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1. APPELLATE DhCIoIONS - LAUQENCH HARBOR AMUSLMENT CORPORATION
Ve TUWNSHIP or MADISON tMIDDLQSLX CQUNTy)

LAURhNCE HARBOR AMUSEMENP . -:'% ‘
CORPORATION : o
t/a LAURENCE HARBOR AMUSEMENL )
CORPORATION: -

.Appellant,;,.'d‘)' - ON APPEAL.
Lve- ~ . CONCLUSTONS AND OHDER

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE TOWN-
SHIP OF MADISON (MIDDLESEX CO.) )

Respondent. .' )
J. Richard Kafes, Esq., Pttornev for Appellant.
Morris Roth Esq., Atoornev for nespondent. g

Tﬂn DIRECTOR

" This is an eppeal from an. order ontered by resporident on
October 2, 1952, whereby it suspended appellant?s plenary retail
consumptlon llcense for twenty days, effective May 15, 1953 at
7:00 ae.m., -after finding apoellant guilty of sale, service and
delivery of an alcohollc beverage to a minor and permitting the
consumption of siich beverage by said minor in and upon its
licensed premlses,_ln v1oldtlon of" Rule 1 of State Regulatlons
No. ?3.‘ : ;

Appellant contended tnat reepondtnt?s actnon was erroneous
for the follow1ng reasons: -

Ry The Judgment of gullt was- agalnst the wc1ght of :
the ev1dence and was based upon preJudlce avelnst aopellant.;

#“B, The penalty 1mpo ed uoon aopelWQnt was unreasonable
and unduly oppre581ve.; .

fppellant prays that- respondent?s action ‘ibe reversed and/
or that the penalty prescribed be ‘modifiedy,- :

Respondent, in.its answer, denied that 1te.actioanas :
erroneous and’ asserted that ite Verlct was based on the evi- . ..
dence and not upon prtJudlce." ‘ o

At the hearlng hereln the minor, Richard S, --=-, seventeen
ars of age, testified thau, on the nlﬁht of July 26, 1952 he
wao in the barroom of defendantts lloensed premises between 9: 15
or 9:30 p.m. and 10: 00 peme; that he entered alone but JOlned '
three other youngz men at the bar; that he stood behind them but

stepped up to the.bar to order-: beer° that when one of his com-
nanions ordered’ four ibeers' he called out to-the bartender (whom
he identified) “make it eight*;: that the bartender placed eight
small bottles (nips) of Foxhead beer on the bar in front of him

and his companions: that he put $1.20 on the bar-which was picked -

up by the bartender; that he  (the minor) then picked up one of
the bottles of beer and stepped back from the bar where he con-
sumed a portion of the beer from the bottle, after which one of
the ABC agents took the unconsumed portion from him,
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Three ABC agents also testified., 411l substantially
corroborated the testimony of the minor with respect to the sale
. of beer to said minor by the bartcnder on the night in question
and the consumption by the minor of a portion of that beer. Aill
admitted that the barroom was “crowded” and that the patrons were
two or three deep at the bear. It was. st¢pulated that the contents
of the bottle seized by the agent from the mihor contained beecr
and that it was an lCOhOllC beverage within the meaning of the
Alcoholic Beverage Law (R. Se. 33:1-1b). The agents also testified
that they saw the minor drinking from anothér bottle of beer be-
fore he ordered the eight bottles but denied any knowledge of how
the minor came into possession of said first bottle of beer,

Apparently through & misunderstanding as to the date of the
hearing herein, no w1tnesses appeared for aypellant on the day
scheduled for the hearing. Un the day to which the hearing was
continued appellant rested without calling any witnessess.

Over objection by appelliantts attorney, Mayor Arrowsmith
testified (at the continued hearinz) with respect to respondent?s
decision and its reasons for selecting Mav 15, 1953 as the date
for the commencement of the uus)ension. He testified that he be-
lieved, from the evidence adduced at the nedrlng before respondent,
that dcfendant was gulltv and that the suspension had been made
effective in the spring of 1953 because “a.e..that is when the
business starts and we feel it wouldn't actually punish the licensec
enough if it was given now when it is onlv a seasonal business, or
he might be closed altogether for the winter months', He further
testified as follows: +Well, this tavern more or less does.a
better business during the summer months when more people are down
there at the beach for the summer, Turing the winter, why, there
is not too much business around in these taverns, some of them,
which this is one of them. ind I fel® as though the penalty
wouldn't be strong enough if it was imposcd on them now . . While.
he admitted that he did not know quctly when defendant closed
during the winter he testified that “This particular tavern has
been closed in the past during parts of the winter months¥. &t
another point he testified, “I wouldnf®t say the full winter months,
but it has been closed part time during the winter months®, Upon
being questioned as to.whether or not respvondent considered the
fact that the suspension would include M@morlal Dav. (May 30th) he
ansWwered in the affirmative. hLe further testified that he did
not think the suspension should be made to include Independence
Day (July 4th) saying #I didnft feel it should be that severe to
pick on the Fourth of July®, but also admitted that, because July
4th would be in another licensing vear, respondent had been
advised that it ficouldn®t carry 1t over beyond the licensing
Oe.‘r’lOCl. eeell

‘This testimony was entirely competent and material and was
properly admitted, particularly since appellent itself in its .
petition of appeal charged that the decision of the respondent was
the result of ®prejudice? and that the penalty was “unreasonable
and unduly OppreSsive“. o L ‘

. [ppeals to the Dlrectow from actlon of the local issuing
authority are heard dc novo and the burden of establishing that
the action of such issuing authority was erroneous-and should be
reversed rests with the appellant. Rule 6 of. State Pegulﬁtlons

No. 15°¢ Neu. v, Irvington, Bulletin 92 3, Ttem 3,

- With respect to appéllant'~ contentlon th at respondentfs
~Jjudgment. of guilt'y was against the weight of the evidence, I
find that the evidence adduced at the hearing on this appeal amply
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warrants the flndlng of gu17t., In. eddltlon I dCem 1t 51gn1flcant
that apoellant produced no w1tnosses to denv tne charge.

nppellant claims that the’ respondent s “Judvment of guilt#
was based upon prejudice against appellant. Improper motivation
on the part of public officials may not be presumed. It must be
cstablished by direct proof or proof of circumstances from which
it may reasonably be 1nierred. There is no such proof here.

Lppellant. has failed to sustaln the. burden of es tabliéhing
that respondent?®s flndlng of fu1lt Wes erroneous.

