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1. APPELLATE·.-DECISIONS 
NUSSMAN o_ 

APRIL 3, 1941. 

FRANCO AND. SWICK v~ PHILiIPSBURG AND .. · · 

ISSUANCE OF LICENSE APPEALED AS CONTRARY TO PBEVIOUS DECJSION OF 
THE GOlvIMISSIONEH AND UNWARRANTED FROM THE STANDPOINT OF PUBLIC 
NECESS!Ti -- APPARENT CONSIDERATION OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE.AND 
NECESSITY BY T.HE MUNICIPAL LICENSE ISSUING AU'rHORITY ON TilE 
MERITS·-. ISSUANCE AFFIHMED. 

HERBERT J. :F'RANCO and 
.WILL.IAlvI :fh SWICK, 

-vs-

Appellants, 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE 
TOVVN Of PHILLIPSBURG and 
JACOB NUSSivIAN, · 

) 

). 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Respondents 

-· - -- - - - - . ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Rob~rt S. Meynerj Esq~, Attorn~y for Appellants. 
Sylvester C. ·Smith, Jr.; ·Esq.,. Attorney for Board of Cormnissioners 

of the Town of Phillipsburg. 
Saul N. Schechter, Esq,., Attorney for Jacob Nu_ssman. 

Each appellant, by a separate petition of appeal, appeals 
from the action of respondent Board of Commissioners, on October 7, 
1940j in granting a pl~nary ~etail distribution licep~e to re- · 
·spondent, Jacob Nussman, for premises at Union Square, Philli.psburgo 
At the hearing the two ~ppeals were consolidated. 

On March ll, 1940 the Commissioner entered conclusions in 
·a prior appeal involving the same· parties. and Hoy ·Huff, wherein, on 
·the evidence then presented, he set aside and vacated an ordinance · 
of the Town·· ·of Phillipsburg, dated August 1·6, 19;39, which increased. 
the number of plenary retail distribution licenses from three to 
.five, and also cancelled and de.clared void the two additional li­
censes issueq. tl).ereunder to Nussrnan and ,Huff 1_ respectively. Franco 
et alo- v •. Phillipsburg., et als., Bulletin 39~, Item ·5o Thereafter, 
the Supreme Court, on certiorari, reversed so ·much of the· Com-· 
missioner's order as purported to set aside or vac·ate -the ordinance 
but affirmed t·he action of the Commissioner in cancelling the two 
license.s issued- thereunder. Tovvn of Philli· sbur v., Burnett. 
125 N • J .. 1. ·157 (Supo Ct .• 1940 • In the -opinion r~ndered therein, 
the _court said: 

nwe think that the Commissioner, under the proofs and 
under his finding, based upon th0pr0Qfs.? that public 
necessi_ty and convenience did not ·warrant the granting 
.of those additional plenary retail distribution licen­
ses, had authority to revoke the licenses." 

While the proceedings ~ere pending in the .Supreme Court. 
respondent Board of Commissioners renewed the Nussman license fof the 
fiscal·year beginning Julyl, _1940, subject to the outcome of said 
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proceedings. After the Supreme Court rendere~ its decision, Nussman. 
surrendered his renewed license after proceedings had been instituted 
by tlli.s Department to cancel that licensE::'. Franco et al.. v. 
Phillipsburg ct als. 2 Bulletin 425, Item 7. On October 7, 1940 . 
respondent Board of Cornaission8rs issued a new plenary retail distri­
bution license to J··acob Nussman and it is from this action that the 
present appeals have been taken. 

~:he issuance of the license cons:Lder·ed. ~1erein did not exceed 
the permissible quota of five now existing by ordinanceo Licenses 
of this typ(._; had been issued to each of Lhe appellants and on-.:: 
Ghetti, cmd D. fourth license issued on Sc:pti~mber 30, 1940 to Hoy Huff. 

At tho hearing, the Bearer ruled that the testimony taken in 
th2 prior appeal between these parties would be considered as evi­
dence herein.? but afforded o.11 parties a.n opportunity to introduce 
additional testimor~. I am considering the evidence taken in the 
prior appeal and also the addition2l evidence taken in the present 
case. There appears to be no substantial change as to conditions in 
the Tovvn of Phillipsburg described in the prior conclusions, with the 
possibl~ exception that the industrial situation has somewhat im­
proved since the time of the first hearing. However, additional tes­
timony was gj_ven herein by the four members of the Board of Com­
missioners, v1ho tc;stifieci at the prior hearing J and by Cornmissiorn.;r 
Potts, vvr10 did not tc::stify at said hearing. All voted in favor of 
the issuance of the present license. Each of these five witnesses 
now testify that they voted to grant the present license because 
public convenience warrants a distribution license at Nussraant s prem­
ises; that t1wy b(:lievs suc11 n licens0 will serve th-:..' needs of per­
sons residing in the Hillcr~:.;st sc;ction of ti1e town and the needs of 
the large number of peopl(~, variously estimated betvv'een 600 and 2000, 
wlw daily eross the free bridge on foot from Union Square to Easton, 
Pennsylvania. These Commissioners, of course, hav~ also had the 
opportunity to observe conditions in the municipality cturing the 
period of more than a year, during which Nussrnan was ope;rciting tha 
licensed premises pen~ing litigation upon his first license. 

Considering all the eviclenc0, local sentiment appears to be 
divided with, perhaps, a preponderance of such sentiment against the 
existence of morr:; than thre~:; distribution licenses.. However, 
R. S. 33:1-19 grants to respon~ent Board thd power to administer the 
issuance of retail licenses in the Town of Phillipsburgo It is only 
where it clearly app0ars that th~ exercise.of discretion has been 

. arbitrary or unreasonable tJ:-1at th(: Commissioner -.will reverse an issu­
ing authority exercising its discret:Lonary powers. On the eviG.ence 
presented in the first appeal, th8 action ot the Board of Co~mission­
ers appeared to have been taken without considering the question as 
to whether the granting of the Nussman license was consistent with 
the interests of the cornmuni ty. On the evidence her<:;in, it amply 
appears that the membGrs .of the Board, before granting the present 
license, gave· proper consideration to that question. In view of all 
the facts, I cannot say that, in ex0rcising their discretionary 
powers, they acted unreasonably. The action of respondent Board of 
Commissioners is, therefore, affirmed. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 2?th c.ay of Ma.rch, 1941, 

OHDEHED, that the appeals herein be and trh.~Y are hereby 
dismissed .. 

