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1THE , LA~'.]~Efi .f S GRANTED 
EX1.. .. LffoI v .!.:i RIG.1.ITS ro SE.LL A CErt1Ail~ PRO[)UC'I ArJ!J -IN J ALID. 

Septe~ber 22, 1937. 

Dear Sir: 

We would. appreciate it if you would give us your 
ruling as to the following:- we have ~he exclusive distribution 
in the state of New- Jersey on a certa.ip brand of liquor, have 
we the' right to s~lect exclusive retailers for this exclusive 
brand and rt.::fuse to sell other retailets in the immed_iate locality 
where we give the sale ~ an exclusive I basis. 

· Yours truly, 

Greenspan Bros. Co., 
Perth Amboy, rfow Jersey. 

r1RE~:1""TC' I ~ l\'J '""R' oc r10 ~i ~~0~AD b L 0. ~ • 
I 

PHILIP GREENSPAN. 
October 18, 19~7. 

Gentlemen: Att: Mr. Philip Greenspan. 
. 1 

In eonsidering your letter of September 22nd, I have 
had the bcn~::;fi t of a communication sent to me urider the 
sams date by Joseph D. Levitan, a cons$mption licensee of Linden, 
referring, I believe, to the same question presented in yuur let­
ter. He tells me that your firm is th~ sole agent in New Jersey 
for products manufactured by the .Ameri¢an Distilling Co. of Pekin, 
Il~i~ois; that Y?Ur ~irm has entered_i*to_an_~g~eement, ~ither 
writ~en or verba~, with another retail~r in Linden whereby you 
have agreed not to sell any products of the American Distilling 
Co. to Mr. Levitan but to grant to hisjcompetitor the exclusive. 
right to sell such products at retail in that.section of the City. 

I have heretofore ruled in RJ Liebmann Breweries, 
Bulletin #167, Item 7, and in Re Nightingale, Bulletin #175, Item 
7~ that, ~o far ~s the Control Act is tjoncer~?d, wholesalers ?f 
liquor, like vvho.lesalers of any other nlJmrnodiT~y, may choosr~ tneir 
customers. These rulings were based u~on the belief that whole­
salers and manufacturers should be frutj to dE:terminc their own 
business policies and, since there is rlothing in the Act which 
compel;3 them to sell to all retailers, 1

ithey may, therefore, decline 
t.o sell to any reta.ilf::r for any reasons whieh they deem to bt~ suf-­
ficicnt. In effect, that means ·with o~ without rEason. Under 
these rulings, if you declined to S<:~ll-lto Mr o Levi tan, th(:; only 
r1;~lief vrhich he might obtain vrnuld be ~y vmy of a petition for 
leave to purchase i terns· manuf acturf::d byj the American Dis tilling Co. 
from wholE?-salers 0ut.sidc; of the Statr::, !since y-ou havs the exclusive 
right for sales o.f such product~' in Nev~ Jersey. Sueh leave should 
be granted for, while you haV(:) the rigrlt to cho()SEJ your own custom­
ers, you have no r13ht to prevE:mt a le~itimate licensee from buying 
from whom he pleases if you arbitraril;)i1 refuse to soll him. I say 

I 

[~119,,,, 9effi)·~~q St~t'8 Ubli~u)l ~lg!~ ~l~_b=J 
I 
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this assuming, of course, that the licensee is himself without 
fault. For instance, he could not expect to come to me w~th a 
·pet1 tio2:1 for leave to buy outside the ·State if in fact he. had 
vj_olated the laws of this State or its Fair Trade Acto Assuming 
the petitioner's proper standing, however, the relief would be 
granted as a necessary 2rrl fair correlative to your right to 
refuse to supply him. 

The question before me, however, goes far beyond 
thess considerations. It is represented that you have entered 
into an agreement, written or verbal, to grant an exclusive right 
to a certain retailer to sell in ~ certain territory the products 
which you control. Such an agreement, if permitted_, might well 
le~-=td to an unwholesome alliance between manufacturers and whole-

" 1 ., ,., c"' ' '.:\ h . -, .~ ...., ) 1 ·:::i ., ·t . Y) ::-. ·t- ~' . ·1 . C'! t". h .-, th ) .,,., I f' t n1 e Sc:" e ...... ,, on one ... cino., a.Lu cer ai.1... re ,...:i.l_erµ on -~.; o .t.C1.. -- ··. 

favored retailer rf3Ceives exclusive rights, he must in one way or 
the:~ other furnish n ~:;uffieient consideration to the manufacturer 
or viholesaler. Such an arrangement puts the manufacturer or the 
v~1olesaler into the retail trade. From that moment on, he has 
a definite 9 spGcific interest in the retailer who thus becomes 
his sole distributor. The retail outlet has thereby become a 
unlt of his own organi~3ation.. But a.11 :interest, direct and tn­
direct, between manufacturers &nd wholesalers on one side 
and retailers on the other are forbidden by Statute. Cf. Re Hogan, 
p,.,l, '·-::·t·' #·~] 96 T+ .:i 14- · 1 ' ··b b 0 l ·1 .1-, o: t ._..),,.., ·· 7 ·~ -~ t. b .::it '~ · .LJu.. J.'-' lll . , _,_ uCill .~, W11.lC . -'-'· Ct t,..Qd cu.L a§)rr.:, SlTI8:tl ~ Ween 
a salo-onkeeper ::~.nd a brewery for the exclusive sale of the brewery's 
products was invalid bec2use of the provisions of Section 40 of 
the Control Act. I there said: 

"The statut(:: contc~mplates that rctclilers shall be freo 
to purchase at any time from any legitimate source of 
supply they choose. Agrem:i.t.=mt;:3 tcmd.ing to destroy 
or tmpair trw t freedom of choi.ce cons ti tu to, I 
bGlic~ve, an ind.irect intere;3t between brewery and 
retailer a:nd J:wncc E:i.I'C: prohi b:l tecl by S•:;ction 40. n 

negative. 
dc:nc e your question must be ansvrnr eel :in the 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDEEICK BURNETT.!I 
Cornrnission(-.H'. 

2. ELIGIBILITY - MORAL TUHPITUDE - FACTS EXAMINED - COi\ICLUS IONE:).. 

October 13th, 1937. 

IN HE: Case No. 181. 