Tbo only point remaining is tne ouostlon of whether the
penalty imposed (a twenty-day suspension of license effective liay
15, 1953) was unreasonable and undulv oppressive. It is well .
settled that the penalty imposed following a local disciplinary -
oroceeding, in the first instance, within reassonable limitations,
rests w1th1n the souhd discretion of the municipal issuing .
authority. The power of the State Comnmissioner (now Director) to
reduce, a penalty on appeal should be exercised only in those cases
where the penalty imposed is manifestly unreasonable and clearly
excessive.- Dzieman v. Paterson, Bulletin 233, Item 10; Schmidt v,
4or11°town, Bulletin 457, Item 73 Gene's flzzcrla, 6hh Inc. et al.
v. Zavonne, Bulletin 510, Ttem ll; Creston Holding Company ve. .
ﬂellev1lle, Bulletin 54&, Item 2: Ruoff v, Gloucester, Bulletin. 749
Item 1, Holzberg v, Orqnge, Bulletin §72, ltem 11.

With respect to the length of the suspenulon the ncrowded'
condition of the barroom on th night in question was advanced by
appellant as an alleged mitigating circumstance to be considered
in determining the quantum of penalty. This contention is without

merit. The licensee’s responsibility properly to supervise his
licensed premises and his liasbility for violations occurring there-
on is the ‘same whether his- business be large or small, Re Frank
Dailey's Meadowbrook, Inc,, Bulletin 769, Ttem 6. It may be noted,
by way of oomperlson thet the minimum suspe ension imposed .by. the
Dlroctor in similar cases 1nvolv1nG sale of alcoholic beverages to
a scventéen-year-old minor. is flftcen days. However, such minimum
penalty policy -of the Dlrector does not pr eclude a- more severe
penalty if, in the opinion of tz” local issuing authority, a more
severe Deneltv is warranted. ’ : . '

ﬂlth res pect to the Qgrlod covered. by the uuspenulon ie€a,
r 15, 1953 through June 3, 93, which period includes the
Memorlal Day holiday, here agaln the matter rests within the sound
discretion of the local issuing authority,. in the first 1nqtancc.
un the record before me I cannot find that the inclusion of &
holiday in the perlod of. suspension renders the penalty unrea 0N~
obl( or unduly o ppressive nor is there any other indication that
the rcspond@nt W”° either arbitrary or unnoasondble in 1mp051n“»
the penalty in Oueutlon. :

The action of reSpondent will be affifmed; the present appeal
will be dismissed "and the twenty-dsy suspension originally imposed
will be relnstabed. : .

Accordlngly 1t 1s, On.thlu 2lst day of January 1953,

ORDERED that the actlon of respondent be.. and the same is f
hereby affirmed and the appeel be ‘and the same is hereby dlomlssed
and it is further
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ORDERED that the twenty-~day suspenéion by respondent of
appellant?®s plenary retail consumption license C-17, for premises
Beach Front, Madison (Twp.), be and the same is hereby restored to
commence at 7 a.m., May 15, l,;3'~nd termlngte at 7 a.m., June 4,
1953. | P

' » DOMINIC Ao CAVICCHIA

) » - Director
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING°-~ FAL STATLLBNTS IN IPPLICATION -
AIDING AND ABETTINGNNONRMDID,NT TO HOLD MORL THAN 10% OF
STOCK OF CORPORATION--HOLDING RETAIL LICENSE - ”PLOXING UN»

YULLIFIED PERSONS - ILLEGLL SITUATION NOT CORRECTED -
LICENSE SUSPENDED" FOR BALANCL OF TERM WITH LEAVE TO APPLY
TO LIFT SUSPENSION:AFTER 40 DAYS, IF SITUATION CORRECTED.,

In the Matter of DlSClDllnaI‘ )
Proceedings mgalnst -

=) :“-,“.I ' A
VILLA ROMA HOBOKEN (& COR¢.) CONCLUSIONS
223 Washington Street, ) LND ORDER

Hoboken, New Jersey
SR )
Holder of Plenary Retail Consump-
tion License C-211, “issued by the)
Board of Commissioners of the
City of Hoboken., : )
; Henrv Jo Camby, Esq., Lttorney for Defenda nt~licensee. ,
William F. Wood, Esq., Apoearlnc for Division-of Alcoholic
Beverage Control,

BY THE DIRECTOR:
The fOllOWlng charrcg were 01efbrred against’ defendant

'f*l In vour onllcatlon dated June 5, 1952 filed with the
Board . of Commissioners of Hoboken, upon whlch you obtained

s oyour current"p]cnary reteail consumptlon license, -you falsely
stated that your stockholders were Frances Passarelli (17
shares or 85%), Lurelio Battistoni (2 shares or 10%) and
Anthony F. Ditri (1 share or 5%), whereas in truth and
Tact your stockholders of record.-were Lurelid Battistoni
(9 shares or 45%), Pasquale Diillenza (9 shares or 45%) and
Margarita Troccoli (2 shares or LO‘)9vsaidxfalse state-
ment being in v1olatlon of R4S, 33 -25+

, ~2. In vour aforeseld qpplwcatlon you fa1sely stated No¥
‘in answer to Question 24, which asks: 'Has any stockholder
of the applicant corporation any beneficial interest, di-
rectly or indirectly, in the stock iof any other- stockholdar
in the applicant corporation??, whereas in truth and fact
Lurelio Battistoni-thad such an interest in: that he was the
real and beneficial owner of all of your: outstandlng stock:
said false statement belng in violation of R.S. 33 25.‘

“3, From-on or about May 6, 1052 until the preseht time,

© you krowingly' aided and ebctted furelio' Battistoni to ex- I
ercise, contrary to Re.S. 33:1-26, the rights and privileges
of your successive plenary reuall consumptlon llcenues
thereby yourself violating R.o. 33%1-52.40 - :

Wl, From on-or about October 22, 19517 until on -or about
May 6, 1952, your predecessor 1n interest, Pasquale S
DlMenza (ulso known as Pasquale Delianza) knowingly aided
and abetted Aurelio Battistoni to exercise, contrary to
ReSs 33:1-26, the rights and privileges of his plenary
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retail consumptlon llcense° thereby himself violating R.S.
3351~ 52. : -

54 On [ugust 5, 1952 and prlor thereto, you knowingly employed
and had connected with you in a bu51ness cepacity Louls Cervellin
and the aforesaid Aurelio Battistoni, persons who were not bona
fide residents of the State of-New Jersey and who had not ob-
tained currently effective emplovment permits from the Director
‘of the Division of ilcoholic Beverage Control; in violation of

Rule L of State Regulations No. 13.%

Defendant has pleaded not 0u1lt/ to. charges l 2, 3 and 4 and
non vult to charge 5.

