
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF1 ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
744 Broad Street Newark, N. J. 

BULLBTIN NUMBER 206 OCTOBER 1, 1937. 

1. LICENSEES - NEW RULES - NOTICE 

On August 30, 1937, a bill of complaint was filed 
in the New Jersey Court of Chancery by ·united Profit-Sharing 
Corporation and Acker, Merrall & Condit Company seeking to 
restrain the enforcement of Rule 20 of the Rules Concerning 
Conduct of Licensees and Use of Licensed Premises and an order 
to show cause was issued thereon. Thereafter, motion was 
made on behalf of the State Commissioner to dismiss the bill 
of complaint and the ord(:-;r to show cause and vvas duly brought 
on for argument before Vice~Chancellor Bigelow. 

Because of the pendency of the above mentioned pro­
ceeding, the effective date of Rule 20 and related Rule 19 
prohibiting "combination sales" was deferred, by Notice to 
Licensees dat8d August 31, 193?, until further ruling by the 
Commissioner. Today an order 1,;ras signed dismissing the bill 
of complaint and vacating the ord8r tc show cause issued 
thGreon and counsel-for complainants has advised that no 
further judicial proceedings will be taken on their behalf. 

Accordingly, Rules 19 and 20 of the Rules Concern­
ing Conduct of Licensees c_~nd Use of Licensed Pr2mi;3c;s!' SE:t 
forth below in full, are hereby reinitatcd, effective October 
1, 1907~ 

19. No retail licensee shall, directly 0r 
indirectly, sell or offer for sale any ::.:.lcoh.o~j .. c 
beverage for consumption off the liccnsf;d p:r··c·mJ.scs 
E:xcept at a specified price per bcttle or s:;:v=.: ..,:._ fi0d 
price per case th8re~Jf, or both; H c~-~'lllbina·L. :>~ sc:~lt.; s" 
of any kind, consisting of more than cine Bi'-·~~ cle, 
vvhether it be an alcoholic beverage or somE/.~Jj ng 
else, at ci single aggregate price are prohi"oJ.ted. 

20. No retail licensee shall, directly er 
inditcctly, offer or furnish any gifts, prizes, 
coupons, prmniums, rebates, discciunts or similar 
inducements with the sale of any alcoholic beverage 
for consumption off th8 licensed premises; provided, 
however, that nothing herein contained shell prohibit 
r6tail licensees from furnishing advertising nnvelties 
of norainal value. 

Dated:. o·eptembcr 24, 1937 

D. FHEDE.RICK BURNETT 
C1.)mGissioner 

Ly: Nathan L. Jacobs 
Chief Deputy Commissioner 

2. SPECIAL PERMITS - 200 F'EET RULE - SPECIAL PERMITS, 1NHICH ARE 
IN EFFECT ONE DAY LICENSES, ARE SUBJECT TO 'THE RULE. 

Mr. George H. Hoffmeyer, 
Vineland, N. J-. 

My dear Mr. Hoffoeyer: 

bcptcober 24, 1937 

It is n0t clear from your letter 0hether you are 
inquiring in r8gard to the issuance o~ a regular license or 

\NJ@~R9 J®lf~®~ S~fBi-~ Ubr~IT)f 
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a one day special per~it, but, irr~spective of which you 
uay have in Dind, the answer is the saLle. 

According to Section 76 of the Control Act, no 
lL:cnso L:iay bf~ granted for prerJises located within tvvo hundred 
feet of a public schoolhouse or private schoolhouse not 
c0n<~.ucted f ,y.r pecuniar;/ Jrofi t unless the prcL1iscs for 1:~rhich the 
1icon~;c is sought coDes within one of the excepti..ms ;'rcrvidecl 
in ~-)ection 76. A copy of Bulletin ~~I, I ten 71, ·which quotes 
L)ection 76 is enclosed. The sane e:i.pplics to special ~Jerui t3 ·' 
for trwy are in effect one day licenses and the pro~~:iisc:s for 
which they are issued are licensed preuises for that d2y. 
Re GJrdon, Bulletin 191, Iten 4, copy also 2nclosed. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Cornuissioner 

Cl. SALES TO. MINO.HS - IS A SEHIOU~~ 1JlISDElvIEAl~·on j3UT DOES NOT OF 
I'TE3ELF INVOLVE lv'.iORAL TUHPITUDE ESPECIALLY IN A CASE hHERE 
MINO~S MISREPRESENT THEIR AGE. 