Investigation disclosed that the individual in 
question,·who hos been employed by n retail licensee, had been 
co:nvi.cted for murder. At t!. lrnaring schecluled to determiDe his 
eligibility, the individual testified that he had been con­
victed of murder in It~ly in 1921; that he was eighteen years 
of age at the time he Killed his stepmother for neglectir::.g her 
stepchildren; that subsequently h8 served ten y£ars in prison in 
Italy; that he returned to this country, in which he had been 
born, about the year 1935; that he has since been e~ployed by a 
retail licenseeo 

Murder must necessarily involve morc:~.l turp1tudE'. 
In He Kennedy, Bulletin #118, Item .10. ThE:: indivic~ua1 in 
question is :Lneli.gible to be employed by a licensee. 
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Thert; is likewise pending an application by this 
same individua1 for an Age, Residence and Citizenship Permitj 
requesting leave to be employed by the retail licensee despite 
the fact thaf the applicant has not been a resident of the 
State~ of New Jersey for five years last ,past. Under the 
circumstances, it is recommended that the application for 
this permit be denied. 

Approved: 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
C orrnni s s J. oner 

Edward J. Dorton, 
Attorney-in-Chief 

~3. REFERENDUM - HOURS OF SALE - HEFERENDUiVl ON TI:lE QUESTION "SHALL 
THE SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES BE PERMITTED 01\T SUNDAYS IN 
rnIE MUNICIPALI'TY AFTEH 1 P.M. ?" MAY BE HELD PURSUANT .TO CHAPTER 
254 OF THE LAViJS OF 1935 - EB.RONEOUS 1m1r UNNECESSAHY- REFEHENCE 
TO INAPPLICABLE sirATUTOHY PROVISION IVIAY BE TREATED AS SURPLUSAGE 
AND DISREGAHDED. 

- T E L E G R A M -

October 4th, 1937 

Clay W. Reesrnan, City Clerk, · 
Camden, N. J. 

The Commissioner is of the op'inion that the qu-esti.on quote 
shall the sale of alcoholic beverages be permitted on 
Sundays in the municipality after one P. M., unquote contained 
in the petition submitted to the Board. of Commissioners of 
the City of Camden is sufficient within Chapter 2511 of the 
Laws of· 1935 and should be submitted to the Electorate upon 
compliance viii th the statutory requirements therein set forth. 
Letter follows. 

Mr. Clay \iL Reesman, 
City Clerk, 
Camden, N .. J. 

Dear Sir: 

DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOLIC BEVER.AGE CONTROL 
By: 

Nathan L. Jacobs, 
Chie.f Deputy Commissioner 

and Counsel. 

October 15th~ 1937 

Kindly refer to your letter of October 2d and telegram 
dated October 4th in reply. thereto. · 

The Control .Act in its original form authorized, 
among other referenda, the submission to the electorate of 
the questj_on as to whether sales on Sunday shall be entirely 
prohibited or allowed. See. P. L. 1933, c.436,· sec.44. It 
did not authorize the fixing of the hours of sale on Sunday 
by popular vote. To meet this situation, the Commissioner 
in his Second Anrrnal He port to the Goverr+or and Legislature, 
recommended as follows: 
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nbeveral municipalities have evinced a desire to 
have the hours of Sunday sales .fixed by popular 
vote. Although the Act permits referenda on 
Sunday sales g(~nerally, it does not perrni t 
referenda on hours of sale for Sunday or week 
days. In order that community opinion may . 
prevail on such questions, which are essentially 
local, it is recommended that the Act be 
amended to provide for referenda on hours of 
sale for Sunday and week days." 

Thereafter, P~ L. 1935; Co 254: (Control Act Hepr:int 
~3t::ctj_on i*-41..±A.) was enacted. Under this Act a referendum may 
properly be held in Camden, upon cori;lpliance with the statutory 
procedure, to determine whether the hours of .sale on Sunday 
shall be fixed as set forth. :i.n the p0;ti tion for the referendum. 
See Bulletin #89, Item #6. 

The remaining question is whether the form of the 
netition submitted is sufficient within Sec~ion *44A. As the 
Cornrniss:Loner stated in Bulletin l.f91, Item =/;f5, "sound policy 
requi:ees that every rE:~a:::ionable effort be made to ascertain 
the will of the electorate''· Consequently, if the question 
contained. in the petition is sufficiently definite to advise 
the voters as to the exact issue submitted<; it should be 
considered legally adequate, notwithstandi~g defects in form. 

Although Sections 41 to 44 inclusive set forth the 
precise terminology of the questions ·which may be submitted 
to the electorate pursuant thereto, Section 1~44A does not do 
so. The p(:;ti tioners may select their own phraseology on any 
question "as to \1\fhether the hours bE:twem1 which the sale of 
alcoholic beverages at retail may be made in said municipality 
on week days, Sundays, either or both" shnll be fixed as set 
forth ln the peti.tion. viJh:ile admj_ttedly the questi.on contained 
in the pet:i.tj_on under considerationiE- is inartistically phras$d, 
it appears sufficient to submit to the voters the issue as to 
whnther th1.-? hours for such sales on Sunday shall be fixed between 
l P.lVI. and 12 midnight. If a majorlty vote in the affirmative, 
~3unday sales may be made withi.n, but only within, the hours thus 
fixed; if a majority vote in the negative, Sunday• so.les may be 
regulated exactly as theretofore. 

The sentence* to the effect that the referendum is 
~equired J.n a~cordance with. Chapter L:-36 PamJ?hlet L~rvrn _ 1~~3 is 
incorrect. Th.e rcferE?.ndum is authorized under P. 1...1. 19(.)b, 
c. 2.5•1.. However.? sinco there is nothing in the Act vvld.ch 
requires that the~ legislative authority for the referendum be 
S :c. t f' ... i- .h • ·• t' -"Ir :;) ., ·t ' ·t · · t 1 · , ... ~ ,_. t -, n ,... -::.. ' - · · b ....., t -=>" t ·:-::. -, ,, i:• - .... , e. ..i.. 01 , •. .:. l1l ·.L.LE.. pc: l io.n, i'lC ..::.t:al u.L.._~c niay t:: ri.::.r:.• t..:.a cLS ,_,u.i. -
pl usage and dlsrcgardcd. It in nowlse nullifies t:tH:-: effect of 
the question set forth in the pet:Ltlon. 