E. W. · GARRET'.I', 
Acting Commissioner. 
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2. APPELLATE DECISIONS - FRANCO Al\TD SWICK v. PHILLIPSBURG AND HUFF. 

ISSUANCE OF LICElJSE APPEALED AS CONTRARY TO PREVIOUS DECISION· 
OF THE COMMISSIONER AND UNWARRANTED FROE THE STANDPOINT OF 
PUBLIC .NECESSITY -· APPl1.HENT CONSIDERATION OF. PUBLIC CONVENIENC.E 
AND NECESSITY BY TEE MUNICIPf~ LICENSE ISSUING AUTHORITY ON THE 
MERITS - ISSUANCE AFFIRMEDo 

HERBERT J. FRANCO and 
WILLIAM H. SWICK,· 

Appellants, 

. . 

) 

.) 

) 

BOARD OF C01v1UIISSIONERS OF THE ) 
.TOWN OF PHILLIPSBURG and 
ROY HUFF,· ) 

Respondents. ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

Robert B. Meyner, Esq., Attorney for Appellants. 
Sylvester C. Smith, Jr., Esq., Attorney for Board of 

Commissioners of the Town of Phillipsburg. 
Louis S. Beers, Esq.j Attorney for Roy Huff. 

Each appellant, by a separate petition of appeal, appeals 
from the action of respondent Board of Commissioners, on September 
30, 1940, in granting a plenary retail ~istribution license to 
respondent, Roy Huff. At the hearing the tvvo appeals were con-­
solidated .. 

The history of· the prior litigation is set forth in 
Franco et al, v. Phillipsburg et als .!..:i... clecided herewith. Bulle.tin 
452, Item 1. 

While the proceedings were pending in the Supreme Court, 
respondent Board of Commissioners renewed the Huff license for 
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1940, subject to the outcome of 
said proceedings. Huff surrendered thJ.s renewal license after the 
Supreme Courtis decision was rendered and proceedings instituted by 
this Department to cancel that license. Franco et al. v,,. Phillips­
burg et als., Bulletin 425, Item 7. Thereafter, on September 30, 
1940, respondent Board of Commissioners issued a new plenary re­
tail distributioh license to Roy Huff, and it is fro1l1 this action 
that the present appeals have been taken. 

The question as to whether a retail liquor license 
should. be issued rests in the sound discretion of the local issu­
ing authority. The issue herein is whether respondent Board has 
abused that discretion. 

Evidence, in addition to·that given at the prior appeal, 
was given herein by respondent Roy Huff, who did not testify at 
the hearing of the first appeal, and by the four Commissioners, who 
did testify at said hearing. Each of thcs.e Cornrnissioners and 
Commissioner Potts voted in favor of the issuance of the present 
license. The evidence given by respondent Huff shows that his 
premises are located in a small business district in what is known 
as the hill section of the Town of Phillipsburg; that this section 
is ·thickly populated; that the other distribution licenses have 
been issued for premises located in the flat section of the toW11, 
a considerable distance away from Huffts premises. Each of the 
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four C01m-r1issioners who testified stated that the issuance of the 
Huff license serves the: convenience of people living in the hill 
section and results in a.proper distribution of the nrunber of li­
censes permis-sj_ble under the terms of the ordinance. The Com­
missioners, of.course, have had the opportunity to observe.conditions 
in the municipality during the period of more than one year during 
which Huff was operating the licensed premi~es pending litigation 
upon his first license. 

Had this evidence clearly appeared at the hearing on the. 
prior appeal;1 the original issuanei.::: of Huf.f's license iL1ight well 

~ti.ave been sustained. It now appearing for the first time, I do not 
believe that the action of respondent Boa.rd in issuing· a license to 
Huff can be deemed unreasona.ble. The facts show t;hat geograohically 
it is entir8ly reasonable for a license to be issued f6r Hri.f}'s 
premises despite the liquor places already established.in the town. 
The action of respondent Board of Commissioners is, therefore,. 
affirmed. 

Accotdingly, it is, on this 27th day of March, 1941, 

ORDERED, that the appeals herein be ·ancl they hereby are 
dismissedo 

E. W. GAHRETT ,· 
Acting Comn1ission0r. 

3. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING~) - EMPLOYMENT oi:r PERSON COHVICTED OF 
CRIMES INVOLVING MORAL TURPITUDE - GUILTY PLEA, AND OTHEr{ CHARGES 
BEING ADJUDICATED - 5 DAYS' SUSPENSION - FALSE STATEMENTS IN 
APPJ..JIC.ATION FOR LICEt;SE AND AIDING AND A.JETTING A NON-LICENSEE TO 
EXERCISE THE HIGHTS l~ND PRIVLLEGES OF TEE: LICENSE - GUILTY PLEA, 
BUT AGGRAVATED CIRCUMSTAIJCES - 30 DAYS' ElUSPENSION - FALSE STATE­
MENT IN J\,PPLICATIOW FOH LICENSE THAT NO ONE MENTIONED THEREIN HAD 
EVER BEEN CONVICTED OF CRIME - GUILTY PLEA, AND OTHEH CHARGES 
BEnm ADJUDICATED - 5 DAYS t SUSPENSION - OPEN DURING PHOHIBITED 
HOURS - 5 DAYS' SUSPENSION - TOTAL: 45 DAY-So 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

CLUB MUHEAY COHPORATION, 
1140} Broad Street, 
Newark, N. .J. J 

Holder of plenary Retail Consump­
tion License C-960, issued. by the 
Municipal BoarcJ. of Alcoholj_c 
Beverage Control of the City 
of New-ark o 

) 

)• 

) 

) 

) 

) 

-) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDEH 

Saul CG Sclmtzman, Esq., Attorney for Licensee. 
Richard E. Silberman, Esq., Attorney for tho Department of 

Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Charges ·were preferred against the licensee alleging in sub­
stance that: 

(1) It knowingly employed Abraham Marder, alias Al Mar~er, 
who had b.2en convicted of. crimes J.nvolving Horal turpituc~eJ in 
violation of R. S. 33:1-26; 
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(2) In its application for the curr2nt license it de:ni.ed that 
. ny inGiviciual other than the stockholders set forth therein had 

ny beneficial l:i1terf,jst.? directly or J.ndirectly, in the stock held 
y the stockholders, whereas in fact Abraham J:jiarder had an intc~rest 

l in the stock of Anna liliarder and Ernie Marder.? listed as stock­
holch::rs a said false statement being in violation of ILS .. ;::;~5:1-25; 

I ~ . . 

