.minor as- ‘young -as 17 years is fif-
teen days. ‘Re.Roesch, supra.. However, in view of the prior similar

violation occurring mors than five vears ago, I shall suspend defend-

ant's llcense for twenty days. Re utrlckland Bulletln 068 Ttem 6.

6.

BY THE DIRECTOR’d

ﬂccordlngly, it 15, on’ thls 25tn day of hay, 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retall Consumptlon Llcense C- 3, 1ssued by
the Borough Council of the Borough of Rockaway to Leon Candell, t/a
“Leon's:Bar. & Grillw, for premises 75 Iiaple Avenue, ‘Rockaway, be and
the same is-hereby suspended for twenty . (20) days, commencing at 2:00
a.alle June 2 1953, and ternﬂnatlnr at 22 OO e June 22, 1953,

DONINIC Ao CAVICCHIA

Dlrector.-
DISLIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SAL“ TO IINOuS - PRIOR RECORD NOT
TSIDERED BECAUSE OF LAPSE.: OF TIME:~ LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15 DAYS.
In the: Latter of DlSClpllnary A a )" . . A
Pioceedlngs agalnst ']' 7 IR s o S : /

JLIES FRANCIS HILL . - .. - =. . . ) .
. T/a THE KNOTTY PINE - . . .-_ e
. Northerly:side of Morris Ave,, about)
1200 feet easterly of Park Ave,
Hanover Township, P.O. Bo 341 )
‘Morflstown, Ne-Juy L S )

. CONCLUSIONS
AND ORDER. -

Holder of Plenary Retall ConuU1pu10n

License C-6, issued by the Township

Commlttee of the. Townohlp of hanower.

Louis Jiner, Eso., Attorne/ for Defendant llcensee.

ndward F. Ambrose, Esq., apneallne for Division of ﬁlcoholch
‘ . Beverage Control. .

Defendant pleadedAnot ullty to the follow1ng charée.

“On April 6, 1953, you sold served and dellvered and a‘lowed
permitted and suffered the sale, service and delivery of alco—
nolic beverages, directly or indirectly, at your licensed
premises to Patrick J. =--- and Frederick C. =--, persons under
the age of twenty-one (21) vears and allowed, permitted and
suffered the consumption of alcoholic beverages by such persons
in =nd upon your licensed premises: in violation of Rule 1 of

State Rewulatlons No. 20,9,
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.~ At the hearing hereianatrigk_J, -~w, 17 years of ag teutified
that-he and Frederick C. =--- éntered. def cndant's premlses on - April 6,
l 53, at some time between 9:00 path. and §3 30 pem.. and took places at

the bar. He further testified that the licensee, who was then tend-
ing var, asked them if they deted a beer and, -whun _they replied in
the afflrmatlve licensee drew © z\ulﬂssos of beer and placed one -

~lass in front of each of the mlnors“ that, after they had paid for
tnece drinks and -consumed them, thé llcensee sold and served.to. each
of them two additional glasses of beer,. the contents of which they
also drank. This witness also testified.that Lnoreafter Erederici C.
purcnased two. quart bottles of beeir from:-the license -which Jthe
ménggo took with- thcn whcn the* lelt uhe premlses at approx1mate]y
1 Pelle : R S Wi

Frederick C. -——— 19 years of age, testlfled that he and PatPlCK
Je --~ entered defendantts premises on Apr11 6, 1953, between 9: 00
p n., and 10:00 p,m, His testimony- concernlng the sale and delivery
by, the licensee of three glasses of. beer.to each minor :and two quart
bottles of beer to him is substant ially the. same as the testimony .
fiven by the previous witness.  Both minors -definitely identified the
licensee as the person who made the sales of alcoholic beverages to
thei. o o o LT T
Defendant testified that he was in charge of his barroom on the
evening of April 6, 1953. He stated that he was not busy: that the
two boys did not come into his tavern on that evening, and that the
ocnly patrons who were presenu in his.premises. between 9:00 pems and
lO:OO‘p.m. on April -6 were James Lrophv Wally Rudella and Joe
Kuzmenski. On behalf of defendant James: Urophy testified that he is
employed as a salesman for Horrishown. Piumbing and Supply Company and
that, .prior to June 1952, he had been & sergeant of the, Iorrlotown
Police Department for a period oi thirtcecen vears. He testified that
he was present in defendant?s premiscs from approx1mately 8345 peite
to 9:20 pem., and that hé did not see either of the minors in the
premises during that period of time., Ile testified also that ]ally
uhOCle and Joseph Kuzmenski were in defendant's premises when. he
left at about 9220 peme Wally fiudellu and Joseph Kuzmenski testifited,
that they entered defendantts premises at approximately 9:05 p.m. and
left the premises at approx1watel" Q345 pe.m,: -that these minors did
not enter during that period of time: that James Brophy left the
premises about 9 20 p.m., and that thereafter they were the only
patrons on the premises until they left about twenty-five- mlnutes
later. Accepting the testimony of these three witnesses as true, it
is quite possible that the minors entered after these patrons left
the premises. R oo e