J2mes M. Duru1, Esq., 
Patnrson, N. J. 

DE.;a.r Mr. Dunn: 

1937. 

f3elling to ~1inors is a misdeneanor and a serious 
~)ffensc, -iJut (.:oes rwt of i ts.0lf inv\Jlvo curnl turpitude u11less 
th\"·:, f:scts are such and the surrounding circumstances ·so 
aggravatE:d in a ·~)o.rtj_culnr case th.:1t a conclusion of turpitude 
j_s the only fair infer·ence to bc3 dravm. 

Where minors raisrepresent their ages in order to 
induce tb£ bartender to give theu a drink, and he in good 
faith relies on their stateDents, and their nppearance 
is such that he has fair cause to rely, no question of 
ooral turpitude is involved. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Cor.lLLis sioner 

4. SOLICITOES - OTHER EMPLOYMENT - A SOLICITOH MAY BECO.ME A 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

J. & J .• Distributing Cc;r:~p.:i.ny, 

Newark, N. J. 

Gentlt:m1en: 

Septen0er 21, 1937. 

Rule 8 of the Rules Governing S~licitors' Perraits 
~Jrovides: 

"No Solicitor ts Per:oi t raay be issued to any i:iernber 
of a r:.mnicipal governing b·::>dy or nunicipal issuing 
authority or to any JJerson chargc~d or entrusted vd th 
the onforceoent of the laws concerning alcoholic 
bcvurages in any L1anner.whatsoever.u 
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Notaries Public are appointed by the Governor. 
They are not charged or entrusted with the enforcement of 
the laws concerning alcoholic beverages in any manner what­
soever. Hence, there is no objection to a solicitor becom­
ing a Notary Public. 

V8ry truly yours, 

Do FREDERICK BUHNETT 
Commissioner 

5. MINORS - PLAYING IN ORCHES'rRA - PLRlvlITS NECESSARY 'TO EMPLOYMENT 
BY LICENSEES. 

DE-ar Sir: 

·I am writing to you upon the r0commcndatlon of the 
proprietor of Th6 Old Onken ~ucket, Stat~ Route 30, near 
Flemin~ton, N. Jo concerning laws governing th~ hiring of 
minors

0

for sntertu.inmsnt purposes in places where alcoholic 
bev8rag8s ar8 sold. 

I ~ave asked s0ver&l persons who I thought could give 
me the desired information with a certain degree of authority, 
but their opinions were confusing. 

My reason for writing is that I am business manager of 
a dance band, "The Vo.lley Buckaroosn, which consists of five 
~embers, four of whom are minorso 

We applied at The Old Oaken Lucket for a job, after 
hearing the proprietor was anxious to hire an organization such 
as ours. Upon finding that four of the members were minors, he 
recommended that we ask your advice. He mentioned that permits 
could be obtained thru the Control Board for a nominal fee and 
after finger prints and photographs of the applicants were 
obtained by the Board. 

Hoping you can enlighten me about this matter, I am, 

Mr. J~mes K. Moreau, 
Frenchtown, New Jersey. 

My dear Mr. Moreau: 

Very truly yours, 

J AlVIES K. .L·ilOREAU 

Sept€mber 27, 1937. 

The law prohibits the employmEnt of all minors by 
liQuor licensees 8Xcept pursuant to special permit issued 
by this Department and sven then only in work which does not 
involYe the solicitation or sale of .alcoholic beverages. 

I will be glad to issue permits fbr.thc minors in 
your orchestr& providing that they are not under fifteen 
years of age. 



... ,~· 
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The proprietor of The Old Oaken Bucket was therefore 
correct in refusing to hire your orche~tra until such permits 
were first obtained. 

I have sent you under separate cover eight applications 
for such permits and four questionnaires. Two copies of the 
application and one copy of the questionnair~ must be submitted 
for each minor. The fee for each permit is $1.00, which, 
as four of your members are minors, will be $4.00 in all, and 
must be submitted at the time the application is made. 

Please extend my good wishes to The Valley Buckaroos -
I have often wished to hear a bronco buster band. 