( (3) In said application it denieJ that any incdvi1lual other 
1 than the applicaht ~naG. any inb31·est.? directly or indirectly, lin the 
l license applied. f'or, whereas in fact Abrahata ~'/larder had._ such an . 
~ntercst, said false statement being in violation of R .. 8. 33:1-25; r (4) · It lmovvingly aided and abetted Abraham Marder, a non-
{ licensee;; to, ex~rc~~e~ th~ ri~h~s ar.1d_ pr~vile~e-~ o~ it~ license, 
~ontrary to h~ S. 66:~-2b and in v1ol2t1on. 01 llo S. 36:1-52; ,_ 

(5) In Said.application it denied that any person mentioned 
therein hacl ever bet~n convicteO. of any· crime, wherl2as in fact 
Abraham Marder had been so convictedj said false statement being 
in violation of Ro So 33:1-25; 

(6) In said application it falsely named Al Marder ris regis­
tered agent and se.cretary, vvher1:;as in fact saicl regj_ster·3d agent D.nd 
secretary was named Abraham iJiarder.? said fttilse sta toment -t!eing in 
\Tl• olat1' 01·1 of 7"'j s '7 .--, • l ·25 o fJQ - _C•f_,.\ v c ' i\. • 00 • - ..., ' ,l)~l_-(2,"'<';-~ _-....-.;<"" ... -. 

(7) Its licensed premis.es were open on December 2, 19,±0 at 
or about 3:43 A.M., in violatiqn of local regulation; 

(8) It allowed, permittea and suffered a brawl an~ disturb­
ance in and upon the lic2nsed premises on December 2, 1940, in 
violation of state regulation. f::rC-0-----·-'"-C---- L 

As to (1): 

The corporation has pleaded guilty to tlw first cha.rge. 
4braham Marder, alL:s Al Marder, Abram :,1arder ·and Abe Marder, has 
been employed at the licensed premises as bartender. He has a 
sorneviiha t lengthy record with the police, wh:Lch neec~ not be revlewed 
in detail as two of his convictions will be sufficient for our 
present purpose. In June of 1928 he was convicted, after pleading 
guilty to both charges.? of passing. a ·vvorthless check and of gr arid 
larceny. The first involved ·an attempt to obtain $90.00 from a 
Newark department store. 'rhe second involved the pawning -of a ring 
secured without payment, ·pending a girl friendts approval. In 
October of 1929 he was convicted, after apparently plead:Lng guilty, 
on two charges of embezzlement. The offense involved the embezzling 
of constable fees from a lawyer. Passing worthless checlcs may or 
may not involve moral turpitude, depending upon the facts of the 
case. Re Case No. 358, Bulletin 438, Ite~ 2; Re Case No. 3562 
Bulletin 435, Item 10. Grand larceny and embezzlement generally 
involve moral turpitudeQ Re Case No. 135, Bulletin 449, Item 6; 
Re Case No. 136 2 Bulletin 448, Item 3; Re Case No. 365, Bulletin 
445, Item 7; Re Case No. 362, Bulletin 443, Item 10. As to the 
worthless check, in the light of the guilty plsa and th~~ circwn­
stances, I would say that the element of moral turpitude was present. 
As regards the larceny and. the embezzle111ent, that is surely soJ for 
nothing whatsoever has be(;n shovm in pnlliation anc.. thr,.; guilty pleas 
are dispositive. It is clear that Marder has been convicted of 
crimes 1nvolving moral turpitude. Marder's knowledge thereof as 
secretary of the corporation is attributable to the corporation. 
Th(: corporation, in pleacang guilty, has conceded. that. In view of 
the guilty pleaJ unc.l the findings on the other ch~;;1.rges to be 
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hereafter made, the penalty on the first. charge will be five (5) days. 
I consider the employment of Marder, under the circuJnstances, as an 
aggravated offense. If this charge alone vv-ere being adjudicated, 
the penalty would be greater. 

As to (2), (3) and ( 4): 

The corporation -has also pleaded.guilty to these charges ... 
In its application for' the current license, it is stated that the 
stockholders were Anna Marder lf shares, Ernie Marder 1 shareJ Joseph 
Berger 2! shares. These 5 shares apparently comprise all of the 
oustanding stock. Joseph Berger has stated that although the license 
wa.s. held by the corporation, the licensed bus;Lness was in fact owned 
and operated by himself and Abraham Marder, anu. the net profits were 
divided equally petween them. It appears that the shares held by 
Anna and Ernie Marder were really Abraham Marder's; that consequently, 
k0:eaham Marder, who is not listed as a stockholder, actually was in-. 
tc;·.re~ted in the business; that Berger knew the application was wrong 
in this respect and together vvith the corporation knowingly aided and 
ab2tted Marder to exercise the rights an~ privileges of the corpora­
tion 1 s license. This condition existed since March or April 1938. 
T~1ere was evidently no attempt at any distribution on the basis of 
the cotporate set-up or stochl1oldings. By its guilty plea, the cor­
poration has adm~ttc~cl tho::~ violation. True, full and frank disclosure 
~1as. been made and. t1.1e situation has apparently been corrected. But 
l t is to be noted that both took place after th12 serving of the 1,;, •. ·• 

charges~ Where the licensee is a front for a oerson with a dis­
q?~lify~ng criminal recor~, a substantial penalty is indicated 
a~tbnugh, in view of the correction, it need not be revocation. See 
Re Luke~~, Bulletin <1c23, Item 7; Re Savoy Ear & G;:j_ll 2 Inc •J Bulletin 
422,_Item 12~ Re Silver Palm Corporation 1 Bulletin 422, Ite1a Bo Hence 
~4f?1rty (30) day suspension will be imposed on charges (2), (3) and 

Joseph Berger has testified that to correct the situation 
he borrowed ~tl500. 00 from his mother:; Mrs. Bertha Berger J with which 
he acquired A11na Harder's and Ernie Marc2er 1 s interests .. An:ria Marder 
has testifie~ that she received $900.00, and Ernie Marder has testi­
fied th&t h~ received $600.00. Both Anna Mar~er and Ernie Marder 
testifieG. that they have no further stockholc~ings o:r interest in the 
corporation. There is no substantiation that Joseph Berger borrowed 
$2.500. 00 fror11 his mothc~r. 1:hE:::re j_s no testj_mony as to the present 
officers:; directo-rs and stockholders. It is merely alJ..eged that the 
Marders are no longer interested. Independent invE~stigation will, 
therefors, be conducted with respect to these matters. 

