FOR RELEASE THURSDAY P. M. — APRIL 12,

VEIO MESSAGE ON SENATE 158

. - The purpose of this bill, i. €., to waive past taxes

lev1ed 1mproperly upon charltable and kindred- organlzatlons, under New

,Jersey's exceedingly generous tax exemptlon pollcy, may be entirely praise-
,worthy.jw However, I -am informed by the Attorney General’that this bill‘is

clearly'unconstitutional for tWo'reasons-‘

Flrst it applies only to those bOdleS corporate where taxes
have been tevied agalnst them and the same remain unpald and in arrears for
a perlod of six years or longer.

Second, it applies to those bodies’corporate'where‘their
property hdS been sold for non~payment of taxesa In both instancee\the act
is spec1al in character°

- By no p0551b111ty can the act apply to charitable organ—
izaﬁione_where the taxes have been in arrears for less than six'years or to
charitable corporetions,whose propertyﬁhas not been‘sold‘for non-payment,

of taxes, The Constitution clearly prohibite\the Legislature from passing

private, local or special laws of this character. A law to be general must

includé:all within a class and‘exolude'none.

- Senate 158 cleariy grantsva‘privilege to certain corpor--
ations whlch have owed taxes for six years or where their property has
been sold for non-payment of taxesn it is not ‘@ general law because it
excludes from_operatlon 001porat10ns whichk1ave owed taxes for less than six

years or,‘aé I have pointeg~out, where their property has not been sold for

|
i

No matter how worthy the purpose, I.camot give my approval

non~payment.of'taxes." . \

‘to this clearly unconstltutlonal act.

New Jersey State Library |



Senate No. 158
April 12
1 945
Mr. Sidney Goldman
State Librarian
Sir: |

I am filing herewith in the State Library, without
my approval, Senate Bill No. 158.

f. The purpose‘bf this bill, i. e., to waive past due
taxes‘levied impréperly upon charitable and kiﬁdred
organizations, under New Jersey's exceédingly.générous»tax
exempt policy; may be entirely praiseworthy; However, I am
informed by the Attorney General that thié bill is clearl?»
unconstitutional for two reasons:

First, it applies only to those bodieé corporate
where taxes have been levied against them‘and the same remain
unpaid and in arrears fqr a period of six years\of longer.

Second, itvapplies fo those bodies corporaté where
their property‘has been scld for non-payment of taxes. In-
both instanéesrthe act is special in character.

By no possibility can the act apply to charitable
crganizations whene‘the taxes have been in arrears‘for 1ess
'than six yeéfs or to charitable corporations whose property
has ndt been sold for non-payment of taxes. The Cénstitution
élearly prohibiﬁs the Legislature from passing private; local
or special laws of this character. A law tb_be'general must
| include ail within a class and exclude none.

‘Senéte 158 clearly grants a privilege to certain corp-
orations which have owed taxes for six years or where their )
.property has been sold fér‘noﬁ—payment of taxes. It is not a
general law~becauSe it excludes from operation corporations
which have ‘owed taxes for less than six years or, as I have

pointed out, where their property has not been sold for non-

payment of taxes.



No matter how Worthy the purpose, I cannot give wmy
approval to this clearly unconstitutional act.
/Very truly yours,
(Signed) Walter E. Edge
Governor
(Seal)
Attest:

Edward M. Gilroy
Secretary to the Governor.



FOR RELEASE SATURDAY, APRIL 14, 1945 - P.M. PAPERS

Mr. Sidney Goldmann,
State Librarian.

Sir.

IAam filing herewith in the State Library,
without my approval, Senate Bill No. 186, for the very obvious reasou tlat
the salary of $9,000 per year it would provide for the County Clerk of
Morris County is entirely out of line Wifh the salaries paid in counties of
comparable population.