The cvidence in the inouqnt case dlscloses thet in September:

1951 Lurelio Battistoni borrowed $4,000.00 from Frances Passarelli,
his sister-in-law, for the- OUTOOSv of going into business. By
aszreement dated October 19, 51 furelio Battistoni acquired from
Pasquale DilMenza (also known, v reason of municipal certification
of license issuance, as “Dellanza®“) & one-half interest in a liguor
license held by tho latter and. a restaurant business operated in
conjunction thereszth° On- November 26, 1951 the defendant- corporea-
tion was duly incorporated, at which time hurelio Battistoni and
Pasquale DiMenza. each SUboCPlb“d for nine shares of the ca OLtal
stock and one Margarita Troccoli subscribed for two shares of said’
-stock, However, furelio Battistoni and Pasquale.DilMenza continued
to operate the business es partners from October 19, 1951 until
Lpril 1L, 1952 when Aurelio Battistoni purchased the interest of
Pasquale DiMenza and became the sole owner of the liquor license and
the business conducted thereunder., On Mav 6, 1952 the local issuing

authority approved the transfer of the llcense in question from
Pusquule DiMenza to the defendant-corporation and on June 26,. 1952
said llconse was renewed in the name of dcfendant-corpora tlon for
7uhC current licensing period. In the applications for transfer and
renewal of the license Frances Passarelli was sct forth as the holder
of seventeen shares of the capital stock of defendent, Lurelio
"Battistoni as thé holder of Lwo sharcs,’gnd hnthony P. Dltrl as the
holder of one share. « :

An-ABC agent testified that durln; the course of thc investi-
‘ation herein he interviewed Frances Passarelli with reference to
AGF interest in the defendant-corporation. She 1nformed him that
Eurelio Battistoni, her brother- Ln—law, borrowed $4,000,00 from her
in September 1951 Qnd although she requested payment by him of the
loan on divers occa51ons, the debt still remained unpaid. She
further stated, according to the testimony of the LBC.agent, that
“the stock set forth in the avpplications for transfer and ren swal),”
rcsoectlvsly of the license was actually the property.of Aurelio.
Battistoni and that it was listed as belonging to her because he,
was not a resident of New Jersev. Such information was reduced £0.
vrltlnﬂ on August 5, 7952 and was 51Pned and sworn to by Frances
assa;elll on August 6, 1952. : : -

Frances Passarelli, prodvced at the. hegrinﬂ as a witness for
the defendant, acknowledged thet she loaned ! h OOO 00 to furelio
Battistoni in Seotembcr 1951, but asserted that when - the loan was
not paid she agreed to acceot seventeen shares of ‘stock .in defendant-
corporation.- Althouvh she -further testified that furelio Battistoni
had promised that she would reccive ‘papers from his lmwyer, .such
papers were never forthcoming, ihen confronted with the answers to
cquestions propounded to her at thc time the statement was taken by
the ABC agent, Frances Passarcelli claimed, in many instances, that -
she did not remember what she said at that time.

Aurelio Battistoni testified that when he entered into an
agreement on October 19, 1951 with Pasquale DilMenza to acquire a
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one~half interest in the. liquor license he wes, and that he now is,
a resident of New York State; that he and Pasquale DiMenza continued
- Operating as partners until JJTil 1952: that when he acquired the
half interest in the license he was ignorant of the- fgct that an
individual nonresident could not have an interest in a retail liguor
license in New Jersey; that thereafter the defendant-corporation
was formed and it was Aurelio, Battistoni®s intention at that time
that hé and Pasquale DiMenza eacn be equal stockhold¢rsg ‘that in :
Lpril 1952 he acquired PasquaTo Diidenzats shere in the liquor license
and that he agreed to give Frances rFassarelli seventeen shares of
the stock of defendant—corporation. o -

Anthony F° Ditri LcstL¢1ud that in POrll 1952 he was rctaln@d
by Aurelio Battistoni as attorney for the defandant corporatlon, that
he was instructed to prepare stock certificates in conformity with
the listing of the stockholders as appeared in the applications for
transfer and renewal of the license: that he neglected to do s0;
that, although there were meetings of stoc&holders, Frarices
uqsoarelll never attcnded a mecting but votﬁd by proxy.

- It may be true that Aurelio att:stonl acquired an 1nterest
in the liquor. license:prior to obtaining knowledge that a honresident

of New Jersey is not.eligible to hold a reteil liquor. license 4in this = -

States It is apparent from the evidence that he did not reveal. his
true ‘interest in the corporate setup... It is evident that Frantes
Passarelli had no interest in the shdres of stock., The inconsistency
between her testimony:at the hearlng and her original statement
given by her to the ABC agent, and her acknowledged lapse of memory
with reference to many- pertlncnt natters, brcatly diminishes the
weight of her testimony. From all the evidence herein, I conclude
that Aurelio Battistoni is the beneficial owner of all the stock of.
defendant-corporations I am satisfied, after consideration of all
the evidence, -that the defendant .is gu1ltv of charges 1, 2, 3 and L.
I so find.: A plea of non qut has aWreud“ been noted es to chwrgb 5

Defendunt hqs no prlor djvalch ed rncord. Tne usual penthm
for v1olat10ns as. set forth in charges;}, 2, 3 and 4 is-thirty days.
Re Serti, Bulletin 750, Item 6; Re Gordon, Bulletin 796, Item 7.
_Tuu > usual penalty for a violation of the nature set fortn in charge

5 1s ten days. Re Rock View (Inc. ), Bulletin 738 Item 1. This
mokes a total of TOTLY GESER ' '

- It is to be noted, however, thag the unlewful situation con-
tinues to . existl, ﬁurcllo Bdttlutonl resides in Brooklvn, Ne Vo. I
have no alternative but to suspend the license for the balance of
its term, - I shall, however, cntcwueln a petition to lift the sus-
pengion herein : fter a correction of ‘the unlawful situation has been
effected, but in:-no event will the qusnen31®n be lifted until the
license has been under suspension. for a porlod of forty d?ys from
the elfcctlve date thereof.