As to ( 5) : 

Abraham ~arde~, as heretofore appears, has been convicted 
of crime. Abraham Marder is the same person as the Al Marder mentioned 
in the license aJ.Jplication. Consequently, the statement in the ap­
plication that no one therein mentioned had been convicted of crime is 
false. The licensee has pleaded guiltyo The susnension will be five 
(5) days. As aforesaid with respect to charge (1), if the adjudica­
tion were on this offense alone, the suspension would be greater. 

As to (6): 

Licensee pleadec~ not guilty as to this charge, v1hich al­
leged in substance that it falsely named in its application Al IVIarder 
as registered agent and secretary, whereas in fact his true name is 
Abraham Marder. It appears from the evidence, however, that while the 
individual in question is named Abraham :Marder 5 he has used the ~arne 
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Al Marder for many years:> and, since 19383 has been lmown solely by 
the lritter name to Joseph Berger, .wh6 executed the application. for 
the license on behalf of the corporation. · The sixth charge is dis­
missed. 

la.s to (7): 

Section 1 of Ordinance No. 3930, adopted by the Board of 
Commissioners of the City of Nevrnrk on December 21, 1938, provides 
that establishments where the pri.ncipal business is the sale of al­
coholic beverages shall bc3 closed on weekdays between the hours of 
3:00 A.ivI. and 7:00 A.~JI. On December 2, 1940, a Monday, the prem­
ises o.f this licensee, the principal business of which is the opera­
tion of a tav!2rn, _wore open until after 3:45 iLM. The licensee 
pleaded guilty with the explanation that no drinks .were served aft0r 
3:00 A.M. That is immaterial. Marder Ts own tes1timony is that when 
the Newark police entered at about 3:45 A.M., two custoillers were 
still in the premises. Consequently the premises were open after 
3:00 A.Mo As to charge (7), there will be an additional suspension 
of five (5) days. · · 

As to ( 8) : 

Rule 5 of State Regulations No. 20 proviues that no licen­
see shall allow, permit or suffer in or upon the licensed premises 
any disturbances or brawls. That there were blows struck either in 
or on tho street in front of the licensed premises on the morning 
of December 2, 1940 is clear. Whether the blows were struck. in the 
tavern or on the street, or in both places, is not clear. The 
evidence is confusing. The cho.rgo vva.s preferred. on the strength of 
statements by two custom~rs, on one hand, as against the bartender's, 
on the other, that the blows were first struck in the tavern and 
that th0 bartender was the aggressor. Only one of these two cus­
tomers vvns av,ailable to testify at the hearing. He stated that as 
he left the premises, Marder, who was tending bar, jumped from 
behind the bar and struck his.friend with his fist, after which he 
was also struck. The friend, although he had previously made a 
statement, was not available to t~Jstify. Marder 1 s version is en­
tirely different. He says that ons of the men was using bad 
language, that he asked them to leave j that h~: escorted them to the 
street whereupon they started to fight, and he, in self defense, 
fought backj that no blows were struck, nor was there nny brawl or 
disturbanct: in the tavern. ·rvrarder' s testimony was corroboratGd by 
another customerj apparently disinterested, who was still on the 
premises when the police arrived and who testified that no fight· 
occurred in the tavern. · 

Without deciding if, uncler other circwnstances, a licensee 
may be held accountable for a brawl which begins on the licensed 
premises but is carried to a point outside of the premises, the 
conflicting evidence hert.dn leads me to conclude that the burden of 
proof in showing that the licensee is guilty as to charg.::: (8) has 
not been carried, and h~nce charge (8) is dismissed. . 

The aggregate of th8 foregoing suspensions is forty-five 
(45)·days. · · 

Accordingly_, .it is, on this 26th day of March, 1941, 

ORDERED, that Plenary Hetail Consumption License C-960, 
issued to Club Mu~:r'ay Corporation by the Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
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B·;verage Control of the City of Newark, b.:; Ufa~ th8 same is hereby 
susp2nded for a perioJ of forty-five (45) tlays, effective March 31, 
1~41, at 3:00 A.Mo 

E. W. GARRETT, 
Acting Conrmis.sioner. 

4. DISCIPLINJIBY Pl~OCEEDINGS - FALSE STATEMENT HJ APPLICATION FOH 
LICEN3~~ ~fiIAT APP'..:ICLNT HAD NEVER BEEN CONVICTED OF CRil!IE -
HELIANCE UPOIJ EHHOIJEOUS ADVICE OF MUNICIPAL POLICE COhLvIISSIONEH -
5 DAYS' SUSP~NSIO~o 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proce•:Jc.l.ings o.gaj_nst 

GIEO DEJ-~HICO, 
f.>9 Bay Street:; 
Montcl~ir, No Jo, 

) 

) 

) 

\ 
) 

Holder of Plenary Retail C()nsump­
tion Lic2nse No. C-2, issued by the ) 
Board of Corn.missioners of tlw Tovr.n 
of Montcl~iro ) 

Lnthony D., Appice, Esq. J I:i.ttor~wy for License2. 

CONCLUSIONS. 
AND ORDER 

Richard Eo Silberman, Esq., Attorney for State Department of 
Alcoholic Bcv8rage Control. 

Charles H. Eanlcs J Jr., Esc1. J At torncy for To1im of Niontcla:ir .. 