Considering all the testimony herein, I believe the testimony

given by the minors at the heaflng and, hence, find defendant guilty

as charged. ‘ _w-’fﬁ-' ' ‘ :

Defendant has a prior record. Lffectlve January l 1947, the
local issuing authority suspended his license for a perlod of ten
days after he had pleadcd 5u11t3 to. charges of a dissimilar. character.
Since more than-five years have elaps d*since the efféctive date of
sald suspen31on T shall not consider the prior record in imposing a
penalty in this case. Re Sotak, Bulletin 962, Item 9. ‘Since it
appears that one of the minors ment;oncd in tﬂc charge was 17 years
of age, I shall suspend defendantfs licensc for a period of fifteen
days. Re Heslln & Scott ul“ocln 9L7 Iuen 5.

nccordlno*ly, it 1s,<on this 25tn dav. of May, 1953,
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~ ORDERED. that Plenary Retaill Consumptlon License C=6, issued by
the Township Committee of-the Townsnlp of Hanover to James Francis
Hill, t/a The Knotty Pine, .for premlses on-northerly side of- Morris
Ave. about 1200 feet easterly of Park Ave., Hanover Township, be
and the same is hereby suspended for fifteen (15) days, commencing
at. 2100 a.m. June 1, 1053, and termlnatlnﬂ at 23 OO aeMa” June 16,

' 1053 .
DOMINIC L. CAVIGCHTA
Dlrector.
DISCTPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINORS. - PRTOR RECORD NOT

7.

' CONSIDERED BECAUSE OF LAPSE OF TIME - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 15
. DAYS - ADDITIONAL CHARGE ALLLGING FAILURE TO HAVE CURRENT LICENSE
'CONOPICUOUSLv DISPLAYED, DI)HISSED..J

‘In the Matter of D1501p11nary ‘ )“

Proceedlngs agalnst T
tA?AL CHLODNICKI =~ 3’.,) ! o
T/a. ADAM'S' BEER GARDFN L Sy e O A a1
Rockaway Green Pond Rd. - ~)‘*V“*" ,cgﬁnggﬁggs
Rockaway Township g o ) , A

P.C. Rockaway;‘Nr J.;

Holder of Plenary Retail Consump- )
tion License C-6, issued by the
Townohlp Commlttee of the Townsnlp )
of noc&away.

Dav1d Toung, 3rd Esq., Attornev for Defendant- llcensec.

ﬂEdward P. Ambrose, Esq.; 8ppb811ﬂ0'f0“ Division of Alcohollc

: ‘Jeveraoc Control
BY THE. DIRECTOR.} ‘

Defendant plcaded nOu Uuiltﬁ to'the foiloﬁin" chargeeﬁ o

al,. On April 6 1/53, you sold, served and dellvered and .
allowed, permltted and- suffc;cd the sale, service and dellvery
of alcoholic beverages, directly or 1nd1Lectly, at your licensed’
premises to Patrick J. --- and Frederick C. =--, persons under
the age of twenty-one (21) years and allowed, permitted and suf-
Tered the consumptlon ‘of alcoholic beverages by-such persons
in and upon your licensed chmlscs,‘ln v1olat10n of Rule 1 of
otate Rewulatlons No. 20 : SRR :

W2.' On Aprll 6 1953, you conducted your llcensed bu51ness :
_without having your current license cortlflcate consplcuously )
displayed on your licensed premlsee in such plaln ‘view-as to |
be easily read by all persons visiting tnereon° in v1olat10n

- of Rule 16 of State Rebulatlons No. 20

ﬁs to cnaree 1: The minors named in cnar'e l are. the same
minors referred to in Re Hill (decided herew1th) At the hearlng
herein both minors testified that on the evening of April .6,.1953,

after leaving Hill®s licensed p¢en10cs, the/ each .consumed - elsewhere

the contents of-a quart bottle of beer which had been purchased in
Hillvs premises, and that they then drove to the premises owned by
defendant hereln.