Accordingly, you are advisE:d that the Commiss:loner 
is of tho opinion that th() queE:tion "Shall the sale of alcoholic 
beverag~:;s bu permltti?.~d on Sundays ln the~ municlpality aftc!r 
1 P . .lvL ? 11 contairwd :Ln the petition submitted to the Board o.f 
CornmissJ.oners i.s ,':::1.2ffleiunt within Chapter 25Ll: of the IJavrs of 1935 
and. should be:; suhrni.tted to the olectora.te upon compliance with the 
statutory requ.iremc~nts therein set forth~ 

* The Petition read: 

Very truly yours, 

D. FHEDEEICK BURNETT 
Comm:i.~3 sioner 

By: Nathan 1~ Jacobs 
Chief Deputy Commissioner 

and Co-uns·e1 
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H
1J.10 the Board of Cornmiss:ioners City of Camden 

nwe.'J the undersigned qualified voters o.f the 
city of Camden herewith petition your honorable body to 
cause to be placed upon the official ballot of the 
next ensuing genoral election the question: 

\ 

'Shall tho sale of alcoholic beverages 
be permitted on Sun.days in the municipality 
after 1 P.M.? 1 

n~)aid referendum being required in aecordance with 
Chapter 436 Pamphlet Lavvs 1933 o" 

Clay W. Reesman, 
City Clerk, 
Camden, N. J. 

Dea:r Mr. Reenman: 

October 19, 1937. 

Supplementing Mr. Jacobs' opinion to you of October 
15th, which I wholly approve as to f6rm and substance: 

I feel it my duty to call to your official attention 
a point whj.ch_, if not emphasized., might oscape attenti.on and 
1ivhich the electorate of' Cllmden should understand in voting 
either for or against tlw refer end.um. 

ThE:; opinion state~3: tr If th(J ma;j ori ty vote in the 
af'fi.rmative, Sunday sales may be r11ade wi tr1in, .Qut o[l.lV JJ.j. thin, 
-fu·t1° r1ou-.e,c•_, t}1.·1·1 c~ _f_J._xer~t. f1 (l· +··' 1 i ,. .... ·m-1:·1]·~)' l"fl}-o;,-f- me·"'nS i· 11i-l-!- l

0 f t-1-1e _ '-- _ _ _ I.A...... _ ,_. \ va..L-~_,;:, t •• .i., .. t:.. ,. ....... l~e<.u • ~o . .._ '-/.l. c.1.,, . 1.1-

I'(;f81'8nd.Um goE~s through, sales on 1Sundf1y may be:; made from 1:00, 
P. M. m1til 12~00 midnight, brrt can no longer be made, as at 
present, from midnj_ght E~a.tu:rday to ;:, : 00 A. IVI. on Sunday mo:rnj_ngs. 

This is so bqcause the petition was valid only because 
01,.... DJ:. 1.-.. 1 .. -.L, <9:..-:;'L:~ c· '·""J!:';l 1 C1011tr'"'c1l (\c~·1·· ·q 0 ·pr>i'r~t· (~ -r>·r·...: O"" -~l./!ll '1 J' rn}r'at' . tJ .. .>' . • (..__,o~;t \ -~ ) • .• .t'.\. , ..J J.-c ... - ... .L 1.) e\.,, ,).1.. 1.!. ,, ·:.;•:t.d. " .L J.r ' 

Sta.tute and the petition vvere construed liberally bc~cause ;:;ound 
policy requires that every reasonable effort be made to 
ascertain the will of the eleetortJte.. The questton set forth 
.in the pet.i.t1on ntH1all th2 sale of alcoholic beverage~:; be 
permitted on Sundays :Ln the municipality aftor 1 P.M.?TY d:id. 
not spec.LLLcally name "the hours J2e.tJ!es2P wl:1icJ:~n (italics :i.~i:lne) 
the sale-of alcoholic beverages at retail may be made on 
Sund:::iys :J.s requ:lred by Soction ?~41J:A. However, under a 
LLbcra1 con:3truction, it was not necessary to make~ a Chinose 
copy of ~he Statute in preparing the question for submission 
to the \Tot ors o The ple:tin meaning of permi ttini;! sales on Sundays 
··:1 +~ ··c· :) ·v·, .. : 3 CJ. 0 T') '1 ·i • (... + :i. ,..., ·L c· • 1 ~ -· ·• 1 ~ ·1 :.! "\. ~ ... . -, ·'.J c, ._, ~1 . ~ -· .- +- :.i .• ·t ·· :c. u..•. t;.i.. . .L. .r .Iv .... J_..:., u!.lu .. ._)a. 1:,::i c:O .. .L.C.L ~)(:. L.laCle ~.1un~.ay;:; a .• , c.ny lmC 
aftPr l" CW1 P 1\vff ro-L" +«~1c' J-'P1n°·1 i· nc.·le·~r·· C)1... tr'c~ c-t' ':'\' +·i-1"1t· 1·~ c "Ll""' + i· 1 - •-' - c ..i .1. •l•·• - . v .• .._.. . ... .1.. C. - _.L. c.t., ' vLC ·' _,_, .t l..LLI 

midnight on E3unday·. Thus, in effect, although not in words, 
the hour~~ Hbet-weon wh1ehn sCJ.le:;;s could be made on Sunday~3 a.re 
being submitted to the electorate for approval. It "\11i'a[5 on that 
basis that thi::; petition was approvc:d but_, by the same~ token, it 
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+·o].IQi1'To:..' t·\1'='+ ·if t·n· a+ CUectl•On -L•S ·rro+nd ill thP· 3.ffl.I'ffiatiV8 -'- _ --'· \I \.-..-' J. r . .t. u -' ·k---· .. u ·J .-f' .. ::> . - , \I v _ ..... '"" t... - ' 

tllost.:; hours so fixt~d b;;r the referendum bocome the only hour;::; 
11tH~t1.vc~cn v./h.ichn th~~ sale of al-coholic beverages may be made 
01.1 f:,-l1.ndtt.ys. This is be co.use the referendum, being the dire et 
voico of the people, wip~s out and supersedes all hours 
prffvi.ously fixed by tllE~ local governing body. 

I thought it but fa1r that thE:: electorate: should 
hD.ve these considerations befor~~~ them in voting on the referendum 
and. therE:fore ask that you gi··,.re such public notico of tnis .letter 
as your Mayor and Board of Cornrnissioners may direct. 

4. BULLETIN rr:E~1Vli3 COHHEC1~ED 

Very truly yours, 

D. FRED EH I CK l::lURNB11T 
Commissioner 

Bulletin Nrnnber ~:;07 conte.ins two items e~1ch numborecl 
9_, onu on Shc~ct 1;-3; th\:~ other on ShGtJt 15a 

Item 9 OE Slmet 15, being fatter to Edgar C. ~-. 

~\1arren, 

Borough Cler}t of Princ~eton.9 re ~:cincetori. Ordinance, :t.s 
rernrn1berc(~ aE; Item 10. 

:now 

5. DISCIPLINAHY PEOCEEDINGS -- OUTHIGHT 1:-'tEVOCATIOI-J Aih:IEHSTERED TO 
CLu.::.'.. LICENSEE ~vHICH VIOLATED 'THE ELECTION DA~l EULE" 

October 19, 1937. 