. charge served upon the licensee! o.llr.~g:~d, in substance, that 
in his application for ~ licens2 Cated June 7J l~b4, an~ in each 
subs~:::quent appl:~ca. tion to anC. .incluc~ing his applica t:Lon filcC:. for 
license fol" the present :fiscal year, licensee denied that he: had ever 
been convtc ted of any crime, W.tY~reas J in fact, he hai..L b<3en convicted 
of the crime of maintaining a lottery, said false statement being in 
violation of R. So 33:1-25 • 

. It 2.p~oars tha~_.,, 01! ~Jovember 27, 1928, lic•J:1sec. pleaded_ n..on 
vul t to. ·che cri1Jo. of main-caining a lott 12ry and was p..Ln.ced on proba­
t:Lon for three yc:ar.s r:n1d fined ~~~~50. 00. In Re Derrico .i. Bulletin 44<1:, 
Itmn 5, it was determined th~t said crime did not ~nvolve raoral tur­
pi tuU.e. It app0ars also thnt in each of the a.pplications referred to 
herein, Gj.ro Derrico answ·:Jred "NoH to tlK: question~ nHave you ~HH~ 
::;ver been convicteu of any crime? 11 

At the hearing herein . lice~scc testifie:cl tho.t, whcm ·he re .... 
CGi vecl hi? first application in 1934, he con~rnltE:.:U. th8 then Police 
Commissioner of th~ Town of Montclair, wrrs tolJ that his case had 
been investigatecl ancl was instructed by ·the Police Co1m:i.issioner to 
answer n:10n to tlw question~ uHave you ~HH~ ever b8~n convicted of 
any crime?H; tho.t, pursuant to said instructions, hi2 answered HNo" 
in said application and gav0 the same answer to the same question 
in each of his subsequent applicationse 

On behalf of def0ndant-licensee, it is argued that the 
charge should be dismissed because of lacht;s of the Boarci. of Com­
missioners in failing to inspect the police records of the Tovm and 
in fuiling to take any action in 1967, when, it appears, one or 
more members of the Board rsc9ive~ some information that the li­
censee had been convicted of a crime in 1928. I finc1 no c::vidence of 
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laches and, in any event, the failure; of the issuing authority. to 
investigate or take action vmuld be imr11ate.rial ·tn the present case. 
The sole question to ba considered herein is whether the licensee 
kno"vvii1gly. misstated any material· fact in his applications. 
R. S. 33:1-25. 

When licensee fil8d his first application he must have 
known t:hat he had been convicted of a crime, even if. hE~ relied upon 
the erroneous advice of ·the then Police Commissioner. such reliance 
cannot be considered as an excuse, al though it may be considered in 
mi~igation of the penalty~ I find the licensee guilty as charged. 

In fixing a penalty I am taking into consideration the 
fact tlmt licensee served.no time in jail as a result of his co~­
viction, the fact that hb. was apparently misled by erroneous advice 
of the Police Commissioner in answer:Lng the question, and the fur­
ther fact that his record as a license€~ is clear" Uncler all th(~ 
circums·tancos, I shall suspend hi.s license for five days becaus0 of 
the f 21.se af f ida vi t. Cf. Re Za un, Bulletin 240, I tern 0; · He Blanl-;:cr, 
Bulletin 254, Itc~m 6; Re Gglka 2 Bulletin 260, Item 9; He Hearing 
No. 166, Bulletin 180, ItGlil 7 o 

Accordingly, it is, on this 26th day of March, 1941, 

ORDEEED, that Plenary Retail Consumption License No. C-2, 
heretofore issued to Giro Derrico by the Board of Commissioners of 
the Town of Mon_tclair, be anci the same is hereby suspended. for a 
period of five (5) day~, effective March 31, 1941, at 6:00 A.M. 

Eo W. GARRETT.? 
Acting Commissioner. 

5. DISCIPtINARY PROCEEDINGS - FRONT FOR NON-LICENSEE - SUSPEN~ION FOR 
BALANCE OF TER1vi WITH LEAVE TO PETITION TO LIFT AFTEH THIHTY DAYS 
IF SITUATION CORRECTED - 53 DAYS ELAPSED - SITUATION CORRECTED -
PETrrroN TO LIFT GRANTED. 

In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

MARY B. BORETH:; 
801 S. Clinton Ave., 
Trenton, N. J., 

) 

) 

) 

) 
Holder of Plenary Retail Con­
smaption License No. C-287, 
issued by the Board of Com­
missioners of the City of 
Trcntono 

) 

) 

- - - ) 

ON PETITION 
CONCLUSIONS AND·ORDEE 

Leon L. Levy, Esq .. J Attorney for Defendant-Licensee. 

Heretofore in this case I found the ~efend&nt guilty of 
charges showing that she held her license as a nfrontn for her 
husband, Rubin C. Boreth (who is disqualified by lack of five 
years' residence in this State from himself holcling any retail 
liquor license in New Jersey - H. S. 33:1-25). I thereupon suspen­
dGd the defendant's license from February 3, 1941 through the bal-· 
ance of its term, but with leave to petition to lift such suspension 
if the ilfrontr1 were ·corrected by transfer of the license to a bona 
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fide purchassr c::mcl if at least thirty clays of such susp,:::nsion had 
been served.. Re Bor2th 2 Dulletin 4<1:8, Item ? • 

Tho defendant has now submi ttGd a verifiec~ petition req_u:;:;st­
ing lifting of the suspension. How2ver, her petition alleges, not 
that the license lw.s been transf(.~)rred to a bona fJ.clc purchaser, but_., 
1n s,um, that thG clefenc~_ant is nmv sol~_:; and actuo.l ovmer o:f ths 
tavern; that her husband :1as conveyed all his interest in such 
tav·er.n to her (a copy of such bill of sale being attached to th1_; 
petiti.on); that_, in- fact, her husband has, since sus1Y:~nsion of thr.:: 
licen~=)S_, been (;mploy(:~cl as an accountant in Harrisburg, P·::rmsylvania; 
c.:.nd that h(n~eaftsr he vlill not bs pE;rmittt.;cl to VJork or serve in ~1.ny 
capacity wha tso·2ver o. t th~ tavern. 

The provision in the original or~er of suspension that such 
susponsim1 would b 'c lifted only if:; amo:1g other things J the Yl'frontn 
were corrected b~· transfer of tho licr::ms8 to C.:t bona fide purchas!:;r, 
was for the purpose of nw.k=Lng certain tnat e. Hfront 11 no longm" 
exi s tcd. I was hesitant J when entc1·ing that ord.er:; to allow a cor­
rection by lx;,ving the def 2ndnnt 1 s husband mcrt.~ly transfer his in~ter­
ust to tlL:J d~·?.f(jn(~c.nt:; b(:~CCJ.usc of the dc.ngc:;r thnt such might be a. 
lffo.keH tran~fer ancI the husband actually continu._:; to be the; real 
operator of th0 tavern. 