The County Clerks of the twe first-class counties
of the Sﬁate - Essex and Hudson - with populations of over 600,000 are paid
$10,000 per year. The County Clerks of Bergen, with over 400,000 population;
and of Passaic and Union, both over 300,000 populatién, receive salaries of
46,000. | |

Morris Cqunty, which this bill alone affects,
has a recorded population of 125,752, Four other counties - Camden, Mercer,
Middlesex and Mommouth - have larger populations than Morris!Aalthough their
County Clerks :eceive $7,500 per year, the same as the present Morris County
salary. | |

| It is clearly evident from these comparisons
that to place the Morris County salary in a class above those of seven of its
more populous neighbors would be indefensible.

The passage of this bill, providing by legisla-
tive ediet a mandatory salary increase in this one county by artificially
limiting it toipopulation betweéh 125,000 and 150,0QO, is clear evidence of
the wisdom of the Goverﬁor's recommendatién to transfer this responsibility
to the county goverhments, whose taxpayers pay the salaries. From a State-wide
standpoint, I repeat'the iegislation cannot be defended, and therefore it
receives my disapproval.

Very truly yours,
/s/ WALTER E. EDGE
Governor
ATTEST:

/s/ EDWARD M. GILROY MNaw Jersey State Library

Secretary to the Governor



Senate No., 186
April 13, 1945

Mr. Sidney Goldmag
State Librarian
Slr:  - ,
T am £iling herewith in the Stabe Library, without
my ‘approval, Senate Bill No.r186,}fdr the very obvious reason
~that the salary of $9,000 per year it Weuld provide for the County
Clerk of Morris Cbunty’is‘entifely,out of line with the salaries
paid in. counties of comparable population, )
| The County CTefks of the two flrst-class counties of
Ithe State - Essex and Hudson -~ with populatlon of over 600,000
are paid @10,000 per year. vfhe Gotmnty Clerks of‘Bergen, with
ove? 400,000 population; and of Passaic and Union,.both over
300,000, population, receive salaries of $8,000. |
Morris County"Whlch this bill alone affects, has’a
recerded population of 125,732. Four other countles - Camden,
Mercer, Middlesex\and Mohmeuﬁh - have larger populations than
Morris, although their County Clerks receive $7,500 per year,
the same as the presenf Morris.County salary.
| it is clearly evident from these oeﬁparisons that to
plece the Morfis County salary in a class eﬁove those of seven
of its more populous neiéhbbrs.would be indefensible,
) The passage of this bill, providing by legislative edict |
a mandatory salary increase in this one county by artificially
limiting it to population between 125,000 and}lSO;OOO, is clear
_evidence of the widsom of the Governor's recommendation to
transfer this.responsibility to the county governments, whose
'taxpayers.pay the salaries. Frem a State-wide Suandp01nt I

repeat the 1egislat10n cannot be defended and therefore it receives

my dlsapproval. g .
‘Very. truly yours,

Seal | " (signed) Walter E. Edge

Attest. . Governor
Edward M %1 : ' ) '

QA mAr

OYPT'HOT’ |



Senate Bill No. 97

C April 27
19 45

Mr. SidneyAGoldman
State Librarian

Sir:

I am filing in the State Library, Wifhout my
approval, Senate 97,

Although I am entirely in sympathy with the principle
of this bill, which is to proyide a method for protecting
certain public employees now unable to get into any pension
fund, I cannct sign it in this foerm,

‘.Senator Armstreng, sponsor of this measure, is
entirely correct and sincere in his efforts tc preovide pensions
for those pubiic employees who are on the borderline between
State and local jurisdiction. I assume this bill is for the
purpose ef compelling coqnties and municipalities to con-
tribute the regular pension payments for State employees

~eerving in county and municipal cffices, who are unable'to
join the State Employees! Retirement system because they are
not paid by the State.

_However, as the bill stands, there is nothing to show .-
how Widerits application would be or how many employees
conceivably might be effected new or in the future.