Accordlnglv, it is, on this &th du of Januery, 1953,

ORDERLD that PlenQrv Retail Consumotlon License (C-211, issucd
by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Hoboken to Vllla Roma
Hoboken (A Corp.), 223 Washington Street, Hoboken, be and the :same
- 1s hereby suspended  for the balznce of its tern, cxnlrln“ at mid-
right June 30, 1953, effective at 2 a.m. January l@,,1953; with leave
to file, .as afores 1d a petition to lift said suspension..

DOMINIC h. CAVICCHIL
. ‘ , R Director
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3 DISCIPLINARY PROC}EDINGS - GAMBLING -~ LOTTERY -~ HINDERING'
: INVESTIGATION - PRIOR%RECORD.a*LICENSE&SUSPENDED FOR 4O
DAYS, : R s . ,

In the Matter of DlSClplln;PV, S
Proceedings agaanst NI
):..'

'kNICPAEL & CAROLINE KAPLAEN

- & LEON PAbAUN : )
153 155 Fifth treet, - CGNCLUESIONS
Elizabeth 1, New‘Jersey, Yoo LND ORDER

Holders of Plenary Retail Consump-)
tion License C-56, issued by the

Iiunicipal Board of Llcoholic )
beverage Control of the Clt} of -
‘leabcth. S

tanlcT W Greenfleld Esq., iLtornuv for Defendant 11censeesa
Fdward F, Ambrose, tho, Lppearing for Division of flcoholic
' . Beveregc Control :

BY THE DIRECTORa

Defendant originally nleaded not guilty to the following
charges: ' . -

#1, On September 13 and 16; 1952, you allowed, permitted
and suffered gambling, viz., the making and ¢ cceptinv'of
horse race bets in and upon your licensed premises; in
violation of Rule 7 of Stqte Rooulatlons No. 20,

W2, On September’ 13,‘1952, you allowed, permltted and-

- suffered tickets and participation rlvhts in a lottery,
commonly known as the fnumbers game? to be sold and offered
for sale in and upon vour licensed premises: in violation
of Rule 6 of ut°t€ Revulﬂtlons No. 20

3 On Septemb@r Lo, 1952, whlle anOStlgdCOTS of the
Division of Alcoholic bevbr z¢ Control were conducting an
investigetion at your'licenscd,oremlscs you failed to
facilitate and hindered and delayed and caused the hin-
d“qnce and delayv of such investigation: in violation.of

Roe S 33 1- 35. ‘

. 4t the hegrlng her01n oefendanto cha nged their plea as to
charge 1 and pleaded non vult to so much of that charge as relates
~to September 16, 1952, The not guilty plea remained in effect as
"~ to éll?other ﬂllbgatlons contalned in the Charnes..

~With” TeSOLCu to the 1n01dents which were alleged to have-
taken pluco ‘on September 13, 1952, an. ABC.agent testified that, when
 he entered at approximately L1L:sL5 2.Mm.,- Michael Kaplan, one of the
llcansoes, was tending bar and that there were six male patrons at
~the bars - At noon a ‘short man; known as *Rosie®, entered the bar-
~‘room end talked with some of the men at the bar, One of the men
called out a humber (527) and handed "Rosie®. some. change where-
upon “Rosie® wrote. the number on a small pad which he tuok from his
- pocket’ and then returned the pad to his pocket° Meanwhile another
man who  had becn seated .at the bar reading a horse racing form
wrotc on a slip of paper. and handed it to “Rosie® with some money,
“Rosie"Y soon luft the licensed premises but returned twenty minutes
later, at which time a woman who had: entered during his absence
~called to him-in a voice loud enough to be heard by the agent seated
at the bar, 'saying, %I have three numbers to give you', “Roslie"
then took out his pad and wrote on it the three numbers (06&, 077
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and 078) which the woman called out. While all of these incidents
were transpiring the aforementioned licensce, Michael Kaplan, was
behind the bar waiting on the patrons, In his testimony, said
licensee denied knowing that “Hosic engaged in booking bets on
horse races or ¥%numbers writing' and dis sclaimed any knowledge of
any illegal activities upon the licensed premises. He admitted,
however, that "Rosie" frequents the licensed promises and that he
is “in and out® daily. He further admitted that VRosieh was upon
‘the premises when the agent was there on September 13, 1952.

Three ABC agents testified as to the incidents which were
alleged to have occurred on Scotember 16, 1952+ The testimony of
two of these agents may be summarized as follows: They were scated
at the bar in the defendents? barroom at “D)foximately 1330 van,
Une of the agents prepared two horse race betting slips and handed
onc of them to a barmaid (latcr identified as the sister of licensee
Caroline Kaplan) who handed it to Carolince Kaplan when she (the
barmaid) was relieved by her a few moments later.  Caroline Kaplan,
in turn, handed this slip to ‘“Eosie" who was then in the licensed
premises, A short time thereafter the same agent handed to
Caroline Kaplan a second horse race betting slip and a five dollar
bill, She took the slip and placed it behind and beneath the bar
and the agent left the premises. Within a few minutes the same
agent returned to the barroom and approached the bar at the place
where there is an opening formed by Wifting 2 hinged section of
the bar.  The second agent, who had remained in the barroom, was
scated a few feet from the aforementioned opening. ALs the first
agent arrived at the opening, licensee Carocline Keplan was standing
behind the bar a few feet from the opening and with her beck to the

fcnts. The first agent testified that he called to her, that she

ame toward him and that he exhibited his badge and announced that
nc was an YABC man® and wanted the slip of paper and money which
he had lately handed her., Both agents .testified that, almost
immediately, Caroline Xaplan became boisterous and practically
hysterical, shouting at the first agent that he had not properly
identified himself and that he had “no business® behind the bar,
meanwhile pushing seid agent with her hands. Both agents also testi-
ficd that Ceroline Kaplan picked up the slip of paper which the
first agent had handed to her and threw it across the- bar where it
was rctrieved by a male patron and thrown-back to her, and that she
thereafter secreted the slip of waper and,-although requested to
deliver it to the agents, refused to do oO saying that she would
give it to Detective Kolas {of the Pllzabeth ‘Police Department).
They further testified that, as soon as Caroline Kaplan began to
shout, several male patrons became excited and began to interfere
with the agents but that the second agent then placed his creden-
tials (consisting of a folder containing his commission and
identifying photograph and his badge) on the bar in front of
Caroline Kaplan, informed the patrons of his identity and that of
his colleague and warned them not to interfere, and that within a
short time everything became calm., They further testified, however,
that the slip of paper was not handed over until Caroline Kaplan
retrieved it from a garbage can behind the bar several minutes after
Detective Kolas arrived ut the licensed premises (in response to
a telephoné call mede by a third ABC agent who had entered the bar-
room after the excitement'had subsided). They also testified that
Ceroline -Kaplen told them that the barmaid, who had taken the first
horse race betting slip from the first ag ent -was her sister but
steadfastly refused to give her sisterts name cleiming that she
was 11l and should not be disturbed. This refus 2l was repeated the
next day. and continued untll tuc day of the hearing.