Patrick J. --=, 17 years of a; e, testlfled that tney cnteled
defendantts premises about 11:00 Pellle and that he purchased two
slasses of beer from the licensee who was then tending bar: that
one of these glasses was. placed-in front of him, and the other glass
in“front of hlS companlon° that; after the contents of these fldsses
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were consumed the witness purchased two more glasses of beér from
defendant, one of which was served to him and one to his  companiong
that they consumed the contents of these glasses before leaving the
oremlses at .about .1lg: 30 p.m. I S o :

Frederlck C° - 19 ycars of abe testlflcd that he and’ tae
other minor arrived at defcndanth premises Wsomewhere around elevent
He corroborated the previous witness'! testimony concerning the pur-
chase of a total of four glasses of beer from the licensee and the
consumption of the contents of two of the glasses by each of the
minorse. He testified that they left defendantts premises %"about
11330 or so0.™ At the hearing both minors definitely identified the.
llcensee as the person who was tendlng bar on the evenlnw in quednon.

Defendant testified tha he was behsnd the bar on his llcensed
premises from 2:00 p.m. on April 6 until shortly after 1200 a.m, the
following morning. He named seven patrons who were .in his premises
between ll 00 pe.m. and 11:30 p.m. on April 6, but denied that either
of the two minors was in his licensed premlscs on that evenlng. He
further testified that the first time he saw either of the minors was
when they entered his premises with ABC agents on Aprll 9, 1953,
durlng the- course of an 1nvest1 -ation of the IdCts of- thls case.

On behalf of defendant, bjrli P. Conauer testlfled that he and
his w1fe entered defendant®s premises at app”ox1mately 93530 p.m. on
April 6, 1953, and remained there until -a iittle after 1300 a.m, on
the following morning. He testified that neither of the minors . |
entered defendant?'s premises during the time he was presents . This
witness further testified that hie recalled thc date because it was
master Monday and because he and his wifie went- out on that evening to
set a few drlnks because they did not drink during-Lent. Russell I.
Keiser testified-that. he was in defendant?s oremlses between 9:00 Dl
on Lpril 6, 1953, and 1210 a.m. on the f0110w1n mornlng. He denlod
tna elther of the minors was in dcfendant's premises at .any time
wh'le he was present. While both of these witnesses denied that the
minors entered the premises, they did admit that other -persons
entered and left the- premises while they were present. It is quite
possible that the minors entered. and dran& two glasses of beer .apicce
without being noticed by ‘these two witnesses. After reviewing all
the- ev1dence I conclude that the minors are telllnv the truth and,
hence,; I flnd defendant guilty as to chsrge 1.

As to‘charge 235 - The D1v1s10n falled to establlsh ev1dence
nccessary to a flndlng of gullt. ‘Hence the chdrge 1s dlsmlssed.i

Defendant has a prior record. Z&ffective May 31 1938 tﬂu
local issuing authority suspended his license for three days for sale
to minors and employment of an ineligible bartender.  Effective
November 1 -194L, the then State Commissioner of* Alcohollc Beverage
Control suspended his license for fifteen days after he had oleaded
non vult-to a charge alleging the sale of" al,cohollc.bevpraeesdnrlnr~
prohibited hours in violation-of Fule 1 of Stete Regulations lo. 386
Re Chlodnlckl, Bulletin 638, Item 10, S3ince the similar violation
occurrced more than ten years azo and the dissimilar violation - -
occurred more-than five 7esrs_aro, I shall not consideér them in =

aggravation of- charge 1 herein. . Re JﬁTlvVS Ince, Bulletin 931, Itenm
S« I shall suspend defendant's license For a period of flfteen davs
bceausge of ‘the violation- set fortn in charge 1 (Re H Slln & scott
Bullétin 947, Item 5}, -

Accordlngly, it 1s, on BDlS 250n day of Ne 1953,'1

OnDERPD that Plenary;&etall Consumotlon Llcenso G- 6 issued av

uno Township .Committee- of the Township of uockaway to !dam Chlodnldaq
a hdam's Beer Garden,. for premises on: Rockaway Green Pond Road,

wochewqy Township, be and the same is heréby suspended for fifteen
(15 ) days, commencing at 3300 S olile June 1, 1953, and terminating at
3:00 a«me June 16, 1553 "
DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA

Director.
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8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS ~ SUSPENSION REIMPOSED AFTER AFFIRMANCE BY
COURT OF DIRECTOR®S DECISION., : , :

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Proceedings against
BLUE MIRROR INN, INC. A ) |
T/a RAINBOW GRILLE ) ORDER
3905 Federal Street REIMPOSING SUSPENSION
Pennsauken Township ) RS

P.0, Camden, N. J.,

Holder of Plenary- Retail Consump- ).
tion License C-25, issued by tne
Township Committee of the Township )
of Pennsauken,

BY THE DIRE CTOR:

It appearlng that, by Order heretofore entered on March 5, 1953,
the defendant’s license was suspended for a perlod of ten days (see
Bulletin 961, Item 5), and that the defendant has abandoned its
appeal to the Superior Court, Appellate D1v1ulon, wnich granted a
stay of the suspension pending the appeal, and that the suspension
mey, tnerefore now be reimposed,

It is, on this 25th day of uaV, */53

ORDERED that the ten~day suspension heretofore ordered against
Plenary Retail Consumption License C-25, issued by the Township Com-
mittee of the Township of Pennsauken to Blue Mirror Inn, Inc., t/a
Rainbow Grille, for premises 3905 Federal Street, Pennsauken Township,
be and the same is hereby reimposed, effective at 3:00 a.me June 1,
1653, and term1nau1ng at 3:00 a.m. June 11, 195,0

DOMINIC A. CAVICCHIA
Director,

9. STATE LICENSES - NEW APPLICATIONS FILED.

Warren Distributing Co.

LO5 Thomas Street

Phillipsburg, N. J. " i
Application filed June 3, 1953 for transfer of State Beverage
ﬁis tributorts License SBD- 56 from 9 Hanover Street, Phillipsburg,
Te Jo

Isadore, Sldney and Jacob Singer

T/a M- Slnger Sons

5-6 Van Houten St.

Paterson, N. J,.
Appllcetlon flled June 9 1953 for transfer of utate Beverave
Distributorfts License oBD 136 from Isidore, Sidney and Jacob Singer,
Lxecutors of ‘the Estate of Michael Slnber,' '

Preston Trucklng Company, InC¢

L186-43) Duncan Avenue

Jersey City, N. J.

: Pppllcatlon filed June 12, 1953 for transfer of Transportation
License T-150 from 1039 Pqterson Plank Road, Secaucus, N. J.

DOMINIC A, CAVICCHIA
Director.
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10, DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - STATE BEVERAGE DISTRIBUTOR LICENSEEL -
TRANSPORTATION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES WITHOUT BONA FIDE INVOICES
OR MANIFESTS - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 10 DAYS, LESS 5 FOR PLEA,

In the Matter of DlSClpllnary | )
Proceedings against
)

ANTHONY COLALUCA

Lincoln Boulevard , :
IMiddlesex, N. J., ' ) cgﬂngégggs
Holder of State Beverage Distribu- )

tor's License SBED-3, issued by the
Director of the Division of Alcoholic)
Beverage Control. SN

Anthony Colaluca, Defendant- licensee, Pro Se,
Edwerd F. Ambrose, Esg., appearing for Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleclnr that he trans-
ported and delivered alcoholic beverages in his llcensed vehicle
without the driver thereof having in his possession bona fide -

- invoices or manifests, in v1olatlon of Rulevj of State Reeulaulons
Noo 17. ' .

The file in the instant case discloses that, on April 17, 1953,
the defendant was apprehended by a local police offlcer for peddling
in the Borough of Manville without first obtaining a peddierts
license., As a result-thereof, an investigation by ABC agents estab-
lished that defendant, by v1ft1e of a State Beverage Distributor's
License, .transported and delivered alcoholic beverages to customers
from Hanch 27,1952 until apprenended on April-17, 1953. During that
perlod of tlme, according to his -own admission, defendant failed to
have in his possession authentic and accurate dellvery slips,
invoices, manifests, waybills or similar documents setting forth the
bona fide name and address of the purchaser or consignee, the brand,
size of container and quantity of each item of alcoholic beverages
being delivered and transported. -In his statement the defendant
while admitting all of these facts, stated that he did not know that
his method of transporting and delivering alcoholic beverages was
contrary to the State Regulations, Ignorance of the law-or regula-
tions is no excuse in d1501p11narv proceedings. Eg_ﬁaul, Bulletin
890 Item 5. . L

Defendant has no- prlor QdJudlCated record. I shall, therefore,
suspend his license for a period of ten days. Five days will- be
remitted because of the plea entered herein, leaving a net suspension
of five dayss. Re Kucinski, BuLIetln 839 Item 1z Re Glassman,
Bulletin 856, Item 5e

:ccordlnﬂly, it 1s, on tllo 25Lu day of may, 1953,~

' "ORDERED that State Bcvelage Dlstr butor's L¢cense SBD- 3, issued
by the Director -of the Division of-4lcoholic Beverage Control to
Antnony Colaluca, Lincoln Boulevcrd, lMiddlesex, be and the same is
hereby suspended for a period of five (5) davs, commencing at 7: 00
gelie June 1, 1953, and terminating-at 7:00 a.m. June 6, 1953,

i bt

Dominic A.' Cavicchia
Director,

New Jersey Stale Library