Ho·vvc::ver:; the ciefend.::::.nt' s rcprc?sc:ntc1tion that 11ersaftcr her 
lmsband will not work or serve at the taverri in any c2pacity con­
vinces me of her goo~ faith and seems an adequate guarantee against 
h(3r continuing to hold thtJ lic'.:.mse as a nrrontn for him. There 
woulQ, indeed, be little point in Borathts seeking to operate th9 
tavern under guise of the defcmc.~ant if he is barred. from b2ing tl1er2 
to work or serve in any way v;ha tsoever. 

Hence 3 in view of the p1~tition;1 and especially the defenc)_­
ant' s representation ther~in that her ~1sband will no longer work or 
serve in any capacity nt tho tav<0rn~ I 2"m so.tisficcl that ti1c n front 11 

has been and will remain corrected. IJlore than thirty days (in fa.ct 
almost two months) having already elapse~ since the suspension bcl­
came ~ffective, the tlefenJantts petition for immc~iate lifting of 
such suspension will be~ grantcclJ but only on condition, of course, 
that she co111ply at all ti1TJ.0s vdth her represcnt.::~tion as to h2r hus­
ban(~.. Shoulci he attempt any tasl~ in tllc tav·:~~rnJ hovV-<3V(:r trivial .9 

and even tlwugh as a purported favor or casual help to the de­
f(2nc1ant :1 her lj_cense will bt.:! subj'~)ct to inllacc.~iatc revocationo 

AccorG.ingly, it is, on this 28th clay of March.9 1941.9 

ORDERED, that the suspension h0retofore imposed in this case 
on the ~efendant's license, from February 3, 1911 tl~ough the ~alance 
of its terB, be and hGreby is lifted an~ the license restored to 
opera ti on, cff,:;cti ve immedia tt.:;ly J on the coned ti on an(i.. further orC.:_er, 
likewise effective iHm12C:aa·L:ly, that the defend.ant's lmsbancl shall 
not work or serve s. t h2r licensee~ prowi~3es in any capacity v.rha tso­
ever:; vvhc~ther gratuitously or otherwise .. 

E. W. G AHHE~CT, 
Acting Cor1Hilission;.n·. 
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6. DISCIPLINAIW PROCEEDINGS - PERMITTHJG AN ALIEN EMPLOYEE TO SELL 
ALCOH~L~C BEVERAGES - 5 DAYSt SUSPENSION, LESS 2 FOR GUILTY PLEA. 

DISCIPLINAf{Y- PROCEEDINGS - SALE AND SEHVICE DY ALIEN E11:IPLOYEE 
HOLDING AN EMPLO:tMENT PERMIT - 30 DAYS' SUSPENSION:; LESS 5 FOH 
GUILTY- PLEA .. 

In the Matt~r of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

TULLIO l~AUSSE, 
2115 .Wes_t. Street:; 
Union City, N~- J.~ 

Hol&~t-6f- Plenary Retail Cori­
sumption License C-93, issued 
by t_he ,Board of -Corrunissiow~rs 
of the City of Union City; 

and 

ANTONIO CRESCO, 
435 (2115) West Street, 
Union City, N. _ J. , 

Holder of Eillployment Permit 
No. 621:; issued-by the State 
Conm~iss:i.oner of ·Alcoholic 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
~ev~raGe Control. 

- - - ) 

Tullio Rausse ·) p Se 
Antonio Crasco ) ro 0 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OEDER 

Charles Basile, Esq., Attorn0y for the Department of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control. 

The defendant-licensee is ch&rged with allowing, permitting 
and sui: ... fering an r.~lien employee who is the nolder of an employrn-2nt 
permit fo~ a person aisqualified by reason of non-citizenship (to 
sell alcoholic beverages) in violation of Rule 3 of State Regula­
tions N..:.i .. 11. The df3fendant-perm:L tte-2 is charged with selll.ng and 
serving 2lcoholic bsverages contrary to the condition upon which 
his ernploym.;~·;nt perillit vias issued. Separc1te pleas of guilty have 
been entered on behalf of both defendants. Since both proceedings 
have arisen out of the same sale and sc:rvice of alcoholic bever­
ages, both matters will be tront0d and disposed of her0in. 

The investigation file shows that, on March 4, 1941 3 two 
Department agents entered tho licensed premises of the defendant­
lic enseE, w~1ere th2y vrnre each served a. glass of wine with a meal 
by Antonio Cresco, an ctlien holder of an eri1ploy_ni.:.mt permit for a 
person ~isqualifi~d by reason of non-citizenship; that later they 
proceeded to the bar wiwr•2 th8 said al]_en was tending bO.r and they 
were each again served a glass of wineo Also on the premises was 
the defendant-licensee, to whom the investigators C:Lisclosed their 
identity. He informed the investigators that Cresco was an elderly 
p2rson who WC.LS given & horne by hh1; th0,t he, th::: l]_censee, on 
occasion perrni tted Crf:;sco to servi:.:~ alcoholic bovt=~rc-tg8s} c:md, under 
the circumstances, did not consider the practice a serious viola­
tiona 
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·The licensee is strictly· accountable for the actions "of his·.· 
employees. Hor c~oes .ignor·anc.:; of the law affoi·cl .s.ny excuse. Li­
cense;2s and their employees. must 1mmv tr1e rules and scrupulously 
adh·2re to them. 

It cmnears furth(;r that the violation is not an isol2Lted in-
.I. ~ 

stance but that the alien permittee made, and was perll1itted to rnal:r.;;.9 
a practice of selling alcoholic be~erages. 

The minimum penalty for this v.iola tion.:i in so far as the 
defendant-licensee is concerned, is five days. In ·so far as· the 
defendant-permittee is concerned, under similar circumstances the 
penalty of thirty ciays :nas be.::n heretoforf::: imposed.. Re· Societa 
DiMutuo Soccorso Gugliel1no Marconi and Cosimo Lubriano 2 Bulletin 
451, ItGm 6. · 

By the entry of the guilty pleas, th~ Depart@ent ·h2s been 
saved the time and expense of proving its ca~e. Two days of the 
penalty j_mposed on the licensee and fi v1:; days of the penc..l ty im­
posed on the permittee will, therefore, b2 remitted. 