Lester Fo Rice, Clerk, 
Borough Com~il of Spring Lake Heights, 
Spring Lake, New Jersey. 

Dear Mr. H:ice: 

I have stJff reports and your certifications of the 
p:roc1:J0dings before the Borough Council o.f Spring Lake-:: Heights 
again.st the~ ,Sproj_ng Lake Go.lf and Country Club, holder of your 
:""\1--">··, i~ . .., .. ,Yl'~,.- ,-,-.-) 1 -.1,.,--iT't~':i-.:: 'rrT..: t·l· (,.', :.1'.l"'_J.IlO' ''01 ~ ··;}·•c)h--,-1 ·i ,-, C . .LLL ..... ...LL'.t.:; ... ,:n.:; vlJ-..J_, C1 .. u __ 6\::;:U 11V...L ,.1.l \c'.-} .L.c, V ~ t..• >:::> ~Ci. ,: ... _.c J . .1.v ........... ...., 

bcvcjrages to non-ir1embcrs on two d:Lffc~rent oceas:Lons, and (b) 
h.:iving sold or survQd ::llcoholic beveragE~s on Pr:i.mary Elc~ction 
Day i.J\Thile tho polls -VVi:°}re open for -"-ot1ng .. 

I note a plea of guilty v:es ontorod by the licens(~e 
to th(; charg(:; .-of havlng sold to non-mc:rnbers '-·md that thE;r·(.~unon 
.!-t l"1•0 ·Li· r-c'I:lS•-=-· ·v·n~-:i s C!l 1 c•·r)r:Ync·ic:,d fo·p ·tvr·.-::i1"J.t""-f'··J·u,.. .. l"\"1 l'l'C! __ c)~l-_:,pte· "n1·)p-.~···· ..L., '7) 
J- ,,,..... .. •. _.f._,, ....._, 1V1.,.A.,_ .._....A.µ_ 1. • .;. \...,... • ~ ..i... ·JV,_. J .... \.. -- .... -'-L•t... .! .. iv \.. •· l.u ........ L L j 

1937. 

The report rclati ve to t.rw Electi-...m Day violat~Lon 
reads ~s follows: 

TTWhllu on j_nvestigation duty ·.Jn Prim2:r~/ Election 
Day, 1':3t.:ptc-nn1X!r ;.~1, H1~-:??_? Invcstigatol'S King,:~loy and Chinery 
visited tht:: .:)_tov ,:: 11ci.rn.s~;d premises at Etbout 12: ~~O P. Iif.[ .• 

.As thc:y drov(\ ·u.;J, t~ncy obscrv~d-- a rnan 2.nd womcLt; ~t::ated 
a.t a table un thcj lavm.; one Yfl t.h a. glass contnirnng a 
'Tom Collinsi and th~ other with 2 glnss containing an 
1 0ld Fashionodt cocktnil. 
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"The investigators immediately proceeded to the bnr 
anti, as they entered, observed the bartender behind the bar 
shaking up a 'punch'. Geated at a table' in tho barroom were 
five men; three had a bottle of beer before them, and the 
other tvvo were drinking a 'ptmch 1 • Investigator Ch1ncry 
recognized one of these men as Mr. Patterson,.Secretary of 
the Club. Upon being qucstionod, Mr. Patterson pleaded 
ignorance of the State rule which prohibits sales on 
Election Day whi.le the: polls are open for voting and said 
he felt sure; t'he Club had the priv:Llege:~ of scll~ing jtl th.:tt 
day. 

·"At the hoaring the investigators tt-)Stified to 
the above happenings and as to the conversation with MrG Pat­
terson. 

"They also r-uport that Mr. PattGrson test:i.f.ied in 
behalf of the Club substantially as follows: 

"That on the day in questlon he and !:rnmc~ friend~) 
went dmvn to Squankum Inn for lunch nnd found thf; place 
closed; th~t they then returned to th8 club house and were 
having lunch ·w·hen the investigators eame in; that the bottles. 
on the table contained ~inger Beer' and the glasses contained 
millc and iced-tea; that the bartender is a former Philadolphian 
and only reads Philadelphia pDpers ·' so he did not knoYv it 
was Primary Election Day, but that nr~v0rth(]less he d:Ld not 
SQll any liquor; that the two people vvhc1 were drinking at the 
table out on the lavm had brought thuir own l:lquor and the 
bartender had sl.mply furnished thc;m w·i th 'set-ups t for a 
1 Tom Collins' and an 'Old Fo_sh1oned'. 

nNo other witnesses appeared for t.he Club. 

"The Borough Council went into executive sc::rnion, and 
returned in about ton.minutes. On roll call, a motton to 
revoke thj license was carried by a vote of four to two. 

t1Verdict: Guilty 

Expressing na opinion on th0 merits of the case in­
volving the Electicm Day violation because it might coffil~ before me 
by \n: .. y Jf Dr1 E:.p~)eal, I ·wish to extend my sincere o.pprecio.tion 
to th(-;; members o.f thE-"J Council and to th~:;ir attorney, Elvin R .. 
Sim.mill, Esq., for their prompt and effective action. 

Ths p·enal ty of revocation of the:: liconsc is indeod 
severe and should bring home strikingly to all club licensees 
throughout the State that they are just as much obligated to 
obey scrupulously all laws and rules and regulations governing 
the conduct of their liquor business as are other l.icenseu.s. 

. It is indeed a late day for licensees to plead 
ignorance Qf' the lavv and the rules :1.nd regulations affecting the 
conduct of their businoss. The Election Da;/ rule has been 
in force since 1934. U10n licensees trifle with tho law, it 
is well that governing bodies vindicate it. Hevocation is 
none to,) severe for those licensees who flaunt defiance at 
duly eonstituted authorities. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDEHICK BURNETT 
Comm:Lssioner 
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6. DIS(~UALIFICATION - HEMOVAL PROCEEDINGS - NO LIFTING OHDEE 
"'T" 1·r·ro11 rEc ,.,.OT.AL TUR·.prr ... rUDE. MADE UNLESS CONVICTION j_Nv v o iVl n . 

In the Matter of an Application 
to Remove Disaualification be­
cause of a Conviction, Pursuant 
to the Provisions of Chapter 76 
p. -~-· • 193? -

) 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND 
OHDER 

Felcone & Felcone, Esqs., by Joseph J. Felcone, Esq., 
Attorneys for Petitioner • 

.BY THE COMlv1ISSIONER: 

Hearing havins been held pursuant to a petition filed 
herein, it appears that' petitioner was conv~cted in.1~21 of 
the crimes of assault and battery and atrocious assa~it and 
battery, and that in 1926 he~ was eonvieted of the crime of 
possessing and tra.nsporting intoxicating liquor for beverage 
purposes. 