The third ABC agent who was Dresent on September 16 1952
testified that, when he arrived ot the licensed premises between
3:15 pem. and 3:30 p.m., on September 16, 1952, Caroline Kaplan
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was ¥in an excitable. condltlonn“ that.he showed: her his credentials
and 'told her "he was. un.hBC °”cnt,athat he ‘told her that he was
looking for 'the slip of.paper; that he. ‘went - behind the bar and
secercied ‘for it but was told by C‘PO11HG Kaplon that she would

give it to Detective Kolas, on¢ 7o He further testified that he
't@WeDhoncd for the Elizabeth I ollce and - that, mlthougn he searched
for the slip durlng the nght or. ten minutes it took the police to
arrive, he dld not. find or receive the slip which was later found
b Caroline K“plan in ‘the garbage can' and handed bvvner to
Detoctlvb Kolas, several minutes.after he arrived at the-licensed
premises He' further testificd.that es.soon as he identified. him-
sé“f‘to'b aroline Kaplan she. comUlnyned thot-the first agent had not
properly identified himself to her but. aduitted that. the second
agent head- properlv 1dent1f¢ea a1mge f to ner“...flve or ten seconds
lqtelo.o“o' : o :

On behalf of dcfendents severa1 oatrons testlfled ‘that they
witnessed the comnotion in the barroom on the_ dfterncon of. September
16, 1952; that they saw the first agent behind the bars that
Caroline Kaplan became excited and told the agent thet he could not
go behind the bar; that the second. agent put his’ credentlgls on the
bar and warned the patrons not. to interfere; that Caroline {aalwn
tnrcw a piece of paper over -the bar, from whcnce it was returned by

a ‘patron: ‘and that Caroline Kaplan thercafter “cooled offw, One
of these patrons also testified,thatzthe'third agent also identi-
fied himself to and talked with Caroline Kaplan and ‘that she found
the. sllp-of oaper after the police- arrlved.

In-hér tcstlmonv CﬁroTlno Ka chn udm1ttcd thut - on September
16, 1952, 'she had taken’one slip from the first qvent who told
her ‘that he had a Stip "and asked her to give the ollo to ‘Rosie™,
and that she had already given to #llosieV the slip wnlch,the Qbont
had handed to her sister, - She testified that she’plgced the-
second slip on top of the beer cases behind the bar and that, when
the first agent asked her for the siip, he ceme ‘bebind the ba
~while¢ she had her back to him, ”“ﬂbbcd her qfm (which he dbnlCd)
end told her that he was Wan JuC mon® and osked for the slip of
paper, .. She testified that ﬁb q1d not- cxnlblt “thhlnL to identify
himself as such agent and that she told him that he had.no bu°1ness
behind the bar. and fndeﬂvorcd to. push him- from there, ' She also
testified that the second ﬂ”ent OXJlbltGd full credentisn 1s and
admitted that she did not .then attemnt to. find the slip of Dapera
She further testlfled that she khew.that the slip “...was, some
kind of betig that she threw the s¢1p and -thereafter recovered it
qna had-it in her hand*and thed #I threw it in the garbage®. :
en asked why she threw the slip of paper.over the bar she replied,
“I he wanted it so baed I will throw it and let him get itw. .. She
leo aedmitted that she told the first agent that she would give
the glip-of paper to: Detective Kolas when he arrived and thut
ltnough the third agent proverly.identified ‘himgelf to her' as an
ABC ‘agerit ‘and uearched behind the. bar for five minutes ‘beforé the
pollce arrived, ‘she 'did not. give him the . slip ‘of paper. She fUther
admitted thet sho refused to. give: the aﬂents the' name and address
of the barmaid (her ulster).

ks above: r601ted the llCunSOeS pleaded non vult to so much
of charge 1 as alleges that they ullOWbd permitted- and suffered
bookmaking on the chcnsed premises on- oeptember 16, 1952, Although
strong suspicion arises that similer qcL1v1t1es may have occurred
there on September 13, 1952 clso, such fact has not been estﬁbljohed|
by the requisite prepondcrance of the evidence and consoquentiv I
£ind defendants not guilty as to that portien of charge 1 which
refers to September 13, 1952,
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ks to charge 2 the evidence is clear that %"Rosie% was wrltlng
iinumbers in the barrodom of defendants? licensed premises on
September-13, 1952, and that his activities were open and ‘notorious.
Therefore I flnd defendants gullty os to cherge 2. :

As to cha rge 3. there is some confllct bctween the testimony -
of the witnesses for the Division ‘and the witnesses for defendants,
but the essential facts are not in dispute. When the first agent
asked Caroline Kaplen for the slip of paper he had prev1ously
given to her he told her that he was an WLBC agent, Caroline
Kgplan admitted that he said he was an.#iBC agent® but denied his
claim that he exhibited his badge. -Undoubtedly, the first ugent
did not fully end completely identify himself to Caroline Kapl
because, admittedly, he did not exhibit to her his commission and
photograph° Such failure might have excused her original conduct
in pushing him-and telling him that he did not belong behind the
bar, but it cannot excuse her latcr conduct in failing to coopercte
w1th the agents after the second agent had properlv ldbntlflCd hlm»
self “five or ten seconds’ later; ond nothing in the record in this
cese Justifies her continued failure_to-deliver the slip of paper
to the agents for several minutes after the third agent had
properly identified himself or her failure to divulge the name of
the barmeid. (her sister) as late as the next day, It may be true
that, et first, Caroline Kaplan wes, to use her own term “scared®
but I am convinced that what she was afraid of was, not that the
agent was a “stick-up® man (as is contended) but rather the con-
sequences of.being caught in a violation. Her guilty knowledge
explains very cleearly her excitement and her frentic efforts to
get rid of the evidence (the betting slip). Lfter carefully con-
sidering 211 of the evidence I find deféndents guilty as to chﬂrgo
3. _