Accordingly, it is, on this 28th day of March, 194·1J 

OHDEHED.? that Plenary Hetai_l Consumption License C-90,.here­
tofore issued to Tullio Rausse by the Board of CoE1111issioners of the 
City of Union City, be and tno same is hereby suspended for a period 
o.f three (3) days, effectiv12 April 2,1941, ·at 3: 00 A.lJI.; ·and it rs 
further 

ORDERED, that Eraployraent Permit Noo 621, heretofore issued to 
·Antonio Cresco by tho State Cour11issio11Gr of Alcoholic Bever2gs Con­
trol, be and the same is hereby suspended for a period of twenty-five 
(25) days, effective April 5, 1941, at 3:00 A.Mo 

E. W. G All.HET'I'; 
Acting Commissioner~ 

7. EDUCATIONAL CAMPf1-IGN 
April 1, 1941 

·Addresses by members of the Department during the period 
January 1, 1941 to M~rch 31, 1941, and the organizations before 
which·appearances were made: 

3 

6 

7 

17 

7 

8 

8 

9 

9 

9 

13 

Long Branch Rotary Club 

Williamstown Rotary Club 

South Amboy Rotary Club 

Presbyterian Brotherhoocl. of N•;:;wton 

Newark Tavern Association, Inc. 

N. J. Institute of ~ine and Spirit 
Distributors 

Carteret Liquor Dealers' Association 
Perth Amboy Excl1ange Club 

Women's Club of Clementon Borough 

Penns Grov·2 Hotary Club 

Lambertville Kiwanis Club 

Sydney B. \vhite 

Sydney B. White 

Judiah Higgins 

Earl':? vV o Garrett 

Earl(~: vV., Garrett 

David J.H. Murray 

David J.H. Murray 

Bayard M. Sullivan 

Frank M. Middleton 

Hobart B. Pool(:: 
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1941 
Jan. 

13 ·Men 1 s Club of St. Paul's Lutheran Church, 
Elizabeth 

14 Asbury Park Lodge No. 128, B.?.O.E. 
15 l\/I·sn 1 s Brotherhood of the Methodist· Church, .. 

Newton 
15 y1s Ments Club, Mooresto\m 

15 Asbury Park Rotary Club 

16 Gloucester County Fire1nen' s Association 
. 20 Ivioorestovm Junior School Assewbly 

20 Business & Professional Women's Club:; 
}Jiorris town 

20 Bartenders' Union:; Local 131, A.F. of L., 
Newark 

22 Rutherford Lions Club 
22 Morristo"wn Rotary Club 
·23 New Brunswiclc lunior Chamber of Co1mnerce 
23 Morris Guards, Atlantic City 
24 iicensees in neighborhood of Fort Dix, 

Wrights tovvn 
27 Berlin Rotary Club 
28 ·Trenton Post No. 93, American Legion 
28 Belvidere Rotary Club 
28 Princeton Lions Club 

28 Joint meeting of East Side and West Side 
Improvement Associations, Rutherford 

28 Morristown Exchange Club 
30 Perth Amboy Lions Club 
30 Asbury Park Kiwanis Club 
30 Hackensack Kiwanis Club 

Feb. 
3 Lakewood Rotary Club 
3 Princeton Shrine Club 
3 Catholic Daughters of Araerica,. No. 380.? 

Asbury Park 
4 Roselle Park Royal Arcanrun 
4 Freehold Rotary Club 
5 Atlantic City Exchange Club 
5 Passaic County Republican League 
6 Swedesboro Kiv.i'c:i.nis Club 
6 Harold No Halsted Post No. 430, Veterans 

of Foreign vvars.9 Sornerville 
6 Glassboro Rotary Club 

10 

10 

10 

American Legion Post Ho. 

Rutherford Baptist Church 
Elks Club of Elizabeth 

59 
' 

Morristown 

11 As bury Park 'vVOiilen 1 s Hepublican Club, Inc o 

12 South River Lions Club 
12 VJowen' s Christian Te11perance Union} 

Hockaway 
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Job:n. E. Shafto 

D~vid J.H. Murray 

Earle Vv o Garrett 

Fra11J.r M .. l:.liddleton 
T!Nilli am S • Codd 

Frank M. Middleton 
Bayard M. Sullivan 

Stanton J. Macintosh 

Sydney B.. White 

Erwin Bo Hock 
Charles Basile 
Charles Basile 
Jarne s F.. lVlcTighe 

Ear le VJ. Garrett 
Frank IJI. Ivliddleton 
John P. Tomaini 
Judiah Higgins 
Stanton J .. IJiacinto~h 

Joseph Ao Heillsley 
Stanton J. hiacintosh 
Hobart Bo Poole 
Richard E. SilbermaD 
Edward Lurie 

Hobart Bo . Poole 
Charles Basile 

Jolm P. Tomaini 
Samuel Kaufman 
John E. Shafto 

David J. H. Murray· 
S te.n ton J. Macintos l. 
William Uo Brooks 

Louis B., Lippitt 

Bayard M. Sullivan 

Wi.llic.m So Codd 

James N. Clinch 
Charles Basile 
Hobart B. Poole 
John E. Shafto 

William S. Codd 
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1941 
F ··-·b _'-··-· 

12 

12 
12 
13 

13 
lo 
13 
14 
16 

··17 

18 

19 
19 
20 
20 
20 

24 

25 

26 

26 
27 

3 
4 

4 

5 

6 

6 

6 

10 

11 

13 

13 

17 

Clementon Lions Club 
Elizabeth Rotary Club 
Affiliated Republican Women, Asbury Park 
Cumberland County Association of Township 

Cammi t teemen · 
Frenchtovm Lions Club 
Metuchen Council No. 1673 Royal Arcanum 
Hackensack Exchange Club 
Eliz-abeth Old Guard · 
Hudson-Bergen Retail Liquor Stores 

Association 
Ameri~~n Legion Post No. 24, Asbury Park 

Century Lodge No. 100, F.&A.LlQ, South 
Orange 

Millto\m·Lions Club 
State Beverage Distributors Association 
Hoboken Kiwanis Club 
Spirit Salesman 1 s Club of Atlantic County 
Women's Christian Teillperance Union_, 

r.n:adison 
Women's ChristiQn Temperance Union, 

Boonton 
Princess Marie Jose Lodge No. 1897, Order 

Sons of Italy in America, Asbury Park 
i~cn 's Club of El111ora Prc;sbyterian Church, 

Elj_zabeth 
Toaneck Rotary Club 
~arent Study Group of Roselle Park P.TDA. 
Hackensack Rotary Club 

IL J. Emblem Club Ho. 72, Lyndhurst 
Elizabeth Lions Club 

Progress Club of Elizabeth 

ForuJn Club of Raritan Town.ship 

Eliz~beth Kiwanis Club 

Passaic Lions Club 

Men's Hebrew Association, Englewood 

Bridgeton Ministerial Association. 

