
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 

?44 Broad Street, Nevvark, N. J. 

-BULLETIN NUMBER 69 April 11 1, 1930 

1. REFUNDS - AFTER REFERENDUM - OONE PAYABLE UNDER RLF'EHENDUIVi 
CANCELLING PERMISSION TO SELL FOH ON-PREMISES CONSUTu:iPTION 

REFUNDS WHEN LICENSE PRIVILEGES AHE LESSENED - NONE PAYABLE 
FOR ME1tE CIHCUMSCRIPTION OF PRIVILEGES 

LICENSES - SURRENDER - LICENSE IVIAY BE REINSTATED WHEN SURRENDER 
VJAS IVIADE BY HONEST BILATE;RAL MISUNDEHSTANDING 

My dear Commissioner: 

March 25, 1935 

In re: Downe TownEihi-g 

I am enclosing a copy of a resolution adopted at the regular 
meeting of the Township Comn;.ittee held Thursday, J\lc1r. Sl, 1935. 

On November 7, 193~ I wrote you giving you the results of a,refer­
endum held in this Tovn1ship the previous day, 2sking your instruc­
tions concerning the refund of the license money. 

Those instructions were received under d~.~tE:: of Dec:;mber 18th and 
the prorated balance of the fucs of the two liconsu holders rc­
turn0d in accordance thormvi th. This money was .:,H~ccptcd in both 
cases and tho cancelled check roturncd to our trLasurer. 

I now SC::'C in your bullGtin #65 of Ivl:1rch 7, 1935 in section 11 
th.::i.t you inform lvfr .. Zeh Dennis that his liccn;;w is still in effect 
2s reg2rds thu Distribution portion. 

Will you kindly check this m~tt8r ov0r further and advist as to 
whether the return and ~1cceptanco of this license foe h::.ts not 
voided tn ,'its ontir·cty the licL;nsc.1 proviously hold by MI' o Dunnis. 
It might be ~dded that Mro Dennis is no lon6 cr in control of tho 
property v:hich vli'as covu:r·c;d by his lj_ccnso #C2 v.rhich may o.lso hci,ve 
o. bo:::.rin'g on your decision. Kindly rule on both f)h~,~sc s ~-"s only 
thu rotufried money appli~s to the hold0r of licunso Clo 

'rhcro :ls' no '~dsh on the p:-:.rt of the Township Con~r~dtte:.c to discrim­
inQte igninst Mro Dennis or ~ny,othur p0rson ~s I feel sur0 that 
tr1c applj_c2tion of far. Dermis will be given every conside:ration 
if prosunted in due form. 

Kindly Gnswor nt your,earliost convcnioncc so th~t propor action 
m2y be taken by the Commi ttov ~~nd thl; ~t.p:tJlic·-~nts b0 gr::.ntE;d their 
lic0ns0s ~-·.s soon ·:~~ pos.sJ.blo. 

Mro H2rold L. Bailey, 
Clork of Downe Tmmship, 
Dividing,Creek, N. J. 

Dear Sir: 

Very truly yours, 
H. L. BAILEY 

Township Clerk 

April 8, 1935 

I h2ve your lctt0r of Mnrch S5th. 
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Of course,_ on Ma'.rch 7,, 1930, when l ~wrote to Ivir •. Doxmi.s. 
I was not iwarc that his license hud ~ctunlly·b0cn surrGndercd 
and thr::.t refund had bce:n accepted by him. 

Tho instructions for r·:.:fund (Bullutin 58, ·item 14) np,... 
plied only to those licenses which had become completely void 
o..nd inopc;ra.tive because of the rcferendum •. Hence, ·when Mr •. Don-. 
nis surrendered his plenary retail .consumption license vvhich ho 
v1ri .. s not forced to do by th0 rcfcrqndum, the refund rule of Bulle­
tin 58, i tern 14 w<.:ts not :1oplicablc and_ th0 refund should hc.ve bwen 

, ma.de according· to S(;ction 28 of the Act whi.ch rc..:quirc.:s the deduc,-.. · 
tion of 2-surre:nder fee of fifty per cent of the license fee ori­
ginally p~:.id from tho prorated fee :roprr.;;senting the unuxpirEJd term. 

It thus- uppcars tht:t by mist.~kc he ho.s b00n paid too mu.ch 
on his refund. 

It nlso nppc~.Lrs that Mr. Dennis himself mo.de et .rni~tnkc in 
o.ssuming th::..t his license became void j_n its 0ntirety. Y:our in­
tcrprot:ition of Bull0tin 65, item 11 is correct. The: distribu .... 
tion nortion of his license would be still in full force and ef­
fect if it had not bocn ·fOI' the~ surrender hG ~n·.::.dG Qf this WhOlO 
'license. 

The su~rendor of his licenso GDPcQrs to huve been tho 
r·c sul t of an honL:; st misu_nclcr s tD.nding ori the part of both the Town-­
ship Commi tteG ~nd l'dr. Donnis :1s to tho effect of the referend~. 
I therefore rule in this case that both mistakes above nointed 
out may be corrected in ne.nner follov.ring: (1) thnt Mr. Dennis re-­
pay to the Township tho t-ntire ;:J.mount of tho refund previously 
paid him 2nd (2) thereupon tho Township Comffiitt0c nnnul the surrer­
dcr 2.nd re-instate his license;, Ho will then bu fr<;Je to uxercise 
his original licE.:nso to the oxtcnt puroi ttcd by the rc;ferendum o.n,. 
the propriety of the r0fund pruviously granted will be of no fur­
ther LlOnont. The s.'.lue ruling a) f.Jlios to the othl:r consumption 
licensee you mention~ provided tho circumstances nre sioil2r. 

\ 

Mr. Dennis any, perhaps, contend that since the referondum· 
deprives hil:l of the TJri vil0ge of selling for consw]ption on tho 
Pramisos, he should roccivo Q rGb~to to that ext~nt to conpens~tc 
hia for tho loss 1)f tho.t )rivilcge·. Thero is nuch to b.::::: s2.id in 
his frrvor, on this .!:Joint as [.~ no.ttor of fai.rness,. but the unsur .... 
DOU.ntnble difficulty is tho. t thc.:ro j.s nu 'vVO..y to 3.~~portion tho loss 
of the priviloge ~nd ooasuro its extant in tcros 0f license f0es~­
The law does not fix nny rclo. ti on or pro)orti.Jn 1)f thu eonsunption 
fe8.ture to the distribution feo.ture. The first inpulse to say 
that they are "fifty-fifty" ind hence if' one is taken awny b.y re­
ferendum half of the fee should be rebated is specious because 
the law does not require thnt the fee for a consuwption license 
which eobraces both features shall be twice· the fee for a distri­
bution lj_cense which has but the ono privilege. lt is not only 
possible, but sor:1e municipalit1es, actually hu.vc fixed each f.ee. at 
the.same figure. It is legnl, although not logical, if they fix 
the dis.tribution fee twice the consumption liconse foe. 