The primary inouirv in this case is whether or not 
any of said crimes ii1vol~c~d ~nor al turpitude because, if it 
be determined that they do not, there is no disqualification 
to be removed. 

Petitioner testified. at tho-hearing that the two con­
v1c~1ons in 1921 arose out of a dispute with his wife; that 
during the dispute he slapped his wife in the face; whereupon 
his mother-in-law summoned a policeman; that he did not strike 
the policeman, but admitted that he was arrested and indicted 
for assault and battery upon bis wife and atrocious assault 
and battery upon the police officer. The latter indictment 
alleges that the petitioner "did then and there strike and kick 
the said (here appears the name of the police officer) in and 
upon the head, shoulders, legs, arm a.nd body. n Having been 
.found guilty in a Court of Special ~3c-;ss:ions on both indictments, 
petitioner was fined $1. on the conviction of assault and 
battery and $200. on tho conviction of atrocious assault and 
battery. He was also placed on probation on tl'H? latter 
conviction. 

The conviction for nssault and battery, under the cir­
cum.stances of this case, dm~s not involve moral tu:rpi tude o In 
Re Barone, Bullet.in 7~~90, Item 11. Atrocious assault and battery 
may or may not involv0 ·moral turpitude. 11he inci.ictment found 
does not allege the us<:: of any weapon, and the most that 
appears is that petitioner struck and kicked the police officer 
apparently in :reui.sting arrest. Pe ti ti oner has been puni.shed for 
his crime, but the crime itself was not of such a serious nature 
that it can be ~;aid to involve moral turpitude. 

As to his conviction in 1926, petitioner testified 
that at that time he wa~3 vmrking in a garage and had been re­
quested by a friend to transport a three-gallon can of alcohol 
to a distant city. While so transporting the alcohol he 
vvas arrested, thereafter was indicted for possession .:i.nd 
transportation of intbxicating liquor for beverage purposes, 
pleaded guilty and was fined $200. Under the facts o.f this 
ca.se this conviction does not involve moral turpitude. In He 
Case No. 50, Bulletin #176, Item 2. 
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After the hearing petitioner was fingerprinted, but 
the returns disclose "no record." 

It appearing that petitioner has never been convicted 
of o. crime involving moral turpitude, no order removing dis­
qualification because of conviction is required. 

It is determined that, under th0 circumstances, pet.ition--­
er is eligible to obtain a license or to be employed on licensed 
premises despite the convictions disclosed herein, provided, 
hovvever, that he is otherwisE-3 f.:ully qualified. 

D. FREDERICK BUHNETT 
Commissioner 

Dated: October 19, 1937. 

7. DISQUALIFICATION - REMOVAL PHOCEEDINGS - LIFTING ORDEH MADE. 

In the ]\fiatter of an Applieation ) 
to Remove Disqualification because 
of a Conviction, Pursuant to the ) 
Provisions of Chapter 76, P~ L. 
1937 - ) 

.Q a.s C?. No • 2 • ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND 

OBDEH 

I. Harry Levin, Esq., Attorney for Petitioner 

BY THE COlvTMIS~HONER: 

Hearing was held in tlw above matter pursuant to a 
petition filod in accordanct:~ rd th the provisions of Chaptc~r 76 J 

p. I.. 1937. 

From the evidence it appears that petitioner was con­
victed in a District Court of the United States on February 18, 
192r5 7 on an indictment for transporting, receiving ~md con­
cealing a motor vehicle stolen and transported in int0rstate 
eommorce, and. likewisf~ was convicted. in the sc.une: court on 
February 27, 1925 on an indictment for transporting, receiving 
and concealing a stolen motor vehicle. He was sentenced to 
serve thirteen months in the Unib~~d Statos _ Pcnitcmtiary at 
Atlanta, Ga. on each of said indictments, sentences to run 
coneurrently. Unquestionably th12 crime fo~c -v\Thj_c;h he vi1as con­
victed involves moral turpitude. 

Pe ti tionor was dis charged from imprisonmm1.t :J.fter ten 
months and rE~turned to the municipality in which he r2:.:;ided at 
the tirrw of his convietj_on. He has continued. to reside in said 
municipality since that time. Since lS)26 he has been employed 
ct ..... Q f'o1·1 ,.1.'"'S • 1i10Y' ~ pe-r.-i ,.)a.., oP 'tl-Jou+ f'i··vc-. ye-''='"i''<~ 'hr::::i ·v .. \r:-:i L' ,.-.)1·1rage· d- i·n u ..... . - \. ~ i.: • .[ .... C.~ -· - -l .. 1.. .L t.... V .. • \,...;. Cl. .J.. µ .i. J. ,_... V -...<. t:J ,_. '-:J :J ~ 

the garage busine;.Js and employf~d as an auto mech2.:riie; for three 
years thereafter he conducted n restaurant in the mun1Q_i.pali ty 
where he lives; during the foll0wing year he managed a ~~staurant, 
the owner of which held a consumption lieons1:; during tht::i.t''--time; 
since 1935 he was cngagF:d in farming, vv-as unemployed for so\ric: time 
and, at the t1me of the hearing, ·was a part-time salesman 1Jvor(King 
on ;} co!IDnission basis for a firm engaged in selling automobil~."1• He has never been convicted of any crime since 1925. In 193~; ;y 

( 

l 
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and two other individuals were arrested and investigated in 
conn."ection with the hold-up of a lunch wagon, but the State 
Police advise that they nvrnre unable to associate these 
men with the commission of this crime, and they were released 
without further action.n Examined as to this arrest, 
petitioner admitted that hG and the others had been brought 
before a Magistrate and immediately dischargGd. He denj_ed 
that he had been connected with the hold-up. This arrest, 
without more, does not show that petitioner has not conducted 
himself properly since his conviction in 1925. 

At the hearing petitioner introduced a letter from 
the Chief of Police of the municipality in which petitloner 
resides, wherein he set forth that he has lmov-m peti tionor 
for twenty years and· nof the late years Vlill say that he has been 
conducting himself in a very good manner and has not been in 
conflict with the law.*** He has been in business of various 
types during the past ten years and has not given us any trouble 
of any kind.TY Petitioner likewise presented a petition signed 
by three residents of the municipality who have known him, 
respectively, for fifteen, tvventy and eighteen years, wherein 
they set forth that petitioner has not within the past ten 
years or more been involved in any trouble, either directly or 
indirectly. Hearing in this matter wa~:i held before the 
effective date of my ruling requiring all character witnesses 
to appear in,person, and petitioner was advised that letters 
from reputable citizens who were not available vrnuld be ac­
cepted at the time of heari~1.g. Under thE~ circumstances, I shall 
accept thr-3 letter from the Chief of Police and petition from the 
three citizens, but shall hereafter require production of 
character witnesses in person. 