Very truly your~, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

6. LICENSED PREMISES - DIFFERENT PARTS MAY BE CALLED BY VARIOUS 
NAMES AS FANCIED - THE SWISS PROBLEM. 

September 21, 1937. 

Dear Sir: 

This corporation, which is operating the bar under 
the license number C-29, issued by the City of Union City, 
would like to add the name TTAlpine Tavern" to the name of 
Swiss Hall, to distinguish the bar and restaurant from the 
hall. 

Ws do not want to do anything that would be opposed 
by the law, but would appreciate your opiniori if such would 
tc &llowed and covered with the License now hold by the Swiss 
Hall Corporation. 

The name "Alpine Tavernn would be at the Rcsto.urant 
entru.nce and on tlrn Bar room Windows. If this name could not 
be used, would it be:, proper to use "Swiss Tavern" along with 
Swiss Hall? 

Your kind advice in the above matter will be 
greatty appreciated. ' 

Swiss Hall Corporation, 
Union City, N. Ja 

Very truly yours, 

Swiss Hall Corporation 
Minni€ E. Eeutemann, Sec'y. 

Ssptember 27, 1937. 

Gentlemen: Attention; Miss Minnie E. Reutemann, Sec'yo 

I have yours of tho 21st. 

If your license covers ths bar, the rest~urant and · 
thE:: hnll, you may designate the different units by such names 
as you ple8.se. 

Hence, you may call the rEstaurant the "Alpine 
Tav~rn" if you choose. Edelweiss would also bE in order. 
but ke£p the yodeling temperate - better only one at a time! 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 



7. DISCIPLINAHY PROCELDINGS - SAL:ES TO bHJORS. -- INEPTITUDE OF 
·~:.mHE WAHN IN GS. 

Peter MccD~nald, Lsq., 
Tov~1ship Clerk of Wayne, 
M2untain View, New Jersey 

Deur Mr. MacDon&ld: 

Scptcmb er 2?, 19~S?. 

I have staff report of the proceedings before the 
To~ .. ms.hip Comrni tteE; of Wo.ync ag.:dnst tJames Donohue, charged 
~ith h&~ing sold and served alcoholic Leverages to minors. 

The report states: 

n(.;)mp1.:.int bc;~d been recc:ivecl that r:.1inurs were be­
ing served &lcoh0lic beverages in th0 above licensed premis0~. 
Accordingly, Investigator3 Linncnkohl &nd Finzel were 
assigned t(; invcstigi~rtc. 

"Thc;,r visitc·d the· liccnsc:d premises on M.£~.;y- 7, 19~3?_, 
c:. t about 11 : 15 P • Ivl • At b.b cut 12 : 0 ES A • IVl • , '." m lVl a y 8 , 19 3? , 
they obs8rvcd four young men at the b&r drinking beer. All 
c;_ppc-:c:~r(;d tn be; under the o..ge (;f tvventy-:-c:nc (21) ycar·s. The· 
l• llV(:, S .i.. l· g -:i ·t· c· r <' ·1' a· r::.1·1·l- -'L' f..,..: c'd ·t?-1 .. ··.n~ S E-1.~ ye. c ~- Yl(J_, Y' e·c· Uc'~ -f· ( d ·t l~ (· "'<rnunu ~ lJ. ='Cl _i) 0 . '-. v .... .L\...- • ....... 1.! · VU ,..J..J.J.. · -· ·1. t,.;....~ V- .i ... .j ._. · Q 

m.E:n and th?~; bartender to acccrn1pany them to a table. It w;:;;_s 
ther8 ascertained tnat three of the young men were minors 
two eightt:m1 (18) ye2.rs of &ge and the ctht:r nineteen (19). 
The fourth young m&n was twenty-two (22) yc&rs old. All 
these young men stat0d that they had been served b£~r at the 
bar aft8r it h&d been ordered by the t~enty-two (22) year old 
young man. The waiter s~id that he had served the beer to 
th2 young man who was of' ag c whorJ hf: knevv; but he did not 
know that the other three glasses of beer were to be given to 
minors; thnt he did not S<::c the:: cJ.nors ei. t tho bar when he set up 
tho four beers. 