Moreover, all licenses are nere privileges nnd subject 
at nll times to the police power of the Stnto. Evary State rule 
and evc,ry approved r.mnicipal regulation narrows the privilege to. 
some extent ::md, when en.~"..cted subsequ0nt to the issuance of a. 
license, takes awny soDothing frou the privilege as originally 
granted~ But for such detraction froa or contraction of a license, 
no recot1pensc is payable nor is refund ullovvablo. l hnvt: gone ns 
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2. 

far as possible along this line in ~llowing fUll prOJOrtfonnte 
rebate when a license is ontiroly wipsd out by referondum,.. c;,,&",. 
n club lice.nse,; But nono is allowable :rrh..:r.ely be:c.·o.usE:J Sup.d.:1.y . · · 
selling is tl::ko·n· awc;.,y .• · If s.ny part reDc..ins aftt;r a rcf·erendu.tl 
the liccns~e muy exercise it but any clnia no robate. It is 
only when he wholly su;rrenders his lict.mse or his lice:nse. is 
wholly to.ken fron hirJ by refcrundum thiilt th0ro is roon foA:· rob:~tor~. 

Thcroforc,· if the license of Mr. Dennis is ro-inst~t~d, 
it Dust be without ::iny rcbc..te whatsoovur. 

Although Mr. Dennis i·s no longor in pas.session ·of the:· 
6riginnl licen~ud premisos, his li~ensa DQy be rc-instat8d, if 
your Township Coniji ttco consents. to trc.nsfer th8 license: to a 
ncv1 licensed prb:1iscs in a.ccord::mco vd th Suction 23 of· -·tho stn .... 
tute. 

The rosolutiun doter"r:lining thE~ t j)lonary r8tai1 distrib-µ.~ 
tion licenses shnll be issued in D:>wnu ·Tovvnshi~1! passed by the .· 
Township co:r:mi ttc-e on ivbrch tl, 19255 is ~lj)proved ns subDi tted •. 

Vory truly yours) 
D. FREDE.HICK BURNLT1r, 

Coul_.issioner 

REFUNDS - AFTER REFEHENDUM - WJIBN ALL PRIVILEGES UNDER LICENSE 
.. ARE "'TERMINATED 

It i~ apparent upon reading item #1 of thi$ Bulletin 
that the capt±on of item ifl4 of Bulletin =//=58 was too broad and 
it has therefore been amended to read: -''Refunds - After Refer­
endum .... When All Privileges Under License Are 'I1erminated." 

The ruling.: in Bulletin it.58, i tern rfl4, as a 1Jpcar~ by its 
terms and by reference to Bulletin 1~69, item ill, A.p;ilies. only 
to cases where licenses have beeomo ·~yholly void and inoperative 
because of a. referendum. It has no application who:ro 'some pri­
vileges retnain under the license. A licensee is nQt entitled 
to any rccompcmse in such case o In re Dovm.e TovmshiP'i Bul1otin 
#·69, i tern f/l o 

A licensee may, of cour so, surrender nip ·whole liconso 
undor Section 28, but th-.::n he is cnti tlud only to the statu.tory 
return•: 

Th8 amended caption of Bullutin ://58 ·, i t~m: #14, it is · ·" 
believed, will aid in confining.its application to=th~ cases in­
tended. 

3.. lvIDNICJPAt ORDINANCES - SUMNlARY PUNISHMENT OF VIOLATIONS 
DECLARED OFF.ENCES BY THE' STATUTE 

(Note: Previous decisions dealing with this subject are set forth 
:ln Bulletin 28,· item 2 ·(8); 43-5; 43-6;. 43-7; .52-1; 5~.;...2;,· 53-9· :and 
55~'6.) . 

The proposod·amond~Bnt to Section 2 -Of the ordinance Of 
tho City of. Ora~1ge roads: 1 

_.'-·.-

nsection2. Any persori who shall.manufacture, sell, 
distribute, bottle, blend·~ roctify, treat.? fortify, mix, process, 
warohous.o or trnnsport or carry by any method any .:ilcoholic bevcr-
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agos ·except .in conformity to any Statute of tho State of New 
Jersey now in effect, or which rnay hor0after be adoptud, or who 
shall own, possess, keep or storo in said city 6f Or2ngc any 
implement or paraphernali.'.1 for the mo.nuf3.cturc, so.le, distrJbu..,. 
tion, bottling, rectifying, blending, trDnting, fortifying, · 
mixing, processing, w~rehousing or trunsportntion of alcoholic 
bcverngGs with intent to use tho same in the mQnufucture, salo, 
distribution, bottling, rectifying, blending, tr(.;ating, fortify,_ 
ing, mixing, processing, warehousing or trnnsportation of alco­
holic beveragos, except in conformity to ·any Statute of tho Stnte 
of Nmv Jers0y now in c·ffect, or which mo.y borcafte;r ·be adopted, 
or to n.id or a bot another ir1 thG mo.nufncturo, St.LJ.e, distribution, 
bottling, r~ctifying, blending; treating, fortify1ng, mixing, · 
~roccssing, warehousing nnd trnnsportntion of ~lcoholic boveragos 
except in conformity to nny Statute of tho st~to of Nsw Jorsey 
now in effect, or which m~y hor8~ftor bo adopt0d, 3hall be sub­
ject upon conviction to a fine of not 10ss than One HundrQd 
($100.00) Doll2rs and not moro than Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars 
or imprisonmont nf riot l~ss thQn thirty d~ys or not mor8 th2n si~ 
months or by both; such fine 2.nd imprtsonuont to bo in the dis~ 
crction of the Court." 