Having discussed this measure Witﬁ Senator Armstrong,
I am disépproVing'it as a means of letting it lie over ene
&earler so that he may work outVa schedule with State, county
and municipal officials that will permit an orderly methed
of providing proper protection for these borderline cases;

Very truly yours,
(eigned) Walter E. Edge
(SEAL) Governor
Attest: ,
Edward M. Gilrey

Secretary tc the Governor.

Ryerar pIB1e fesior MeN



FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, MAY 2d;
VETO OF SENATE 177

s R -

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

May 1, 1945
Mr. Sidney Goldmann,
State Librarian.
Sir: I am filing herewith in the State Library, without

my approval, Senate Bill No, 177.

| This bill proposes to amend the 1943 law which permitted
municipalities to sell tax title liens to prospective purchasers upon the under-
standing they would foreclose upon the property witﬁin two yeérs, or it would -
revert.tovthe municipality. = The theory of the act was to expedite the sale of
such property without the municipality going through the time and expense of
foreclosure proceedings and in the end return such property to the tax rolls,

| Under this new amendment ihe purchaser could acquire

such property either by foreclosure or conveyance, so that it would permit him
to obtain‘the deed from the original owner, . .

Assemblyman Jones, sponsor of the 1943 law, is opposed

to this amendment on the ground it would open the way:to possiﬁle fraud and; by
eliminating the necessity for acquiring property by foreclosure, it would
encourage collusion. In other words, the municipality selling such property in
good faith_for,lesé than the amount of the taxés owed might well find it back in
the hands of the original owner, who had refused to pay the levies in the first
place.

Director Walter R. Darby,-headiof-the Department of Local
- Government, also is opposed to this bill and substanﬁiates the points raised that
it could possibly lead to fraud. He states;thé amendment is -an attémpt to
weaken the statute and permit it to be used for purposes other than tlhatwforiwhich
it was enaeted",

Furthermore, I am opposed in principle to the -constant
plecemeal tinkering with this tax.arrearaggs program, I have'already.vétoed
’seVeral bills making other changes in the hetpods whereby municipalities can dis-
pose of properties taken over for ﬁax arrearages, 1f changes are needed in the
method by which municipalities can acquire-and dispose éf propeftyvfor unpaid
taxes, then I would suggest the entire statute'bé'revised carefully at oné time,
instead of a series of changes at a single session of the Legislature.

Accordingly, I am vetoing this bill,
Very truly yours, |

| WALTER E. EDGE,Governor. New Jersey Stete Library
KTTEST:

EDWARD M. GILROY,Secretarv to the Governor.
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Senate No. 177

May 1
1945

Mr. Sidney Goldman
State Librarian

Sir:

I am filing herewith in the State Library, without my
approval, Senate bill No. 177.

This bill proposes to amend the 1943 law which permitted
municipalities to sell tax title liens to prospective purchasers
upon the understanding they would foreclose upon the property
within two years,'or it would revert to the municipality. The
theory of the act was to expedite the sale of such property»
without the municipality going through the time and expense of
foreclosure proceedings and in the end return such property to
the tax rolls.

Under this new amendment the purchaser could acquire such
property elther by foreclusure or conveyance, so that it would
permit him to obtain the deed from the original owner.

Assemblyman Jones, sponsor of the 1943 law, is opposed
to this smendment 6n the ground it would open. the way to
possiblevfraud and, by eliminating the necessity for acquiring
property by foreclusure, it would encourage collusién. In
other words, the municipality selling such property in gbod
faith for less than the amount of the taxes owed might well
find it back in the hands of the original owner, who had
refused to pay the levies in the fifsf piaoe.

Director Walter R. Darb&, Head of the Department of Local
Government, also is opposed to this bill and substantiates the
points raised that it could pbssibly lead to fraud. He states

the amendment "is an attempt to weaken the statute and pernit it



¢

(Senate No. 177 cont.)

to be used for purposes other than that for which it was
enécted".