Lakewood KiwGnis Club·· 
Belleville Lions Club 
North Hudson Lions Club, Union City 
Nien' s Club of Grace Episcopal ChurchJ 

Rutherford 
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William ivL Brooks 
David Jo H-. Murray 
Hobart Bo Poole 

_Frank Mo Middleton 
Horace Roxbury 
Wil-J_ia:rn S. G.odd 

Edward Lurie 
Sydney. Bo IJVhit~::: 

Earle W. Garrett 

David J.H. Murrar 

Charles M. Kenney 
Jo.b.n EQ Shafto 
Erwin Bo Hock 
Emerson.A. Tschupp 
Simon L ipprna.n · 

Earle W. ·Garrett 

Richard E. Silberman 

Charles Basile 

Alfred Beck 
Stanton J. Macintosh 
J ol"ill E. Shafto 
Erwin B.. Hock 

Erwin B. Hock 
Richard Eo Silberman 

Sar11U(:l Kaufrnan 

David J. H. Murray 

Stanton J. Macintosh 

Sydrn.;y B,, 'vlhi te 

Edward Lurie and 
Philip Finzel 

Roscoe C. Lockwood 

D8.vici J. H. 1J:urray 
Stanton Jo Uacintosh 

Edward Lurie 

Robert Higginbotham 
18 Salem Exchange Club Bayard Mo Sullivan 
19 Samaritan Lodge No. 98J F. & A.M,,J Sussex Stanton Jo Macintosh 
19 Conternporar~r Junior Vvornan's ClubJ 

Lyndhurst Maurice Eo Ash 
20 . Merchantville Lions Club William Mo Brooks 
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1941 
Mar. ___,....;..-

27. 0 

24 

25 

27 

27· 

28 

Ruther.ford Hotary Club. 
South Jersey· Retail ·.Liq"l).0r Dealers 

Association 

Westwood Rotary Club 
N-orth .Hudson ExGhange .Club, Unio11 City 

. ' 

~Ves~vill(3· Hepublican C"iub 

New Jersey Licensed Beverage 
Sussex Coµnty.Division.#38 

Phalanx Fraternj_ty, Lyndhurst 

···t 

Association, 

. . , 

Erwin .B.. Hqck 

Earle W .•. _ Garrett 

Maurice· E. Ash 
.s tan ton.· J ~- MacIntosh 

. Bayard)vr'." Sulliv.·an 

Earle W- Garrett 

J~·seph. A·. Hemsley 

8.. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - CONDUCT OF. LICENSED BUSINESS DURING 
PROHIBITED HOURS- ..... 5 DAYS' SUSPENSION - PEHSONS OTHER ·THAN·. 
EMPLOYEES ON THE. PHEIViISES DUHING PROHIBITED HOURS ..... 5 D.AYS ., 
SUSPENSION --- TOTAL: 10 DAYS.J LESS 5. FOR GUILTY· PLEA.· . 

In the Matter at Di~~iplina~y 
Proceedings against 

KATHEHINE P., PENDERGAST 9 

T/a Little Oaks, 
440 - 57th St., 
West New.York, N~ J~, 

.. ) 

). 

) 

) 

Holder of Pl~nary Retail Consump- ) · 
tion License No .. C--56 issued by 
the Board of Cornnissioner~ of the ) 
Town of West New York. 
- - - - -· - - - - - - -- ..... - - -) 

Katherine P. Pendergast, Pro Se. 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND OHDER 

Richard E~ Silberman, Esq., Attorney for the Department of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control .. · 

The licensee has pleaded guilty to-. charges that ,on March 8, 
1941 she (1) conducted her licensed business and. {2) allowed p8rsons 
other than -herself, her actual ernployees and. ag·snts in and upon the 
licensed premises after 4: 00 A.1·L ,- in violation of a resolution adop­
ted by the Board· of Commissioners of the Tovvn -of "West New York on 
July 11, 1909. 

The Department file discloses that, at 4:00-AoM. on 
March 8, 1941, the outside lights of the.licensed premises were 
extinguished and the front door was locked. At this.time sixteen 
patrons, in addition to two Department investigators, were in·the 
premises drinking alcoholic beverages.. Between 4:00 A .. M. and 4:35 
A .. M., at which time the investigators identified themselves to the 
l~censec~, several patrons came and leftJ and all, including the in­
vestigators, were served alcoholic beyerages. TwBnty-two patrons 
were present when the investigators identified themselves and ordered 
the premises clear'edo . The licensee frankly admitted the violation 
when questioned by the investigators, anci offered no excuse therefor. 
In fact there can be no excuse o Re 9rande, Bulletin 442:; Itf2rn 4. 
nclock watchingn i.s usually frowned upon in business o However; vvhen 
that business is the maintenance of .a retail liquor establishment, 
"clock watching fl is not only- a. virtue - it is an essential. 
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The minimum penalty for each v:lo1a ti on is five- days, rnalrfng 
a tot&l of ten days. Re Bel~ont Tavern2 Inc., Bullqtin ~51, Item.l. 
Irt view .. that ··this is the licensee's first offense of record., that 
penalty .will.be imposed • 

... By ·entering a guilty· plea in .c.nnple . time before tho date 
·fixed £or hearing, the Department has b~oti saved the time and expense 
of proving its · cci:se, for which fi Ve d.ay s of the· penalty. will be re-· 
mitted. 

A_ccord~ngly_~ it is-, on tlu-s 1st day of April., 1941, 

OHDERED, thnt Plonary.Hetail Consumption License C-56, here­
tofore issued to Katherine P. Pendergast, T/a Little OaKs, by the 
Board of Commissioners of the Town of West New YorkJ be and the same 
is h~~~by.su~per~ed for five (5) days, eff~ctive April 7, 1941, at 
4:00 A.~. . 

Acting Commissioner. 