Ivbrch 26, 1935 

My don .. r ComEdssioner: Re: Cit.Y- of Orangg 

, ,._.With rofcroncc to f)e;ction 2, it is :rriy undorstc..nding,, a.s 
c\>nflrncd .by my telephone convurs2-tion with you of todo.y, th~t 
ww both agree that it prob,;..bly Yrill bo Ct. good. idoa. if thGrc can 
b•·a judicial ~nterpretution bf our right to have a City Ordin­
['_ft.q.~~ providing for pqno.l ty f~or viola ti on of th~ sc:.me :icts as arc 
01~lined in the St:1tc stc..tuto.. In othor words, I umkrsto.nd 
tb~0t .we both a:grcc _that there nny ·be some question ::is to the 
vilidity Df this section but it is worth tryine out. 

Edward h. llicGlynn, Bsq., 
Ncvv2.rk, N. J. 

Dear Sir.: 

V cry truly y 1·:urs, 
E. R. McGLYNN 
City Counsc;l 

April 8, 1935 

Ro: City of Orange 

I ho.vo y!.~urs :.)f M:-:;.rch '26th ~m.d the prOL)vscd ;icendtwnt 
to ycur ordinance on ti tlod "An Ordin;:mce to rcguLt to the so.le 
and dj_stribution <)f o.lcoholic bevcr::iges nnd prescribing pcnnl­
tios for violG.tions of _rul(:)s and rogulc.tions of' the lVIunicipo.l 
Board of Alcohollc Bcve:rago Control", adopted August 17, 1934 .• 

I am willing th~t you sh,Juld adopt Section r.~ cf tho pro­
posod nmendEent as written in ardor to test its validity in the 
courts even though we both ugro0, ns confirmed by y0urs of March 
26, 1935, there is grave question bccauso it purports to adjudi-:" 
cnte upon violations c)f tho Alcoholic Bovcragu Control Act which 
are nisde~ennors ~nd hence nro not within th€ jurisdiction of-your 
local mo.gistrD.tes. It will, thcreforo, be; approvod as sulmitted, 
subject to latur a.ction by De d·opendont upon o.djudic2tion of tho 
IJatter by _tho courts. 

Very truly y~urs, 
D .. FREDERICK BUHNETT, 

Co rm:d s s i oner 
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4! MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES ~ FEMALES .... BONA FIDE HOTELS AND RESTAUR..,. 
ANTS IVIAY BE PROPERLY EXCEPTED FROM n1mULA1rION PROHIBIT:[NG 
EMPLOYMENT OF.FEMALES PROVIDED EXCEPTION IS STRICTLY ENFORCED 
AND APPLIES ONLY TO BONA FIDE H01'ELS AND HESTAURANTS WHERE SALE 
OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IS A ]jiERE INCIDENTAL BUSINESS 

Mr. Willian A. PO'lhenus, 
Township Clerk, · 
Hanover, N. · .J. 

Dear Sir: 

April 8, 1·935 

I have five resolutions adopted by your Township Conr~i t-
tee. 

There nay be roon for question of Section 3 of Resol~~ 
tion ifl on thG Ground of cUscrininating between GeDbGrs of the 
sane license class by. reason Of the oxcept~on, fron the require­
DGnt that all licensed prc:.d.ses be open to public view·., in favor 
·of clubs nnc1 f:r::1tcrnD.l org~.mizatJo:r..s, for it does not (;Xcept . 
club license0s~ but clu~& and fraternal organizations regardless 
of _the class of license held. liowovcr, tho distinction is nado 
on reason2blc J;rounds nnd nay; thcre:fore:, ~Jc VD.lid o.s a i:10asure 
bnsod upon tho nunicipo.li ty' s inherent po.lice· porwr. ·Hen co, in 
ncco~dance with the principlus sot forth in Bullutin 43, itoD 
·12, the rcBulntion is tentatively approved. 

And so, for the; .sane reasons, I tentatively approve 
Section 4, ·which excepts bona fide hotels and restaurant$ .fron 
a regulation prohibiting the auploynent of fecalos or the ss.le 
of' alcoholic beverages to fcnales at bars by plenary retail con­
sur1ption licensees. But this exception raust be strictly en­
forced and shall apply only to bona fide hotels and. restaurants 
where the s~:'.le of -S.lcoholic beverages is a nerG incidcmtnl busi.­
nos s. 

· .. 

Very truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Cou1:Jissioner 

5. MUNICIPAL OBDINANCES - ORDINANCE MAKING THOSE WHO VIOLATE THE · 
PROVISIONS PF THE CONTROL ACT. DISORDEHLY PEHSONS Al""JD PROVIDING 

PUN I SHlV!ENT - APPHOVED 

Hnrvey.V. O. Platt, Borough Cl0rk, 
Carteret, No J. 

De.~r Sir: 

April 8, 1935· 

·· . I have before ne "An ordinance to define ci disorderly 
person and to· set the penalties thercforn, ndoptcd by your Bor­
ough Counqil on March 7, 1934 · _ree.ding: 

"WHEREAS, by virtue of o.n c~ct of the logislnture cnti tlod 
'An ~ct concerning 2lcoholic·bavcrn~csr, cortnin resolutions 
wore passQd and adopted by the Mayor ~:..nd Council of the 
Borough of Carteret, rcgulc.t. ting tho issu~:mcc of such licun,s0s 

. and regulating the opGr~~tj_on of such licensed prct~iSt::s ,. and 



.BULLETIN NUMBER 69 ·sHEE'11 #6 

"1JV1IEREAS, it is the; desire. of the Mayor o.nd Council to 
set ponQltius for the violation of th~ said oct und/or the 
resolutions of the Mayor ::md Council ~~doptod pursuant there­
to, Qnd therefore, 

"BE IT ORDAINED, ·by the Council of tho Borough of Co..rterot~ 

lo That nny person, firn or coriJoration who violntcs the provi .... 
sions of the snid net entitled "An net concernine 3lcoholic bcvcr­
age s", ~hapter 436, laws of 1~33, 2nd/or tho resolutions adopted 
pursuant thereto by the Council of tho Borough of Co.rtGrut, :J.nd/or 
any part of s.:J.id Act, and/or any part of the so.id resolutions, 
s~all upon conviction before tho Police Justice 8f the Borough of 
Carteret ~nd/or "the Recorder or any pc~son lagnlly Gctinc in the 
place or stead of said Police Justice o.nd/or Recorder bo adjudged 
a disorderly parson and fined in accordance with soction.2 heroof. 