- Furthermbre, 1 am opposed in principle to the constant
piecemeal tinkering'with this tax arreerages program. I have
already vetoed several bills making other changes in the
methods wﬁereby municipalities can dispose of properties taken
over for tax arrearages. If changes are needed in the method
by which muﬁicipaliiies can acquire and dispose of property
for unpaid taxes, then I would suggest the entire statute be
revised carefully at one time, instead of a series of changes
at a single session of the Legislature.

Accordingly, I am vetoing this bill.
Very truly yours,
(Signed) Walter E. Edge
| . Governor
(Seal)
Attest:

Edward M. Gilroy
Secretary to the Governor.



Senate Bill No. 262

May 2
1 945

fir., Sidney Goldman
State Librarian

Sir:
I am filing herewith in the State Library,

without my approval, Senate Bill HNo. 262.

Very truly yours,

(Signed) Walter BE. Edge
Governor

(SEAL)
Attest:

Edward M. Gilroy
Secretary to the Governor

New Jersey State Ls'béary



Senate No., 247
May 2, 1945

Mr. Sidney Goldman
State Librarian

Sir: o

I am filing in the State Library, without my appro&al,
Senate Bill Wo. 247, |

This bill would remove from the present law regulating
cold storage operations the frozen food locker business which
it was proposed to regulate by a separate statute.

Having vetoed the companion bili, Senate 246, T am com-
pelled to veto Senate 247'in ordef that supervision of frozen

-locker plants will be continued undef the cold storage law,

Very ﬁruly ﬁours,
(signed) Walter B. Edge
Governor
SEAL
Attest:

Edward M. Gilroy

Secretary to the Governor

New Jereay State Library



’ FCR RELEASE P.M. PAPERS THURSDAY, MAY 3, 1945.

May 2, 1945,
Mr. Sidney Goldmann,

State Librarisn,
Sir:

I am filing herewith in the State Library,.
without my approval, Senate 139, designed to limit the sale of crushed stone and:
similar road materials.in this State by weight and to prohibit sales in anj other
manner,

This represents an attempt to pvohibit the sale |
of such materials by volume as has beerm™the custom among many céncerns and many
purchasess. To this effect, at least, it restricts competition as betWeen sales by
weight or by volume, depending upon which method of delivery is most desirable.to
the seller or the purchaser. B

There is nothing in: the present law to exclude
sales by weight and I am informed this has been the practice in many cases iﬁ the
Stgte Highway Department. The State, county and'municipal governments and private
purchasers have operated for many years under the present system of purchasing
either by weight or by volume. I am informed this measure has been before the
>Legislature many tiﬁes and has repeatedly been rejected.

My primary reason for disapproving this bill,
however, is that it takes effect immediately. Such a drastic change in the method
of selling and delivering a road material in such genéral use seems indefensiblé‘
when no proviéion is given for notice %o prospective sellers or purchasers., There
is nothing in this situation so emergent that it necessitates overnight imposition
without warning of a State law limiting all sales to those by weight., In ordinéry
times this would be bad enough, bbt in war time when itfié ﬁﬁVAifficult to obtain,
weiéhing devices and other materials incident to the enforcement and compliance witf
~this act, I consider it entirely unjustified.

Accordiﬁgly, I am vetoing this bill.

Very truly yours,

/s/ WALTER E. EDGE
~ Governor.,

ATTEST:

3

/s/ EDWARD M. GILROY
Secretary to the Governor.

New Jersey State Library



Senate Bill No. 139
May 2
19 45

Mr. Sidney Goldman,
State Librarian

Sir:

I am filing herewith in the State Library, without
my approval, Senate 139, designed ﬁo limit the sale of
crushed stone and similar road matérials in this State by
weight and to prohibitrsales in any other menner.