After examining the evidence in this case, I am 
satisfied that the petitioner has conducted himself in a law­
abiding manner for the past ten years, and that his association 
with the alcoholic beverage industry will not be contrary to the 
public interest. 

It is, therefore, on this 19th day of October, 1937, 
ORDERED that petitioner's dL:;qualification from obtaining or 
holding a license or permit, because of the convictions set 
forth herein, be and the same is hereby removed in accordance 
with the provisions of Caapter 76, P. L. 1937. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

8. DISQUALIFICATION - REMOVAL PHOCEEDINGS - LIFTING OHDER MADE. 

In The Matter of an Application ) 
tu Remove Disoualification because 
of a Conviction, Pursuant to·the ) 
Provisions of Chapter 76, P. L. 
1937 - ) 

Case No._8. ) 

CONCLUSIONS 
• AND 

ORDER 

Joseph M. Mentz, Esq., Attorney for Petitioner. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

Petitioner was convicted in 1924 on two :Lndictments 
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ch2J:ging (~mbezzlement. It has been held that the co:cyiction in­
·vol vcd moral turpi tudE;. In Re Application for Solicitor:..! s Permit 
~;g:.~_g- No. ;) , Bulletin #:92, Item 10. 

At the hearing held herein, petitioner testified that 
.h~ ha:3 never been convicted of any crime except the~ eonvicti0n 
heretofore described. 

After his release from the New Jersey Rcf ormatory he 
returned to the county in which he vrns convictE~d, and has resided 
at various plaees in said county since that time. He has resided 
for the past six years in the municipality ·where he now makes 
his homo. 

Since his release from the Reformatory, he has been 
continuously engaged in the business of selling jr~welry on 
eons igmncmt, except .for the peri·Jd. of' a.bout two years during which 
time he was a salesman for a liquor ~ili0lesaler. 

At the hearing tvm wholesale jewelers testified.on 
bc~half uf' petitioner. One ,)f them who has kno-vvn petitioner for 
the: past twelve years testtficd tho.t he has placed small amounts 
of jewelry on consignment ·with petitioner, and that his experience 
with p1ati.tioner has alvrays besn sat1sfactory. The other test:Lf'ied 
that he has known petitioner for sixteen years; that he knew of 
petitioner's conviction; that he believes petitioner was innocent 
in that case and that he has continued to do business vv-ith him 
since the. t ti:rre despite his c·Jnviction_; that he has piaced large 
amounts of jewelry_ on consignment wit~ petitioner, and that his 
experience with petitioner has always been satisfactory. In 
addition to these witnesses, five neighbors of petitioner appeared 
and testified under 6ath as to his good character. Three of 
said neighbors have known him ··c···o:~·· r. :-.. .. i 1 1·1·- +-1,1·r· o!'-: '"' ·:1-.~.c- c:.•n< .. ;J." ~=1·n(';+hi:::1 r ._ .J. ...~ ~ -.• l U V- - l...... "-·- ,/ 'l.,~.~c_ .. _,. W -..J-• .. _, • .: ' t~- ..... .... + V \.....< 

has .ktl:)11m him for twelve ye?.ars, and tJ10 fifth has knovm him for 
a per10~ of about seventeen years. 

Investigation disclosed that petitioner was arrested· in 
lmso on a subsequent charge of ombezzloment; that he vvas imiicted 
on said charge, but that the indictment was subsequently nolle 
prossed. In explaining this arrest, petitioner testified that in 
1930 he rc:cei ved tvvo ·watches worth about Thirty Dollars from a 
jewelry concern,· which did not satisfy his customer and which 
were immediately retrirned to a S[~lesmnn for the jevvelry concern. 
At an adjourned hearing, he produced th2 complaining witness 
in that case, who testifi8d that in fact the vratches had be cm 
returned; that the complaint was made because of the error of 
a clerk in failing to n0te the return upon tho original records, 
and that the case was nolle prossed after the cornpl~-3:ining \.11/i tness 
had explained the situation to the Prosecutor. The arrest, 
under the circumstanc(~S P does not shov.r thc1t petitioner has not 
condacted himself properly si~ce his conviction in 1924. 

I am satisfied from the evidence that petitioner has 
conducted himself in a law-abiding manner for the past ten years, 
and. that his as soci.s.tion with the c:ilcoholic bc~vGrage incl.us try vdll 
not bo con.trary·to public 1ntere.st. 

It is, therefore, on this 19th day of October, 1937 
ORDERED that petitioner's disqualification fr0m obtaining or 
holding a license or pcrmlt, because of the co:nvicti,)n set forth 
herein, be and the same is hereby removed in accordance with the 
provisions of Chapter 76, P. L. 1937. 

D. FHEDERI CK iJUHNETT 
Commissioner 
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9. DISCIPLINARY. PROCEEDINGS ·-- GAJ.VIBLING - SIXTY-DAY PENALTY. 

Louis L. Lowe, Esq., Secretary 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control 
City Hall 
Orange, New Jersey 

Dear Mr. Lowe: 

October 19, 1937 

I have yours of October 14 re disciplinary proceed­
ings against Frank N. Trezza, charged with having violat:3d 
Section 10 of your local ordinance which prohibits gambling 
and the c0nd1.1ct of a lottery on a licensed premises and 
note the licEmsoe vms adjudicated guilty and that his plc:no.ry 
retail consumpti.on license was sus·pended f'or sixty days; 

I am expressing no opinion as to whether or not the 
licensee was properly adjudicated guilty because I am in­
formed thc.:1t an appet1l has been filed by the licensee and my 
mind, therefore, must be entirely open on that score. Every­
thing, therefore, hereinafter said is without prejudice to 
the merits of' his appeal. 

Gambl:ing crea.tes grave problems. In many homes 
contract bridge and pinocle a.re played for stakes; wagers 
are made on golf~ on fights, on football games,. on elections. 
While lotteries are forbidden and gambling is by statute 
made a crime, ther8 seems to be a disposition on the part of 
the Amc~rican public to take a chance, to speculate and to 
put money stakes on so many things they do. This, admitted­
ly, makes a very difficult situation vvith which to cope. 