2~ Upon a first convictiori, he, sho or it shall pay a fine of 
fifty doll~rs nnd/or be sentenced to fivu ·days in jail; upon con­
viction of a second offens~, he, she or it shall pay a fine of 
one hund~E::d dollars anJ/or be sentenced to· thirty days· ln jail; 
and upon o. th:i.rd conviction sho.11 p::i.y n fino of ~Jno brmdred nnd 
seventy-five dollars and/or be sentenced to a torn of ninety days 
in jail; and for .ench C(mtinuinc day for which said vioLttion. .. 
sho.).l occur, shall be subject to a fine uf one hundred and suv­
onty-five dollars. 

3o Should any part, section or )rovision of this 0rdin2nce be 
questioned in any court, and held tu bu inv . .:tlid or in0ffecti vc 
iI'1 whole or in pnrt, such h·).lding shclll not nffoct o.ny 0tner 

· part, socti0n nr provision of this. ordinance except so f~r as 
tho section z)r portion S<:j dcclo.red to be unc(msti tutione.l, in­
effQctive or inv:ilid, sht'.11 bo inscr):::~r'"::.b1e; fr Ju tho rm:rn.inder 
or nny )Ortion thGreof. 

4., This ordino..nce shnll t"tke effoct · L_::'.~eclio.toly." 

It is npprovcd ~s sub~itted, subject to l~tcr 2cti~n by 
no dependent upon.~djudication of its validity by thG courts. 

The scope and extent ~.Jf 8.))rovn.ls by the CucLi.ssi.oncr -Jf 
local regulations, ~~nd their ruvicw,, .slwulcl ·1n a).LJCD.l bG toJrnn 
froo ~heir np~lic~tion in given instances, are governed by tho· 
j.Jrinciplcs set fur th in Bulloti.n 43, i ten 12 and BullEJtin 34, 

...... 

i tGD 5·. 

Very truly yours, 
Do FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Coi:-:Lis si:Jner 

.. 6. MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES ·• RECJUISITES AND Vii.LIDITY - REFERENCE TO · 
PREVIOUS ORDINANCE - HEREIN OF LI~ITATION OF LICENSES BY 

EL~CTION DISTRICTS 

Co Alfred Wilson, Esq., 
J[ountnin View, No J. 

Dear Sir~ 

I', •yy.i· 1 8 1. 9·~5 .b • .LJ;... j 6 

Re: Townshi '.') ._;f Wayne 

I h'lvo tv:o resolutions passed by y·.)ur '1\xvmshi.1,:.1 Coe1:Ji ttce 

,. 
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~ursunnt to the Alcoholic Beverage C~ntrol rtct as nuended ~nd 
SUi))lew:mted: 

1. Dn tcd June 12, 1934 fixing the .i.:.llenary rct:J.il cc.•nsur.i~;ti-::m 
license fee and rogulo. tint; the st:'~le ()f alcch;_;lic lKvoro.ge s, 
~~s LL:.cncled by 

2. _Do.tad DeceubGr 11, 1934 

::~nd. 

3. An ordinance d~1 tcd Deccnber ·9, 1930 to license o.ncl rogula tc 
cert::.in j_)lo.ces within tho Township uf Wetynu ·-iJ11hurcin f!.,nd 0r 
drink or both arc sulc1 to ·be c1.msrn:10d on the -_n·nfais0s, .'.ls 
supplcoontcd Decca~ur 8, 1931. 

They '.:T8 o.1) __ _1rovccl :-.s subci ttcd wt th tho fullowing GXCOlJ-

tions: 

Section 3 of the res0lution of June 12th, as .:::L:::~C;nded 
Docet1ber ll, 1934, requires of O.l))lic:.i.nts ·for ~~lcnary retail con­
sua)tion licenses th~t the jroniscs to bo licensoJ be first li­
censed -~)Ursuant t;J ilAn Ordin2nce t:J rcguL~te c0rt:dn j)l-'..'..C-CS vdth-­
in the Tovmship_of Wayne in the County of Passaic wherein food or 
drtnk or both e.~·e sold to be consuned on the. premises" adopted 
Decenber 9, 1930 as amended and suppl.ei;:onted, and constitutes 
violations of ss.id 6rdimmce [;,1S grounds for revocation of the 

. plenary retail consunption lic€mse .. 

I have exauined that ordinance and. the su)plouent. By 
its terD$ it requires licensing thereunder of all ~l~Jlic restaur­
ants, dining rooos, ~rills, h~rs,· cafes, saloons, roons, cars, 
wagons and such othor p1:icss wherein food or drink or both r:iay be 
sold for consurtlption on the'"" preuisc:.;s, Hi th the exception of those 
places solling soda W3. tor apd . ice c_rcam exclusi ve1y and boarding 
houses. It exacts a license f0e of ~~25 and ~i1 addftional fee of 
$5 to cover the cost of advertising the JUblic hearing upon the 
license applice:.tion. It rcgulntos the; conduct of businesses 
licensed thereunder snd the n:..tturo .~nd condition ·.Jf tho lic2nsed 
preniscs. It iGposes pcnnlti0s for violation. 

Irrespectiv~ of the fact th~t it w2s an~ctod prior to 
tho Alcoholic BuvGrnge Control A~t and therefore cannot be said 
to h2ve been enacted pursuant thereto, thcro can Se no doubt, in­
D.S1Juch as licensing th..:::rcimdor is required of all :.~i_Jj)licnnts for 
plenary retetil consuuption ·licenses, that it now I'('gulates tha 
snlc of. <.:.lcoholic buverages.. And vvhilo the ordinr1.ncc doc::s not 
deelarc th3.t it l.s ~tc,io:)tcd for revenue purpos8s, ·a liccnso foe· 
of $25 and additional costs of $5 are nssossod. · 

Insofar ~s that ordinance affects apJlicunts for plenary 
r2tail consur;]ption licenses, I cannot ::Li_JiJrovo thcS() adcli tional 

- license fees . for such npl;licants could then be charged in excess 
of the statutory ut.xir:J.UD for thoir 11censcs o The Legislature . 
say~ . th.::i.t tho caxinutl a r:mnicipnli ty co.n ch~rgc ·for this license 
is '2000. If the fees fixed in the ordinartco ~re valid, you could 
charge ·$2030 t8 oxorcisc the privilese. That cannot be. The ap­
plicant nay not be required to pay uore for his license than the 
statute authorized the Dunici:;;iali ty to collect. 