" This represents én attemptyfo prohibit the sale
éf such materiélsvby velume as has beeﬁ'the custom among’
many cencerns and maﬁy purchéserSA To this effect, at
least, it reétricté competition as betWeen sales by Wéight
or by volume,»depending upon which methed of delivery is
most desirable to the seller or the purchaser.

There is nothing in the presgnt law to exclude
sales bvaeight and I am informed this has been the practice
in many cases in the State Highway Department. The State,
-eounty and municipal gevernments and'privéte purchasers
have operated for,many years under the present system of
purchasing either by weight or by volame. I am informed
this measure has been before the Legislature many times
and has repeatedly been rejected. '

‘_ My primary reason for disapproving this_bill,;
however, is that it takes effect immediately. Sﬁch a drastic
change in the method of selling and delivering a rqgé material
in such éeneral use seems indefensible when no prgvision is
given for notice to prospective sellérs or purchasers. »There
is nothing in this situation so emergent thgt it necessiiates
overnight imposition without warning of a State law limiting
all saleSAto those by weight. In ordinary times this would

be bad enough, but in war time when it is so difficult to



obtain weighing devices and other materials incident to
the enforcement and compliance with this act, I consider
it entirely unjustified.
Accordingly, I am vetoing the bill,
Very truly yours,
Walter E.‘Edge
Governor
(SEAL)
‘Attest:
Edward M.’Giquy

Secretary to the Governor



FOR RELEASE THURSDAY MAY 3, 1945 - P.M. PAPERS

Governor Edge issued the following statemenﬁ upon vetoing Senate Bill 246:

" "This bill attempts to set up in the Department of
Health a separate jurisdiction for fhe'regulation of frézén food locker piants,
although the department already has complete jurisdiction over the entire cold
storage business.

"The State Department of Health which would be called
uporn to enforce this measure is opposed to the bill on the basis it does not
define frozen food locker piants sufficiently té differentiate them from
ordinary cold storage concerns. Neitber 1s there any time limit fixed in the
bill for the storage of food in such food locker plauts por any provision for
the filing of reﬁorts‘as to the amount of such food in storage. Further, the

restorage of food 1s not prohibited. |

"I am advised by the Department of Ilealth that the
frozen food locker plant business is comparatively new and that a separate
law distinguishiﬁg it from ordinary ccld storage cperations would result in
great confusion both to the plant operators themselves and to the enforcement
officials. | |

| "On the advice of the Department of Health that the
present cold storage law is operating in a highly satisfactory manner and is
capable of strict enforcement, I am vetoing this measure.”
Governor Edge issued the follbwing statement upon vetoing Senate Bill 2471

"Thié bill would remove from the present law regulating
cold storage operations the frozen food locker business which it was proposed
to regulate by a separate statute.

"Having vetoed the companion bill, Senate 246, I am
compelled to veto Senate 247 in order that supervision of frozen locker plants

will be continued under the cold storage law."

HHHHHF




FOR RELEASE THURSDAY MAY 3, 1945 - P,M. PAPERS

Govérnor Edge issued the following statemenﬁ upon vetoing Senate Bill 246:

| "This bill attempts to set up ih the hepartmént of
Health a séparate jurisdiction for the regulatidn of frozen food locker plants,
although the department already-has complete jurisdictipn over the entire cold
storage business, N )
"The State‘Départment 6f Health.which would be called
upon to enforce this measure is opposed to the bill on thé basis it does not
define frpzen food locker plants sufficiently to differéntiate them from
ordinafy coid storage conceimns. Neither is there any time limit fixed in the
Vbill_for the storage of food in such food locker plants nor any provision for
the filing of repb:ts as %o the amount of such food in storagéa Furthenr, fhé

restofége of fooq is not prohibited.
| "I am advised by the Department of Health that the

frozen food locker plant.business is comparatively new énd that a separate
- léw distinguishing 1t from ordinafy ccid'storage cperations would result in
great confusion béth to the plant operators themselves and to the enforcement
officials.