Defendants have a prior record, Effective March &, 1948,
their license was suspended by the local issuing cuthority for
five days for allowing, permitting and suffering a brawl or other
disturbance upon the licensed premises. I shall susvend der
fendants? license for twenty days on.'charges 1 and 2, (Cf. Re
Italieno, Bulletin 898, Item 6) and for an Addltlongl fifteen days
on charge 3, Re Mrozck Bulletin 906, Item 7. Five days will be
edded for the prior d1851m119r viols tlon occurring within the five-
year period. Re Goldberg, Bulletin ¢52, Item 5. No remission
will be made for the entry of the non vult plea as to part of
scharge 1 because it was necessary to try the case fully upon the
other pendlng churges° Re Victoria Bar, Inc., Bulletin 841, Ttem 5,

‘ Accordlngly, it is, on this 20th dey of January 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-56, issued
by the Municipal Board of ilcoholic Beverage Control of uhC City
of. Elizabeth to Michael & Cearoline Kaplen & Leon Paszun, 153- 155
"Fifth Street, Elizabeth, be and thé same is hereby suspendgd for
2 period of forty (40) days commencing ot 2 ‘@.Mo, January 26,

+ 1953, and terminating at 2 a.m., Mo rch 7 l,)3 : :

DOMINIC JN C]VICCHIh
Director
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L DISCIPLINﬁRY PROCEEDINGS - FALSE STATEMENT IN APPLICATION
' AS TO--AMOUNT OF STOCK OWNED BY NONRESIDENT = SITUfTION
COaRECTLD - LICLNom SUSPENDrD FOR jO DflSa A

In ths Mqtter of D1801pllnary Do
Proceedlngs against

)
- 500 MARKET STREET CORPOR}TION v . CONCLUSTONS -
" 500 Market Street. ).~ . . AND QRDER .-
Ncwark 5, N° J,, . o

Holder of Plenary Retell Consump-.

tion License C-167, issued by t ]J )
Iunicipal Board of -Alcoholic A
Beverage uontrol of thc Clty of )
Newerk. - .

— et mm e tm em em T wm em ew e me mm wma em e em me

Mortin Gelber, Esq., Attorney for Defendant-licensee,
Jilliam F° Wood Euq., Appcvrlng for Divigsion of Alcoholic
. o Beverage Control,

THE DIRECTOR
Defendant pleaded not C"ullty to the iollow1ng chargc

In your appllcﬁtlon dated June ll 195z filed with thc
Funicipal Board of Alcoholic Bevers ge Control of Newark,
upon which you obtained your current plenary retail con-
sumption license; you, after listing your stockholders in
answer to ﬁuestlon 22 as Emilio Rodriguez (90 shares or
90%), kurelio Ceabelar (& shares or &%), Morie Rodriguez
(1 share or 1%), and Josephine Cabalar. (1 share or 1%),
falsely stated o' in answer to. Question 24, which asks:
*Has any stockholder of the applicant corporatlon any
beneficial interest, directly or indirectly, in the stock
of any stockholder of the applicent corporation??, wherecas
in truth and fact Aurelio Cabalar has such an interest as
the real and beneficial owner of a portion of the stock
held by Emilio Rodriguez; scid false statement being in
violetion of Rs S. 33:1-25.%

Lt the hearing, there were introduced in evidence sworn state-
ments which had been obtained from Aurelio Cabalar and Emilio
Rodriguez, the principal stockholders of the llcensee corporatlon.
In th01r stgtemgnts, both admitted that their stdckholdings in the
corporation were set forth in the  license “hpllbatlon 28 follows
tmilio Rodriguez, 90 shares - OO%, Josephine Cabaler, 1 share - lw,
ifurelid Cebaler, & shares' .~ 6% and larie ‘Rodriguez, 1. share - 1%,
but that they were in- fact equal partners in the business. They
also =admitted that, because Lurelio Cebolar was 2o nonresident. of
New Jcersey when thc eppllcatlon wes filed and therefore could not
hold more than ten per cent of the corporation’s stock, the bulk
of the stock was issued to Emilio Rodrlﬂuez who is a: r651dent of
New Jersey, They also admitted tn of $300.00 in profits dis-
urlbuted thus far), " each received 150 OO Their statements further
show that the Lotal: purchase prlce for thp business was {5, 500,00
Cplus ¢ 600 00 for the stock of liquor on hand: that- Cabalar and
uodrlguez each paid §BOO 00 toward the purchaese of the liquor and
 that Cebalar paid $2,000,00 toward the purchase of the business
while Rodrlguez paid-§$3,500.00s In the earlier of his two -sworn
ste tements Cabalar had stated that he and Rodriguez had each in-
vested {2,750,00 in the business (onc-half of the §5,500.00 purchase
price).- it the hearing Cabalar testified that he now resides in
New Jersey and expects to become an equal stockholder with Rodrigucz
after repaying the latter $750.00 to equgllze their investments
(thus explaining the apparent discrepancy in his two statements
as to the amount he had invested). :
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It is clear that, in every respect Cabaler end Rodriguez,
who are cousins, were £6 participate in thc llensed business to an’
¢qual degreé, and that the sole reason for llmltlng the discloscd
stockholdlngs of Cabalar was to make it appeer that he, as a non-
resident, did not possess a prohibited interest in the corporation.
Dcfendant is guilty as Chargoa. ‘

Defendant has submitted proof that the unlewful situotion
has been corrected. Eighty-two additioncl shares of defendeantfs
corporate stock have been issued to Aurelic Cabalar and he is now
on cquel terms with Rodriguez as originally planned Each now
cppears to be the sole owner of the shcrps of stock issued to him,

Defendant has no prior “ddualcctca rbcordo. Under the ciy-
cumstences I shall sus pcnd the license for thirty duys, the minimum-
penelty in this type of cases Cf. fe Club Tric, Inc,, Bulletin o,o,
Ttem 1.

kecordingly, it is, on this lhth day of Jénuary41953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-167, issued
by the Municipal Board of ilcoholic Beverage Control of the Clty
of Newark to 500 Merket Strect Corporction, 500 Market Street,
Newecrk, be and the same is hcreby ousoandbd for o period of. tnlrt\
(30) days, commencing at 2 a.m., Jonuary 19 1953, and terminating
ot 2 a.m., February 18, 1953, .