Section 7 of the CJrdino.nce provides ttNo· lic.-ense shall be 
issued for :my public pll.lce wherein intoxicating liquor ls sold.n 
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and I have nothing on record indicating thnt this has ever been 
,21 to red or o.nendod. But tho r0solut1on :coquircs lic0nsing undt::r 
tho ordinnnce beforo a ~lennry retail consuaption license cay be 
grL~ntcd. And inr.;:.suuch as the ordinance expressly prohibits tho 
licensing thereunder of such businesses, it follows th.::1t the con­
dition you have iaposed upon plenary retnil consUDptlon l:tcenses 
could not possibly be fulfilled. 

That ordinance and its supplement and Section 3 of the 
resolution of June 12, 1934· are thor1.::fort;} disapprovGd. 

The proposed ordinance No. 6 ''To license and regulate 
cert2in places w:i.thin the Township of W.J.yne in the Cotmty of Pas­
saic wherein food is sold to be consurJed on thG preuisesn, which 
according to your lGtter of March 21st is designed to replace the 
ordinance of Deceaber 9, 1930 and its supploocnt of Deceuber 8, 
1931, appears to rencdy the situation. IJVhile j_t still includes 
restaurants, grills, bars, c2fcs, qnd saloons within its licens­
ing scope, its purpose is expressly lioited by its terns to the 
licensing. of prer:iisos wherein food :LE; sold to be consumed thereon. 
HGnce:, I do not soc; why it C·'J.nnot uxist indepnndently of resolu­
tions or ordin~nccs regulating tho salo of clcoholic b2vuruges • 

. 'Ni th the r0pcal of the ordinance of Dc.:cc~::ib0r 9, 19~50 o..ncl 
its supplonent of DcccDbc:r.· 8, 1931, Section 3 of tr1c resolution 
of June 12, 1934 should likcvvis0 be repealed. 

Insofir &s it restricts th0 thruc liconscs to bu erantod 
to one in C]Ch of tho Tovvnship' s thr0;0 ~luction d:istricts, I can­
not npprove for election districts ~re not pro~cr sub-divisions 
upon which to base tht.: distribution of liconscs. The boundJ.rics 
of such districts aro flexible nnd shifting populition n2y rG~uirc 
that thoy be ch.::.mgod. The rule is cnsy to npi)ly \1vhen thl; first 
throe liccns~s are issued, but wh~t will hnppun if redistricting 
nlaces two liccnsocs in th0 snoc election district? Will one be 
iorccd out of business, oven though fully qunlifiod or will he bo 
required to transfer his licensed praois~s, in spite of ull the 
effort~ he cay have made to builtl up n substantial-trndo in his 
present loc~1tj_on and in spite c:f the invcstL.ent he DD.y have.: ;·.Jacle 
· h"c 1° ·- ·'·1

; •~·-ig.,? -r <• 'YP··)ct t'· :-it S·· t•,.. .. 5 (b) b··· '1 ' ··' d-d in._ l._i icensco. .Prc;U .... cs. ..L .:::iU;:.::io~..:J .a'··" ...... c l.•.JD ~ , .... den .e . 
spccificnlly to state tho bou..ndo.rios of tlrn thr~:.e conton~')latod 
districtsQ 

Section 6 of the resolution of June 12, 1934 is tlis~pprovcdQ 
Ttrcads.: fYTho To7mshi) Coc:cdttcc rcsurves the rie;ht to rc~fuse a 
liconso for nny building or )rcui::;cs not opcr,~ .. tL:d ;~ts .:J.n <:st!J.blishod 
restaurant or dininc plnce or for ~ny building ur ;r~Disos oper~t~d 
in close proxinity to ::-"bathing bench or to :2 place of acuscL1ent. 11 

As worded, it includes within th0 rj.ght to r0fusc licenses reserved 
therein nll licenses which L:tCLy b~ issued unclcr thu resolution. I 
doubt tho.t it wo.s the in ten ti.on of the TovmshL: Co1 .. :ni toe s;J to in·­
clud~ plenary retail distributiJn liccns0s, fo~ the fnct thnt an 
applicant for such license did not conJuct nn Gstnblished ro~taur­
ant or dining place could not vossibly be rensonnblo groundsfor 
refus.~ll o I suggest thut the Sec ti.on be ::..ncnckd first to includo 
within its opera ti vc sco1je '.Jnly ~1lcnary retci .. i1 consutqtion licenses 
nnd socopdly, inasnuch as it is the intention of the Tovmshi:t) Cor1-
ui ttce to restrict the i.ssu0,nce of c .. )nSurJJ:Jtion licenses to Dlnccs 
where restaurants arc no.into..inud and to prohj_bit saloons thJ.t, 
rnth0r than reserve the right to refuse such licenses for -~n·eDisL.:s 
not operated as an established restaurant, the aforesaid policy 
be fornally adopted and consistently nnintnined. Y~u will thon be 
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s:ivod nny future objections which rmy justly be ~-·1ado if, pursuo.nt 
to the S0ction as ~toscntly wordeQ, licenses wero grnntod to sore 
a~y:·)licants wh~; do not conduct 2. r0sto.ur~:..nt and were refused to 
oihors. The sane µrecaution should bo taken with respect to the 
discretion r0scrvcd in the issuance of licenses for any buil~ing 
or preDises operated in closo proxiaity to 2 bathing be~ch or a 
Jlnce of aouscuent. I cordinlly sucgest that here 2lso th0 re­
served discretion be rcuov0d and that' the ~olicy bu definitely 
::::dO!)tod or a1x.mdoncd as the Tovvnshi~:; Cocni ttc,o :~12y d'ecide. 

With Sectiom3 o.nd 6 ~uended ~s ~fores2id, the pres~nt 
ropugnnncy between thesu two sccti~ns will n~ longer exist. As 
they now sto.nd, Section 3 rcquiros :.;f l.:.J.l O.))licants f~1" >lennry 
retail c0nsun~Jti:Jn licenses that they be first licunsed ~~ s :J. plc.i..ce 
wherein food or drink ::;r both D«J.Y :Jc sold to be c, .. nsmJed 1Jn the 
:LJronises o Section 6 iu)lic:s th··-~t such liconsr.,s 1·1J.y be ls sued in 
the discretion of the T:YVJ11shi:J C:xii.d ttcc; f:Jr )rc;:dsc.:s nut ~))Qrnt0d 
ns rostnurants or dining ;lnces. The io;liod rcscrvaticn of dis­
cI·etion in Sectiun 6 .:1).1.K<~rs to lK wi th~.:iut :my force ,Jr cff_t:ct 
because of tho ex)r0ss rcquirc~ent in Sccti~n 3 t) the c~ntrary. 