"On the advice of fhe Depar%mentgof Health that the
present cold storage law is operating in a higﬁly safisfactofy manner and is
'capablefof étrict enforcement, I am ve%oing this measure.”

Governor‘Edge issued.fhe following statement upon vetoing Senate Bill 247:

"This bill would remove from the present law regulating
géld storage opefations the frozen food locker busiﬁesé which it was proposed
to reguiate by a separate statute.

"Having vetoed the companion\bill, Senate 246, I am
compelled‘to veto Seﬁate 247 in order that supervision of frozen locker plants

will be continued under the cold storage law."

e



Senate No. 246
May 2, 1945

Mr. Sidney Go;dman
State Librarian
Sire o
T am filing in the State lerery, without my
appfoval Senate 5111 No. 246,

This bill attempts,to set up in the Department of

"Health a separate jurisdiction fef,the’regulation of frogzen

food locker plants, although the Department already has complete
jurisdiction over the entire cold storage business. . S

The State Department of Health which would be called

'upon toe enforce this measure is opposed to the'bill‘on the

basis it does not define frozen food locker plants sufficiently
to differentiate them from_ordinéry cold storage concerns.

Weither is there any time 1limit fixed in the bill for the storage

of food in such food locker plants nor any provision for the

filing of reports as to the amount of such food in. storage,
furthef ~the restorage of food is not prohlblted.\

T am advised by the Department of Health that the
frozen food leoker plant business is eomparatively new and that

a gep rate law distinguishing it from ordinary cold storage

operations Would result-in great confusion both to the plant ope-

'fations themselves and to the enforcement OfflClalS.

- On the advice of the Department of Health that the

 present cold storsge law is operating in a highly satisfactory

manney and 1s capable of strict enforcement,I am vetoing this

-

measure.
A‘Very truly,ydurs,
\ (signed) Walter E. Edge
Seal '  V _ ) ' Governor
Attest: |

Edward M. Gilroy
Secretary to the Governor



: FOR‘RELEASE‘- AFTERNOON PAPERS, THURSDAY, MAY 3, 1945

STATEMENT BY GOVERNOR WALTER E. EDGE
VETO ON SENATE BILL 260.

I am filing herewith in the State

Library, without my epprovel, Senate Bill Nb3 260. 
| This measure would validate and confirm

any previous éction by the present Clerk in Chancery or his predecessors
in accéﬁtiﬁg fees or court cbsts regardless.of whether it was done in the
ﬁanner brovided by lgw. |

AComing at a time when I have before me
a preliminary report of State Auditor Durand alleging shortages in several
accoﬁnfs'in the Clerk in Chancery's office, I cannot sign any measure which
might_paésibly have the effect of legalizing past'irfegularitiés. On this
basis I am vetoing this bill.

“ | At the same time I am‘signiﬁg a companion
measure, Seﬁate 261, which provides a new scale of fees'for the fﬁture for
the Withdrawal of monies deposited with the court. This measure ?rovides
a sliding séale of fees for withdrawal of funds with no charge where the
amount ﬁithdrawn is less than $10, Under éxisting law a fee of $15 ;é
exaéted for withdrawal of any funds. This has had the effect of causing
numerous building and 1oan'sharehoiders and other pe;éons having small sums
of'money coming to them from thg court not to claim their funds because

fhe amount was less than the $15 fee they would have had to pay.