So long as the law against gambling remains on our 
statute books, it ls our duty to enforce it. Otherwise, com­
mercialized gambling will get a foothold i.n licensed places 
leading to racketeeri.ng and other evils which will. quickly 
get out of hand if we do not keep the lid on all the time. 
Let us stop at the source the abuses that br0ught Prohibition. 

_ Honest licensees who Bcrupulously comply wi.th the 
law and do not permit gambling on thelr licensed. premises 

· complain bitterly the. t they pay high licer1se fees but so 
often get little or no protoction against those cheaters in 
their trade who take a chance to reap a major profit if not 
detected, but, if eaught, get off with minor penalty. If 
they themselves think so, we, vihose duty it is to enforce 
the law, may well give ear to their desire for strict regu­
lations. For the sake of their econbmic future, they ask 
for stringent penalties, such as your Board has strikingly 
administered in this caseo 

Please thank the members of your Board f'or their 
cooperation in proper law enforcement. 

Very truly yours, 

D.. F~_··~EDE.EICX ::.mH:UJ:~J.'~~·, 
Commissioner. , 



BULLETIN NUMBER 208 SHEET 1~5. 

10. ELIGIBILITY FOE EMPLOYMENT - MORAL TUEPITUDE - FACTS EXAMINED -
CONCLUSIOHS. 

October 19th, 1937. 

In Re: Case No. 182 

In his questioru1aire employee admitted that he had 
been convicted in 1927 for the crime ,Jf petty larceny, and 
that he was placed on probation for six months. 

At a hearing duly held, it appeared that employee, 
who was thirteen years o.f agt.) a.t the ti.me, was arrested 1ivith 
tvvo other boys for stealing a child's bank. containing Eight 
Dollars, and that he . .. iw.s charged with n juvenlle delinquency". 
In view of his youth, moral turpitude is lh)t involved in this 
conviction. ;R.e Apnli_cat:J...9JLf_or A.:H.C. Petmit Ca.se No. 36, 
Bulletin t/l~t9, Item l .; l1o Hearing J:{_9. 146, Bullet1n f/167, 
Item 4. · 

Fingerprint records disclosed that said employee was 
convicted in 1934 on c~ charge; of adultery and fined $10. in a 
Police Court. At that time he was less than twenty years of 
age and unmarried. He testified thnt he and another young 
man were visiting a disorderly hous0 when it was raided and 
2~11 those present were placed under arrest; that he did not 
kn<)W any of the wom(~ll inmates of the house; that shortly 
thoreafter he was married and has 11 VE~d with his wife: for the 
past thirteen years. 

This single lapse does not show the baseness of 
conduct in which tnor2.l turpi.tude inheres. Cf. He C0s0 No. 66, 
Bulletin #202, Item 6; Re Case No. 68, Bulletin #203,. Item 13. 

As to his failure to disclos.t_;: hlE:J conviction for 
adultery, employee testified that in answering the question as 
to whether he had been convicted of cc. crime he ttttwught it was for 
larceny 1.)ffences." I am sa tis.fied that, in view of his immediate 
release upon tho payment of $10. fine, employee felt that his 
convicti0n for adultery was not of ~ serious nature and that 
he had ~o in~e~tion of d~liberately 1aisrepresenting the facts 
as to hi s c r 1.m1nal r c~ co rd . 

It is recommenclc~d, therc:f \Jre, that no further action 
be taken. 

Approved: 

D. FREDERICK BUhNETT 
Commissioner 

ED .. vY.ihtD ,J. IJOHTON 
Attorney~in-Chief 
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11. THAHSFEES ·- SIXTH CLASS COUNTIES - LICENSES MAY NOT BE TRANSFEREED 
FHO:Lvl ONE MUNICIPALITY TO ANOTHERa 

Hon. Percy Camp, 
Judge of the Court of Common Pleas, 
Toms River, New Jersey • 

. ., 
My di3ar Judge: 

October 20, 1937 

I have bef~re me your letter rc~orting the transfer 
of ·plenary retail consumption license NJ• 860 issued to John 
Jea.nnette, from 133 Hamilton Avenue, Seo.;-3id.e Heights, to 
premises located on Locust Stre0t, Toms River (Dover Township). 

Of course you hnve thG ryower to transfer licenses with­
in the limits of the"municipality"ror wh:i.ch they wc;re 0riginally 
issued. But in this case:; yuu have cr:;s.sod municipa1 lines o 

Section 6 of the Control' Act_, from ·vihich y:mr pl·Yv1.re:::rs are derived, 
dGclaros that there re,ose in you the ?Owers conferred and the 
duties im"JuS(Jd nuoon is suing officials in and t\-:.>r each 
mm1icipali ty" in the county. The municipal :Jfficial.s, if 
th2 llccnsing functlon wen; ve~1ted. in them,, W1Juld have the IJOW(!r 
to make the tr:Jnsfer only i1dthj_n their municipal limits. As tho 
0nly ~ower which has been transferred to you is thnt ~~1ich was 
'-n'iginally vested in thc:rn, it folll.)Ws' that your ~-:iovver to make 
transfers is· similarly 11mited.o In otlwr vvords, you hold the 
aggregato of the powers which were originally conferred upon 
the munici)alities, ~::.nd foJt a totality as to the county as ·a 
vvh'")le. The:: ndministra t1 ve unJ. t, in the con t0rr11)la·ticm of Section 
6, is stiil the mm1icipality, rut the eounty. ~{on may_., of course, 
treat them all alike if you wish, but you caru1ot treat them all 
as ~.;r1e. 

Again,· licensees in Sixth Class Counties have no grea.ter 
rights than. those in 1Jthc·r Count.ies ol.sew.here. They cannot 
transfer from one munici ~;ality to another cxct~pt by taking out 
2. ni~vv license. So also Jn Sixth Class Countiss. 

It follows, then, that.the transfer which has been 
made is void and ~f no cffoct and should be set aside as having 
~ee~1 i:t;advertontly g~~ntcc~.. If. M~., Jec·mnette_ wa:n.t~ to continue 
in ous1ness at Toms M1ver, he w1l~ nave to take ou~ a new 
license. I realize that by n0vv he has UY.1cloubt(:::dly given up 
his S0aside Heights place and may suffer from having to dis-
c ,mtinuc for the: ~Jrc:sent" If he will file his ap~)lica ti on iNi th 
you for the Toms River ~rcmises and de~osit the rcauired fee, 
I will entertain at you~ raauest a ~etition from h{m for a 
s~ecial permit to conduct the business pending your action on 
his applicati~n. The fee for the permit will be $10.00 and 
must accompany the IK:tition. · 

Mr. Jeannette may, of course, surrender his Seeside 
Heights license if he wishes, in which event he will be entitled 
under Section 28 uf tht: Act, ;.)r Jvided no dcductLms B.re in order, 
to the legal refund. For the method of cJm)uting that refund, 
see He Schneider, Bulletin 1±8, Item 6, und Ho Jones, Bulletin 
48, Item 9. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Conmlissionc-?r 
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12. VJINE PEHJV1ITS ·- MAKING ·vnNE FOE HUME . COIJSUivIPTION - NECESSITY 
OF PER.MIT AND THE PHOCEDUHE. 