V0ry truly y urs, 
D. FREDERICK BURNE1.I1T, 

C OLini s s i oner 

7. SPECIAL PERiviIT - DONATION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVEHAG:t;S BY WHOLESALER -
SPECIAL PERMIT NECESSARY 

SPECIAL PERMIT - SOCIAL ORGANIZATION GIVING ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES 
AS PRIZES NEEDS SPECIAL PERTuII11 

_... . 

Gcntlornm: 

Guidtng St{;~r Lodge N c. 189, LO. O. F. h.2s ~)lc-mncd. a Cc:trcl 
Party to be held on AJril 9, 1935 2t tho 2b0ve Hall. W0 nre nsk­
ine v~rious concerns in the neighborhood fJr donc~ti(JDS t~.: be) usod 
as c2rd ~rizcs. Anong our requests w~s one to n Win0 ~nd Liquor 
Wholes.'.":.le Dealer. As this :.:;.ff air is f::r ~1 cho.ri t::.;.blo )ur~:~,Jsc thoy 
VJould like tQ c·mtribute s:)uc ;Jf their v.rnres Y/hi.ch wo wi.11 give 
out 2s prizes but do n:_it c:::.rt-:: t·,) cnda.ncor their liccmsE.~ by so 
doing. 

·.Thoy ha vc r.d v1 s cd r~e: to get in t,)uch with y .lU to f incl \)Ut 

if it is necessary t0 hcvo n )GrDit for th~t evening. We ~ro not 
gcins t:) sell «)r gtve s:::ix10 ..:iut 2s '.:L rcfrcshr.K:nt ·:Jut just t~1 be 
used ns ~ c2rd Party prize. 

Wi.11 you i)J.e:t.sc: advise us vvlnt ste)s to td·rn j_n ordur t 1J 

nake it kn·.wm tu the W'ine o..nc] Liquor Cur)or:::.ti'.)D th::~t o. 1JC:rui t 
is urmccessetry, if Uwt be the case. 

\ 

y.urs very truly, 
C. A. .BJERENSEN 
Sccrotcry and Chnirrnn 0f 

the C'XlU.J. ttec; 

C.. A 9 Bocrcnsenj Ch'airuan ;Jf COLL:i ttee, 
Guiding Stur Lod8B, IoOaO.Fo, 
fI.~bokcn, N. Jo 

Y:jur lotter received, vrhcroin y:;u inquiro whuthor 8. Now 
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Jersey wholesa·ler may donate alcoholic beverages to- -your organ-
ization to be used as prizes at you~ purposed card party. 

The Alcoholic- Beverage Control Act defines sales 9-S 0 the 
gratuitous delivery or gift of any alcoholic beverage b~ any 
licehsee"~ A donation of alcoholic beverages by a licensee, there­
fore, c_onsti tutes. a sale. Under the ·terms of his licertsE:. a ·whole·­
saler may not sell directly to oonsumers. Your orgnnizntion is in 
effect a con.sumer, hence the wholesaler mny net present any alco~ · 
holic bevoro.ges· by way of gift regardless of the purpose f-or whicJ ~ 
you intend to uso them. 

By the ruling of the Commi_ssioncr !) however, a v.:holes::::..ler 
may sell alcoholic beverages to the holder of a. Speci.1.l Permit. 
If your organizo.tion obtains· such D. pormi t from the Cornmissione:r 
the wholf.::s::der mo.y then don~1te alcoholic bovQrGg0s for prizes. 

Furthermore, in thu event nri · ndmission is ch:1rged or t:tck­
ots sold to the cet.rd p~~rty, nlcoholic bovc~rng0s given L:.s prizes 
constitute a snle theruof.- In such caso, it would be necessary 
for your organization to obtcdn :~~ special pcrmi t bcforu it-.:could 
legally give liquor as prizes. The permit) if gr~nted, would 
2uthorize not only the receipt of tho donation from the wholes~lcr 
but 2-lso the: right to give such buvor~lf;CS as prizes. 

V 0ry truly yo"1r s, 
D. FREDEHI.CK ·BUR-NETT 

CommJssion.er 

RULES GOVERNING SIGNS AND OTHEH ADVERTISING lv~ATTER 

1. No mnriuf:1cturc-;r or whole sGlor shall, in ~my ono license 
year, furnish or deliver t6 ~ny rctQil liccnsc0,· directly or in­
directly, by s~lo, lonn, gift or otherwise, any signs or ot~or 
ndvorti sing me~ ttcr, tte aggrC;go.te cost or r\.Jo.son._::.ble v:·llue of 
·which oxceeds $100. 00 with respect to sach liccm.s0d promisc-s, nnd 
no retail lic8nsco shall permit or· suffer th0 display of any 
signs or other advertising mntter furnished or delivered in viola­
tion of this roguldtion. 

2. No rctnil licensee shall pLrmit or suffur tho displ~y, on 
the exterior of the licensed premises, of any signs or other ad­
vertising m~:::ttor bc:iring tb.c n:.1mG, brc.~nd or tr.:.:.dc-rµctrk of ::-my 
mnnuf::-.cturcr or. wholcs:llor of ~my ~-~lcoholic bc:vorag.e. 

3. No licensee ~uthorized to sell ~lcoholic bGvornges ut rc­
tnil for consumption on tl~e iicensed premist-:s slv::.11, dirE3ctly or 
indirectly, advertise, or.permit or suffer thG ~dvortising of, 
the price. of tiny alcoholic bcvorngu or size of the container there­
of, on tho cxt~rior of the licensed premises, ot in the show-win­
dovv or door th1....:·roof, or in the interior tl:wreof when visible:. from 
thc·stroet. 

4. No retail liccnsco shall pGrmit or suff0r in or on the 
licensed premises nny sign or other m2ttor 2dvertising the sale of 
any particulc.r brand or typo 9f .:i.lcoholic buvcro.101.:Y unless such 
brand or type of alcoholic· beverage is actually .:: .. tvailablG~ for so.le 
nt such premises. 