New Jersav State Library



& TFOR RELEASE - AFTERNOON PAPERS TUESDAY, MAY &, 1945.
STATEMENT BY GOVERNOR WALTER E. EDGE

My action in vetoing Senate Bill 260
has been misinterpreted in some quarters and accordingly, I‘am‘restating my
position in fairness to ﬂhe éponsor of the’bill,vSenate President Farley of
Atlantic dounty, who has been unjustly criticized. .
Some newspaper stories have impiied the
veto was-predicated“bhna position that the measure validated irregularitieé in
the handling of funds in which shortéges are alleged in an official audit by
State Auditor Frank Durand. These implicatioﬁs are-incorrect. |
| ‘ A'companion bill, Senaﬁe 261, provided s
new scale of fees to be paid by'peréons withdrawing surplus money'from Chancery
Court. Its principal effecf was to el;mihate the'§15400 minimum fee required fi-
for such withdrawals S0 that’pefsons'havihg sméli sums coming to &hem'could
withdraw up to $10.,00 without cost and pay $1.00 for_wifhdrawals between
$10.00 and $100.00. | o o
‘ . Senator Farlgy informé me tﬁat this measure
was needed to correct a situationvdisclosed by'his.bgilding and loan investiga~
tions whereby hundreés of shareholders left small sums of money in the custody
of the Court becéuse ghey couid’not affofd to pay the $15.00 fee required.
This appeared to be é very laudable méasure.énd i was plegsed to sign it into
law as Chapter 276.
| My ihforﬁaﬁioﬁ is that it has been a
practice in the Court. to permit withdrawals of small sﬁms‘in the pést without
fequiring'the $15J00 fee and Senate 260 was designed to validate and confirm
such- past aotia;s in conformity with the néw scale of fees provi&ed Ey
Senate 261, ‘/ -
My'primarjnreaSOn for Vetﬁing.SQnate 260
was that it came to me so closely after the allegations'bf'Shérfages.that I
felt it might b§ misinterpreted as a move to cover or legalizé ﬁio;étions of
the law. The veto was merely a precautioh against thé possibilit& that it
might confuse the investigationvby State Auditor Durand, ﬁhiéh I wént carried

to completion without fear or favor gntirely on its merits.



Senator Farley's bill Senate 261
very properly corrected a bad situation relating to Chancery Court fees for
the future and it is my judgment that we cen well afford to wait until the
Chancery audit is completed before attempting to project the new scale of
fees into the past.

I am completely satisfied with Senator
Farley's explanation that he was seeking to help the buiiding anc loan
shareholders through the introdiction of Senate 260 and thiat he had no thought
of condoning irregularitics or mismanagement of Chancery fees; in fact,
he had ne knoﬁledge whatsoever that the investigatiorn was under way.

I am certain if the investigation had been
known to Senator Farley at the time Senate 260 was pending, he would have
withdrawn the measure until the completion of the investigation so that no
possible inference could be drawnvthat it was an attempt to protect persons
guilty of irregularities.

Senator Farley joins with me in a firm
conviction that any irregularities in the handling of Chancefy funds should

be dealt with forthwith and any guilty persons should be properly punished.,

HtH T



Senate Bill No. 260

May 2
19 45

Mr, Sidney Goldman
State Librarian

Sir:

I am filing herewith in the State Library, with-
out my approval, Senate Bill No. 260,

This measure ﬁould validate and confirm any previoué
actioﬁ by the present'Clerk‘in Chancery or his predecessors
in éccepting fées or court costs regardless of whether it
was done in the manner provided by law.

Coming at a time when I have before me a preliminary‘
report of State Auditor Dufand alleging shortages in several
accounts in the Clerk in Chancery's office, I camnot sign
any measure which\might pos$ib1§ have the efféct of legalizing
past irregularities.On this basis 1 aﬁ vetoing this bill.

Very truly yours,

‘ (signed) Wakter E. Edge
(SEAL) |
Attest:

Bdward M. Gilroy
Secretary to the Governqr



FOR RELEASE THURSDAY MAY 3, 1945 - P.M. PAPERS

Vr. Sidney Goldmann,
State Librarian.