DOMINIC g._CAVICCHIA o
Director !

v'5. 'DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - GAMBLING - LICENSE SUSPENDED‘FOR
20 DAYS LESS 5 FOR PLEi,

In the Matter of Disciplinary )
Droccedlngs agﬂlnst )
MILTON WiYS -

Hording Highway, McKee City )
gg Herbor Township : -
PO RD 1, Pleese ntv1llp, N. Ja,)~ '
CONCLUSIONS
Holder of. PlenQrV Rct“ll Consum“- ) . AND ORDER
tion License C-19, issued by the | '
Townsnlp Commlttee of the Townshi®)
of igg Harbor. ‘
Coulomb, MCAlLLSth & Huntor ,uqqs., by Robert N. Mcillister, Lsd.,

‘ Attorne 's for ‘Defendant-licensec,
Tdward F. Amborse, Esq., Lppearing for Division of Alcoholic

" Bevercge Control.

BY THE DIRECTOR:

The- defend nt ple rded non vult to o chﬁrgc zlleging thet
he nllowed, permitted and suffered ﬂmblln»' viz., the mcking and
cccepting of 2 horse race bet upon ta@ llCCHSCd prem1ses, in v1olg—
tion of Rule 7 of State Qb”ul tlons No. ?O

The file dlSClOSCo tha t, on October 2 1952 two State
Troopers placed o horse race bet with Jean B---, barmeid employed
by defendant. S(ld bet wos mode in the barroom of the licensed
premises and Jeaon placed the bcttlng slip ond money with other
similar sllps behind the bar., The Troopers returncd to the licensed
premises on the folIOW1ng doy and ﬂrrusted Jcnn for booxmsklng.
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They obtained o written statement from her in which she admitted
accepting bets at the licensed premises from time to time and
cloimed thet she always tronsmitted the bets to the roace track
which.is nearby. She further admitted that she telephoned bets

to two men in Vineland but ste ted that she did not know whethcr or
not the licensee was awore of her said ﬂct1v1t16q.-

In mltlggtlon it is claimed that the llcensee hﬂd no knOWLCd”@
_OL thé fact that- Jean was: cccepting bets for transmittal to the
roce track. Nevertheless, the licensec is responsible for the vio-
lotion committed by his employee, even though without his knowledge
or contrary to his instructions. Re Maoyers, Bullctln 731, Ttem 9f
Rule 31 of State Regulations No. 20,

Defendant has no prior‘adjudicated record. I sholl suspend
his license for twenty days, the minimum penclty for this type of
violetion involving o licensee or cn cmployee of a licensce., Five
deys will be remitted for the pleo entered hcr01n, leaving o net
suspension of fifteen-days. Re Moiorisi, Bulletin 894, Item 1k
Re Zliz, Bulletin 801 Item 35 Cf. Le liage zar, Bulletin 911 Item 9.

Accordlnvly, it is, on this 21st day of Jcnucry 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumbtlon License C-19, issucd
by~ the Township Committee of. the. Township. of Egg Harbor to Milton
leys, Harding Highway,,. McKee. City, Egg Harbor Townshlp, be- and the
some is hereby suspended for a period .of fifteen (15). deys,
commencing at 7 c.m., Jenuary 28, 195;,“~nd termlngtlng at 7 cola,
Februery 12, 1953, - P

DUMINIC A. CAVICCHIA
Director

6 DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ALLOWING LICENSED PREMISES TO BE -
USED IN CONNECTION WITH ILLEGALL ACTIVITY: (SLOT MACHINES) '
RESULTING IN 4 CONVICTION IN GRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS - PRIOR
RECORD - LICENSE SUSPLNDQD FOR 15 DAYS LESS 5 FOR PLEL,

In the Matter of Dls¢1plln°ry -)
Proceedings “golnst

NORTH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB INC,,

~t/a “North Jersey- Country Clubi)
Homburgh Turnplke, -
Prcskness, Wayne Townshlp, )
PO Paterson RFD :'1, N. J.,

) -~ CONCLUSIONS
Holder of Plenary Reteil Consump- LND ORDER - -
tion License C-4, issued by the )
ownshlp Committee of the Town-v
ship of Woyne, )

— e em e wm T wm e me mm mm s em ma mm e wm me

Peter Hofstre, Esq., Attorney for Defendants llcensee. R T
Edwerd F, Amborse, Esqe., fppeoring for Division of ulcohollc
I Bevef ge Control

o

BY THE DIRECTOR°
Defendant hos pleuded non vult to the follow1ng che rgeol

0n Merch 26, 1952, you qllowed permlttcd °nd suffcred your
licensed premlces to be used in furtherance and oid of end
in connection with an illegal activity or enterprise result-
ing in o conviction in a criminal prosecution, in that five
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slot machines were maintained on an unlicenscd portion of
your licensed building nccessible from the licensed portion,
-with respect to which you were convicted on or about October
10, 1952 in the. PQSSLlC Countyv Court. of the crime of keeping .
;slot machines for gaming; in, v1011t10n of Rule h of State -
Regulotions No, .20, “,4 e

The flle hereln dlscloscs th L on’ M rch °6 1952 two locul
police officers found five slot machinés on the econd floor of the
;building. in which defendantfs: 71ccnggd premises .are located. The
second floor.of said bulldlng,’ﬂlthouva not part.of defendentf®s. 1i-
.. ccnsed premises, was.readily oaccessibl ¢ from.the first floor which
:,constltutcs the llcenued premlses.v I o '

“On October 10, 1952 dcfcndbnt GntCLQd al Oleu of non vaTt
in o county court to 2 churv of keeping slot muchlnes for goming
- oond as.a result thereof was fined {1, 000,00,

. Defendent has 2 prlor dgudlcatcd ”ccowd. ffcctlvc MciCﬂ 26,
1951, its license was gusponded for ten days bftbr it pleaded guth)

to possession 6f a bottle.of liquor not genuine as l abeled. Re.
“North Jersey Country.Club ‘Incs, Pulletin 902, Item 8., The minimum
acnglty for o violetion of" the type here CerPCd is o suspension of

the license for ten days. He V snlngton New Jersey: Home .ssoclction,

Inc., Bullétin 912, Item 6; Re .Jashington Lodge 512, Loyal Order
>.hoosu, Bulletin 012 Item 7. I unhil odd five d@ys for defendaontts
- previous record. Tnls makes o total suspension of fifteen dayse