5o Any signs or other advertising mattor in po~scssion of n 
rotnil licensee and loc2ted on the liconsed premis~s on thu dite 
hereof mny be rot2inod for n period of sixty (60) d::~ys; but must 
be dismantled and removed from the li6ensod proraiscs at or prior 
to .tho expiration of said period in o.11 C<.1sus whur~ their con-
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tinucd possession would viol.::1to any of the foregoing rcgul2tions. 

6. Viol~tion.of nny of the foregoing regulations sh~ll bo 
c2us8 for. revocc..tion of the; lic0nso. 

Tho foregoing rules 2rc effective immedint~ly. 

kl·i ( ~ ·,{) f::;/(~ 
Dated: April 9, 1935 Comuissioncr 

9. MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - PENALTIES - MAXIMUM AND MINI.MUM PENAL'rIES 

Gontlc·men: 

You very kindly g:.:..ve me o. sample of Municipnl Ordinr.mco 
(Bulletin 53, Item 9) that might bo considered in the prepnra.-" 
tion of an Ordinc.nce for the Township cf Hillside vii th rcgc:.rd to 
fixing l.iconso fees for the s .. ~lc of Ltlcoholic bcVerc.gcs in thG 
Tovmship. 

I note the~ t your ponril ty provision pr:iposss to h':lve a 
mininum and maxitmm ponal ty. I rc:1lizc th~ t Sections 47} 48 a.nd 
49 of tho Act dec:l ~.7i th Dinirmm and ::1r.~ximura penal ti0 s, but the sc 
·pen1.l tfc-s undoubtedly ~}.ro pcn2ltis s th~'. t .:..re.:. c.JJ.lcctE~d ·by tho 
St2te in crso 0f viol2tions, ~nd n0t for thG viol~tiJns 8f loc2l 
ordincncos. I ~-·~ss111!1c; that th0 e-;cnC:r·~1l purJcr of tho tHunicip:J.lt ty 
t.o fi.:x ptJnr ... l tiss is thu n.uthori ty for tho penal ti-os to bG in­
cluded in an or~in~nco. The Hoci0 Rule Act provides that the 
governing body of every lJunicipaJ.i ty ue::y prescribe :::~ pon;_~1 ty for 
violation of ::my ,:;rdino.nce ui thcr by j_upris0nt10nt in the County 
.Jail not exceeding 90 days, or ~ fine not cxcouding $200 or both. 
Our Courts have rcpe~tudly held thnt Qn ordin2ncc fixing i sini­
rmrn p0n2lty is defective. The ordin~nce cnn only prGscribc tho 
nnxiDun pt..:nc:l ty .:.md leave the pon'.11 ty to be deteri:iixwd by the 
Mrigistrateo One of tho cases in point is the c3se· ~f F~iadann v. 
M~incs, 8 Misc. 7030 

I ~iu wunc1E::ring if you h:Jve t:.~.kcn this into consideration. 
I ara inclined to believe that it would brr bettor for us to pl2ce 
only a naxinun pcm.tl ty as ::mthorizod in th0 Ho:·Jo Ruh:. ·Act, r.:i thor 
th~-~n ~dopt the pcno..l ty pr·ovisions fLced in tho ktw, which a.re pcn­
c.l tios that would be paid to the st~te for violations. 

I would gro~t tly D.J.Jprcchi. t8 if yc·u would J.c t ::x: h.ci.ve your 
connont \.m· this r~~~~ ttsr. 

Whi tteDore & ivlcLec.n, 
El . b t,,. ·111 J lZl.l 8 .1.l, J.~. • 

Att: Sigurd Ao Enorsun, Esq. 
fi<:: ~__1.Q}Y[}Ship .:»f _l!_;i.l 1 S idc __ _ 

Gen tl0non: 

Very truly yours, 
S. A. EivIERSON 

Hillside Tovmship Attorney 

April 9, 1935 

As ~:r'.':1.S so.id in Bu.lll:tin 53, ItoG 9, the s2Dple forD of 
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municipal ord~nance was devised in order that municipalities 
eould have a tlraft upon whiqh to build· as their own individual 
conditions and requirements demanded. It was neither pre~ 
scribed nor recommended but, as indicated, merely examples of 
provisions which had theretofore been approved by the Commis..:. 
sioner, set forth for the convm1ience of mrmicipali ties in 
formulating their own regulations. 

I have examined the Home Rule Act and the case of Fried­
mcm vs. lViaj_nos, 8 N.JcMisc. 703 (Sup. Ct. 1930) ufffd 110 N;J. 
L. 454 (E. & A. 1933) and find that both bear -0ut your conten­
tion that your ordino.nce should carry only the maximum penalty. 
Accordingly!/ if the stututE:Js which govern your municipality 
inhibit the stipulation of mandatory r~wnalties{ the minimum 
penalties as sot forth in Section 5 (a) and (c; of the sample 
ordinance should be omitted from yours. 

In fact, there being no authority granted by the Alcohol­
ic BoverQge Control Act in the fixing of penalties to be im­
posed pursuant to nmnicipal ordinances, o..11 municipo:li ties in 
providing for such penalties should be governed ~y ths statutes 
relating to their respective municipalities. 

Very truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Cor11mi s sioner 

MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - SAMPLE FORM 

Annotation should be mado to .Bulletin 53, Item 9, ?n page 
10, opposite Sections 5 (a) and (c) (which prescribe r:iaximum 
and minimum pcnultios) of the principles set forth in Bulletin 
69, Item 9. 

GOVERNING BOARD OR BODY - vVHAT CONSTITUTES - THE 
ELIZABETH SI~UATION 

April 9, 1935 

Municipnl Board of Alcoholic B0v0ra.go Control, 
Elizabeth, N. J. 

Gentlemen: 

Tho Supremo Court h3.s rulr~d, as I prusurw you lmow.ll that 
unde~ ~ection 1 (g) and 5 of the Control Act your Bonrd is the 
proper issuing authority for the City of Elizabeth.· Therefore,_ 
I shall recognize you as tho exclusive issuing authority here­
nfter. The stipulation entered into between your Board and the 
Board of Public Works ponding the dotermination of this matter 
by the Supreme Court i.s termino.ted. 

Bo2rd of Public Works, 
Elizabethy N. J. 