Sir;
‘ I am filing herewith in the State Libfary,
Withoﬁﬁ.my appfoval,‘Senate Bill No. 185. |
This bill pfovides for extra compensation'fér
municipal clerks ostensibly for registering personé.under the permanentlreg-
istration law. -
As ofiginally introduced.by‘Senator Lewis the

bill restricted the amount of such additional payments not to exceed 25 cents

per registration. As amended in the Senate, however, the bill eliminated the

ceiling on payments and léaves wide open the opportunity for any municipaiity

to provide such extra compensation without restriction as it deems advisable.

In other words, it is a salary raising bill without limitation. -
Also, Senator Lewis informed me he preferred the
bill in‘its original form. I am vetoing the measure as presented to me.

Veryztruly yours,

/s/ WALTER E. EDGE
Governor i

 ATTEST:

S A AT

/s/ EDWARD M. GILROY
‘ Secretary to the Governor

’ ~ New Jersey State Library
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FOR RELEASE THURSDAY-MAY'S, 1945 - P.M. PAPERS

. Mr, Sidney Goldmann,

State Librarian.
Sir: ‘

I am filing herewith in the State Library,
without my approval, Senate Bill No. 185.

This bill provides for extra compensation for
municipal clerks ostensibly for registering persons under the permanent reg-
istration law.

| As originally introduced by Senator Lewis the
bill restricted the amount of such additional paymenté not to exceed 25 cents
per registration. As amended in the Senate, however, tﬁe bill eliminated the
ceiling onApayments and leaves wide open the opportunity for any municipality
to provide such eitra compeﬁsation without restriction as it deems advisable.
In bther words, it is a salary raising bill without }imitation.

Alsé, Senator Lewis informed me he preferréd the
bill in its original forﬁ. I an vetoing.the measure as presented to me;

Very truly yours,

/s/ WALTER E. EDGE
Governor

ATTEST:

/s/ EDWARD M. GILROY
Secretary to the Governor



registration law.

Senate No. 185

- May 2, 1945

Mr. Sidney Goldmen

State Librarian

T am.flling nerewith in the State Library, without
1wy approval, uenate Blll No. 185.

Tals b111 prov1des for extra compensation for municipal

- clerks ostensibly for registering persons under the permanent

k ../
As originally intrbduced by SenatornLeWis, the bill

restricted the amount of -such additional paymehts not to exceed

25 cents.per registration.’\As.amended‘in the Senate, howevér,

the bill eliminated'the ceilling on payments and leaves wide open

the opportunity to provide such extra compensation without

restriction as it deems advisable. In other words, it is a

salary raising blll Without limitation.

Also, Senator Lewis informed me he preferred the bill

in its original form. I am vetoing the measure as presented to

me \
'Vefy'truly joufs,
(signéd) _ Walter E. Edge /
'Governdr
Seal |
- Attest: -

Edward M. Gilroy

Secretary to the Governor



FOR RELEASE FRIDAY, MAY 4, P, M,

P e ] —

Governor Edge.has vetoed the following bill:
Mr, Sidney Goldmann
State Librarian
Sirs

I am filing herewith in the State Libfarj, withput
my approval Senate Bill No. 178. |

This bill belongs to that class of tenure of offlce measures
which piéké out one particular office and section of the State for special
consideration. 7 | |

I vetoed a 51m11ar blll last year and have in no ﬁay |
changed my mind as to the 1ncon51stency of this type of leglslatlon.

Thls blll is partlcularly obgectlonable because it is so

framed that it is llmlted to not more than a very few consolldated school

districts. It provides that a custodian of school funds in those spe01fic

sections, after reaching the comparatively young age.of fifty years, is given
life tenure. N |

The approval of this bill very naturally and properly ﬁould
result in a demand from all other sections of the State forAlike:treatmént.

According;y, I have disapproved the same.

Very truly yours,

WALTER E. EDGE,
Governor,

ATTEST:

EDWARD M. GILROY
Secretary to the Goverrnor,

?@éyﬁyjkgrg@nysgﬁéﬁﬁé!Jﬁ3ﬁ@fy