Five deys will be remitted for the plec entered hereln lenVlnb 2l

net SLspenslon of ten dﬂfs. A R

PO
S

Accordlngly, 1t is, on this 13th dﬁy“bf:Jahuary, 1953,"

ORDERED thet- Plonary Reteil Consumption License C-L, issued
by the TOWnShID Committee of the Township of ¥Waynerto North Jersey
bountrv Club Inc., t/o @North Jersey Country Club¥, Hemburgh Turn-
pike, Pre“kncss, Wayne Township, be and the same is hereby sus-
pcnded for a period of ten (T“) da \s,»commcn01nﬂ at 3 a.0. Januory
19, 1953, and termlnﬂtvng “t 3'(.n. January 29, 1953, '

DOMIVLC'L CAVICCHIA
- Dlrector

7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ORDEZR POSTPONING EFFECTIVE DATHS
OF SUSPENSION, i e N

In the Matter of DlSClplln“fT't ‘fﬁyﬁ‘x
Proceecdings against . 3_)7_’

NORLH JERSEY COUNTRY CLUB, INC.;'

t/2 “North Jersey- Country Club¥w, ).
Hoemburgh Turnnlke ' '
Freokness, Wayne Townshlp R

PO Poterson RFD 51, N. J. o o

.. ONXPETRITION |

lolder of Rlenary Retail C@ncum* BRI .IORDER
1on ‘License €-4, issued by the ), - ot
Township Committee of the Town-
shin of Weyne. )

- em  am me me  em e s em mm  em e s e e e e

Howerd Stern, Bsq., Attorney for Petitioner
BY THE DIRECTOR |

: On J”nu rv 13, 1053, the l¢censc hercln Wwas suéﬁénééd for a
perlod of ten. dcys commen01ng ot 3 2elle J“nubry 19,. 1953, -and

&
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terminating at 3 a.m. January 29, 1953, It appears from a verified
petition filed herein that, prlor to the time petitioner received
‘the notice of the entry of sdid order, it had arranged to permit

the holding of a dinner on its llccnsed premises on Wednesday,  Janu-
ary 21, 1953, Wthh would be attended by twenty doctors from vorious
p“rts of the Ste tc of New Jersey: that it had elso arranged to permit
the holding of & dinner on its licensed premises on Thursduy, Janu-
ary 22, 1953, ﬂnd that said dinner would be attended by o group of
from nlnety to one hundred peoplc. The petition also recites thot
pcultloner has arranged to permit thc use-off its premises by o group
of two. hundred people on Janucry 29, 1953, .and, therefore, reoucsts,
if relief bec grented, that the commcncemunt of the peériod of sus-.
pension be advanced to take effect ot 3 c.me Jonuary 17, 1953, so
that the suspension may terminate at 3 a.m, Jonuary 29, 1953, in
accordance w1th the terms of thc O;lflnul ordere. ' .

It uufflclently appearing that ma ny members of the genercl
public will suffér hardship because -of the suopen51on of defendantts
license in,accordenee with the terms of ‘the original order, aond no
cause oboearlnv to thc contrary,

It is, on this léth day of Jenuery, /53,

. ORDERED thet the suspension of ten’ dwv" heretofore 1mposed in
these p”occedlngs shall commence at 3 a.ms- Ja nuary 17, 1953, and -
-continue in effect until 3 a.m. Jenuary 21, 1053€ that therea fter .

soid suspension shall be lifted until 3 a.me Jenuary 23, 1953, when
it shall cgain become effective and continue in sffect untll 3 Celle
Jonuary 29, 1953,

- DOMINIC (.. CAVICCHIA
Director

(

Go DISCIPLINnRY PROFLEDINGS - ILLICIT LI JUOR - LICENSE SUSPENDED
FCR 15 DAYS LESS 5 FOR PLii.

In the Matter of DlSClpllngry )
Proceedings against

Ce & H. CO., INC., : CONCLUSIONS
755 Montgomery Street, ) LND ORDER
Jersey City 6, N. J.,

Holder of Plenery Retail Consump-

tion License C-398, issued by the )

Municipel Board of fLlcoholic

Bevercge Control of the City oi )

Jersey Citye.

Oliver T. Cowon, Esqg., ittorney for Defendent-licensece.

William F. Wood, Esq., appearing for Division of fLlcoholic
: Beverage Control '

BY THE DIRECTOR:

Defendant pleaded non vult to a charge alleging that it
possessed on its licensed premises an alcohollc beverage in a bottle
bearing o label which did not truly describe its contents, in viola-
tion of Rule 27 of otQte Revul tlons No. 20

On December 18, 1952, on ABC agent, in the course cf a
routine inspection of defcndunt?s llcensed premises, identified him-
self to the bartender who was then on duty, While the agent weos
otherwise occupied he obscrved the bartender stoop down and place
something on the floor under the dreinboard and put an empty box in
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front of it. When the agent went  behind the baer and moved.the box

he found o 4/5= quurt bottle labeled iImported Seagram's V. O.

Can dien Whisky, A Blend 86,8 Proof+. The 05ent then questioned the
bartender, who stated that he did not know why he hed put the bottle
on the floor but . sa 1d thot -the licensee had only a smell supply.of

that- brand which was very popular-and herd to obtein. He claimed.

thet, for that reeson, he did not want to give it to "everybody®

who Lskcd for it. He dcnied heving tempered with the bottle.

The egent mgde a field test of the contents of the bottle.
ihen his test disclosed a veriance between label and contents, the
agent seized the bottle. Subscouent enelysis by the Division
chemist disclosed that:the. contcnts of the seized bottle were nOU
genuine cs labeled,

Defendant has no prior adjudiceted record. Under the cir-
cumstances I shall suspend the license for fifteen‘dryo. Five days
will be remitted for the plea entered herein, leaving & net sus-
pension of ten deys. Re Charette, Bulletin 940 Item 11,

AccdrdinglV, it is, on this 20th day of January 1953,

ORDERED that Plenary REt‘ll bonsumptlon License C- 308 issued
by the Municipal Board of Alcohclic Beverage Gontro] of - the Clty of -
Jersey City to C. & H. Co., Inc., 755 1ont@omerv Street, Jersey City,
be and the same is hereby, suspended for. perlod of ten (10) days,
commencing at 2 a.m., January 26, 1953, <nd terminating at 2 c.n.,
February 5, 1953.- S

DZMWW

Dominic 4. Ccv1cch10
Director,

%Wé@?&@%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%&jmwavy