GentleDen~ 

Very truly yours. 
D. FREDEHICK BUHNETT, 

Conu:ii s si oner 

April 9, 1935 

Herowith carbon of my letter of ovGn dnte to the Municipal 
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Bonrd of Alcoholic Beverage Control. 

Unless you u:opc,'.11 frou this decision, it will be accepted 
by De ns final. 

Vary truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

CoGuissioncr 

BULLETIN ITEMS SUPERSEDED 

Bulletin 35, ItcD 14 is supers1,:;dcd oy Bulletin 69, Iton 11. 

13. LICENSEE - CHiiNGE OF COHPORATE N~--JitiE - NO NEVv LICENSE NECESSi-i.RY 
WHERE CORPOR.c>.TE LICENSEE CHANGES ITS NnlJE - ENDORSEMENT OF 

LICENSE 

Tuio.rch 27, 1935 

Gcntlonen: 

This coopnny oporates ~ liquor stor6 it 5 South New Yark 
Avenue, A tl::mtic City, Novr ~ or$CY uncJor -::~ r·~;V1il distribution 
license grnntcd by the City of Atlantic City. 

The name Lloyd Drug Coupany has been objected to by the 
New Jersey Board of Pharmacy because of the inclusion of the word 
fldruGn in the title unless th::? store is constantly in charge of a 
registered pharmacist. Whether or not this is so I h8.vc decided 
to change the nnme of the Com)any to the Lloyd Company, leaving 
out tho word na.rugvt. 

I had our ittorney in that city t2ke the matter up with 
tho local authorities who sL1te tlnt they do not know how fo.r 
they cc.n go tormrds issuing a new license and that- th0y would be 
willing to pass n r8solution ~ormitting the license to be grintcd 
to tho Lloyd Coqx~my but- (Ioubt thci.r power to do so. 

VVill you kindly lL- t me lu10~1 rrhcthcr or not it is nocesso.ry 
to issue c.. now license undur the circur;~stancos :md vrhat must be 
done by us in order to change the corpornto naoo of the cofupany 
without invaliGating the liconse noP issuLd to the Lloyd·Drug 
Com:Jany. 

Lloyd Dru6 Co. Inco, 
Nevv York City. 

Gcmtlemcm: 

Very truly yours, 
LLOYD DRUG CO. INC.; 
By: Ho Rubonoff 

AttornEJy 

M.:::rch 29, 1935 

I h~~::.vo your lotter of l\iI:.rch 27th, inquiring vrhothe:r a new 
license is required vrhcrc c::. 0or1:;ora tc liccns00 duly ch~mges its 
corporate n2wc. ThG 2nswor is in the negative. 

In lcc;o.l contcm)lc~tion th~ cor)or:~~to e:nti ty -v.1hich consti­
tutes the licuns~o r~c~ins the s~cc, dosJite u ch2nce of nnmc. 
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ThJon such ch~nge of n~ue, however, the issuing 2uthority oust be 
notified )Ursuant to the requirorJc.mts Of section 31 and th(;;rGUpor. 
tho license should b~ endorsed as follows: · 

"Pursu~mt to a ch::mge of corporate n:.·.~r.~o, 
is hereby 

substituted in plc..ce of the nm:w of the 
licensee heretofore ~ppenring on this 
license, subjuct, however, to all the 
ter11s nnd conditions of this liccnSQou 

Very truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Comrn1ssiont.:r 
By: 

N2than L. Jacobs, 
Chiui' De)uty Cour~iissioner 

and Couns8l 

APPELLATE DECISIONS - ZITO VS. NEWARK 

PATSY ZITO, 
A:;_)pello.nt 

) 

) -VS-

MUNICIPAL BOARD OF ALCOHOLIC ) 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF NEWARK, 

Rcsr~ndcnt ) 

ON APPEAL 
- CONCLUSIONS 

Bozza & Bozza, Esqs., by S2uuel D. Bozza, Esq.~ Attorneys for 
. A))Gllo.nt o 

FrnrLlc- A. Boettner, Esq., by Raymond Schroeder, Esq., A ttorrn~y 
for Rosi)ondent. 

BY THE COlviMISSIOl\JER: 

This is an n)pcnl fron the doninl of an a)plicntion for 
a j)lcno..ry retail consuDpt,,ion liccns0 for precises locc:t0d Qt 
101 lViurray Strc0t, N0v1~1rk~. . 

Res 1~ondcn t contends the n_;_.J)lic::'.tion wc.s l)rOj_jerly denied 
been.use of the notoriously 1x:.d rc 1mt,::_:.tion of the ~::rcr~iSL!S sc:mght 
to -be licensed :ir1 sing fron the Lnnnur in which thGy h~1d been 
conducted in the J~st. 

A~-i~;oll~mt' s :;)rcciscs ~-~re loc.-~'.. tcd in thu h:.rnenont of et 

four-story apartuent house used cxcltisivcly for residonti2l ·)ur­
~)osos. Ros:;)ond.cnt issued· a lict:mso fur· these j)rcuises for t:(Lo 
period CX)iring June 30, 1934 2nd n night club wns conducted' 
therein under the nm:1e nHot Cln ClubH ~ The .. ~1:··.cc bcco.nc notor­
ious, being frequ0ntc:d by ~)rosti tut;_;s o.nd other pGrsons •Jf ill 
rc;_.mtc for ineoretl 1mr;_;oscs. Dc~:,uty Chief ,Jf Police Su bold tes­
tified thc.t riots, fights 3nd all J..~c~nn0r of disorderly uccurrcnc­
os resulted in nuaorous con)lnints being filod by neighbors 2nd 
finally respondent revoked tho license. 

There~ftsr scvornl other versons not connected with the 
:)rovious licensee nc.do ::.~~;1,lic·.tion for a license .for those )ren­
isc s but all such ~~;licntions were denied for the s~DG rensJn 
ros)ondont now ~ssarts ag2inst a;)ollnnt. 

A:1.J.)Cll2nt argues, horrcvor, tho. t he h:.::..s nc.J connecti.Jn vri th 
tho forucr licenst.;e and should not be )ono.lizod sin:jly b0cause 
said licensee h::.~d iD~)rO)C:rly conducted thu ~Jrcuisos in the >~ist .• 

r~n .. ~"'11/ CT~.·l~@M. ~~~ libmli)J u\~~10 \::)J\9"!J ~ dJ ~~\Y 