Miss Myldred Lipman, 
Vineland, New Jersey 

My dear r~tis s Lipman: 

Oct0ber 13, 1937. 

Every ~erson who makes wine should have a license to 
do soc Persons who do not are guilty .of a misdemeanor, and henco, 
subject to arrest and liable to a fine of n0t more than $1,000 
or imnrisonment for not more than tln·ee years or both. It makes 
no ditference how little they make or that they do not sell it. 
It is unlawful to make it unles~: they have 2. license. 

Those, who wish to mabj wine for their p(;;rsonal use 
would be; foDlish indeed trJ rLsk these :J(::nal ties 'Hhen compliance 
with the provisions of the law requires nothing more than the 
simple act of applying for and obtaining a S)ecial wine permit 
from this Department at the numinal cost of $lo00. Application 
f0rms c2n be obtained by writing direct to me at 744 Broad 
Street, Newark. 

The law will be enforccdo I will do everything in 
my power t.J see t;J it that those who arc required by law to have 
th~; permits, t(.;,lte them out. It is J.bsolutely unfair to the 
law-abiding citizens who take out permits that others should 
evade them. 

If public-spj_ri ted citizens wj_ll sc:nd rne, in full 
eonfidence, the names of thoss Yvho manufo.cture wine vdthout 
permits, I will see to it that the necessary permits are Jro­
cured or \:::ls~_:; arrest the offender!.::;. 

Very truly yours, 

-.D~ FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

13. DISQUALIFICATION - EElVIOVAL PROCEEDINGS - LIFTING OEDEH MADE" 

In the Matter of an A?plication ) 
to Remove Disqualification 
because of a Conviction, Pursuant) 
to the Provisions of Chapter 76, 
P.L. 1937 - Case No. 109 ) 

• • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

Ronald Stono, Esq., Attorney for Petitioner. 

BY THE COIVfMISf)IONEH: 

CONCLUSIONE~ 

Peti tion(:r vms conv1ctec: on A0ril 2t>, 19;24 of the 
•'"'ri·1~nµ o.·f ass·-:iult· T~ri' ·~-1·., i' ntrir1..L .!- °' Lri' 1 1 r·' .J .• 1D.-, , ... 1.-lE·'.:l"Y'';:,·t ,+·~-Y>':.' bee·r·l -....- . ll-..... r ~ c.i. .J v• l.> .i. _,. L l,\..' n. -L• L lCli:) 1 J'-\...-- ,i,__,_,_UJ.l., • , . 

ruled that such a crime invol vc:s nk>ral turpi tudG. J:tn UlJ1ich;1 
Bulletin 70, Item 2; In re Hearing Noo- 17, Bulletin 116, Item 5. 

Petitioner testified that since 1925, when he was rc­
lua~~cd from tho peni tcntiary aft or serving his full term of one 
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year at hard labor, he has resided in Bloomfield and had been 
engaged in the trucking business from that time until March, 
1937. At that time he was compelled to dissociate himself frora 
the business for the reason that the com:Jany applied for and 
obtained a transportation license. Since then he has been 
unemployed, and supports himself, his wife and two children on 
m0ney received from his brother in monthly ~ayment for his 
stock in the company that ap)licnnt was compelled to dispose of 
when the company was licensed. Petitioner tustifiEx1 that the 
trucking business is the only business ho k:th)Vis 9 and i.f the 
disqualification is lifted.he will be re-employed by tho same 
cor;1~=iany in an executive ca.1x1ci ty. His te.stirn:m.y that he had 
never been arrested or convicted since his ·:;onv:~ctJ.o:r. in 1924 
is corroborated by Departmental investigatioL of his 
fingerprint record. 

To establish thRt he had c.:mc1"L1·;toG. hJ.111self in 
a law-abiding manner sincG his convictL:m and t''.·1.e,t his associa­
tion with the alcoholic beverage industry would ~ot be contrary 
to the public interest, pc ti t:ioner :n·oduced ~:.:;hre1~: ~ifi tnesses, with 
all of whom he had d0:rw ·1=.u.::<ilwss both be:fore and after his con­
viction. 

ThB first witness, engaged in the automobile tire 
business, has kno111m hire ~.,:J.Dce 1916, and has slnce that time 
been .in clo.se assoc j_a ~j OD vr:t th him. He knew <)f nEjt:i tioner ts 
convictionj< ancl c01~.tirr1..J.•:0cl to do business with hirn. He testified 
that ~Jet1.t:L(mer ! s character wa~3 of the best, that he was honest 
and square, kept his ~romis0s, and was industrious and clean­
living. 

Petitioner's second ~itness, also engagea in the 
automobile tire busine:3S as a cor.1peti.tor of thu fi.rst vvi tness, 
has knovm him fm: tv._r 1Jnty yea:rs,, Ile has since~ that tinH? 
employed one ·.)f pe-::i L :.c.c.~~:) 1~ ~ s b:i~·vthers, 3.EC~. has seen 
~etitioner once J~ twice a month~ He holds a high opinion of 
his rei)utatLJn_, chtn"J.e:°SE:-)", 0.nd industriousnes:J. 

The third vvi tne~:;s, a salesman :::md field. 
representative for. a large tire and rubber com1xLny, has known 
petitioner for fifteen or t~enty years, has had.rather close 
contact with him, and believes him to be a real man, of fine 
ch~racter and integrity. 

I find that )etitioner has sa tis:fact.Jrily establish­
ed that at least ten years have elapsed since the date of his 
conviction·; that he has conducted himself in a law-abiding wanner 
since the date of his conviction, and that his association with 
the alcoholic beverage industry will not be contrary to the 
;mblic interest. 

It is, therefore, on this 21st day of October, 
1937, ORDERED, that petitioner's disqualification from obtaining 

.or holding a license or permit because of the conviction set 
forth herein, be and the same is hereby rr;:jmoved. in accordance 
with the ,provisions of Chapter 76 '. ~---~-1·· 937. , ·---. .·_ 

~ ) //// .---~../-.~·-
----...___ ' I.~ f..' -( 1 -l ~ r // 'lt!.f-.£ pt-///' 

Conmlissioner 