"At thG hearing, the licensee testifit::d he was not 
in th€ b&.rrc:r.~:·m at the time of thE alleged violation; thalt 
he had iiwtructed his employees to question all persons who 
appeared to bE:) under twenty-one ·c21) ysars of -age ci.nd whenever 
ln doubt not to serve." 

I note that y0ur Committee voted to dismiss the 
charges. Investigator Linnonkohl reports that the licensee was 
warned to exercise greater care in the future to ice that no 
minors were served alcoholic bcvGrages on his licensed 
pr ewi sts s. 

In v j_ evv of the thorough i:'.'t&.mwr in which this cc.E (. 
v.ras hE;;ard by the Township Commit tee, I am convinced that the 
decision ~&s well intentioned. 

I hope that th~ warning has some effect, but, 
aandidly, a~ doubtf~l. The waiter who served four glasses of 
b6Gr to one san who passed thr0c of them over to th8 minors, 
must h&ve known that hE was not ordering four b0crs for himself 
all at once. It sir:1ply "isn't darn-: that way. Neither am I much 
impressed vd.th tho sta terncnt of the lj_ccnso~~ that he had 'il'l~~ 
structed his employees not to violate the law by selling to 
minors. Responsibility to see to it that the law is obeyed at 
all ti1aes cannot b8 sidE:.:stcpped by anyone, least. cf all the 
boss, by telling somebody elsG to comply with the law. 
Reprimands and warnings have ptovod of little value in the 
past. If the liquor business is to survive the assaults made 
upon it, strict control is necessary and that means suspension?, 
revocations and unflinching enforcement all along the.line. 

Sincerely yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Co rnr.Jj_ s s j_ oner 



I' 
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8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - ILLICIT BEVERAGES - THE VALUE OF 
STATUTORY AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION CONTRASTED ~ITH INADEQUA~E 
PENALTIES BY LOCAL GOVERNING BODIES - HEREIN OF THE NEW 
ALIBI OF TREASURE-TROVE 

Walter S. Terhune, Esq., 
1!ovmship Clerk, 
West Milford, New Jersey. 

Dear Mr. Terhune: 

September 27, 1937 

I have staff report of the proceedings before the 
Township Committee of West Milford against William Devonmille, 

·Jr., charged with having possessed illicit al(~oholic beverages. 

The report reads as follows: 

"Conmlaint had been received that illicit al­
coholic beverages were possessed and sold at the above 
licensed premises. Accordingly, Investigators Togno and 
Thievon were assigned. 

''They visited the licensed premises on July 7, 
1937. Investigator Togno tested the open bottles of 
whiskey. He found one to be off eight points in proof; 
another to contain a blend instead of straight whiskey as 
represented by its latiel. Investigator Thievon fourui two 
bottles labeled 'Old Overholt Whiskey' contained no strip 
stamps; also, in a box under a table in the kitchen, he found 
eighteen 4/5 quart bottles of what appeared to be illicit 
vvhisl·rny inasmuch as the bottles bore no labels or strip 
stamps. 

"The· invtJ~itigators asked the licensee for his ex­
planation as to the bottles which contained a blend instead 
of stro.ight whiskey. He told theni that he may have dumped 
the 'heels' of other b.Jttles into· this bottle. He could not 
explain_ the underproof of the other bottle. As to the lack 
of strip stamps, hts only explanation was that they must 
have fallen off. As to the (:d~ht(3Cn bottles of unlabel(,:;d and 
stripless alcoholic beverages (which test showed to contain 
straight whiskey of about 90 proof) Devonmillc stated that 
about fiftE::en years ago, he buried tvm case;:l of (3i ther Ol@ 
Taylor or Old Crow Whiskey and had forgotten where he had 
buried them, but that a few days ago, while digging a garden,· 
he dug up the two cases of whis.key ,which· had been buried so 
nw.ny yec:u·s ago and took them inside; that j_n washing the 
bottle~:, the lnbels and strip stamps fc:ll Off'; that as the 
corks were old and mus.ty,, he used new corks; that he gnve a 
few b~ttlos away and was about to rebury the remaining bottles 
when the investigators made their visit and discovered the 
bottles. 

nsentcnce -· License suspended for thrc:.:e (3) days -
August 23, 24, and 25, 1937 

ttNOTE: The file discloses that this licensee 
pleadf~d guilty in the Passaic County Court 
of Special Sessions to having possessed 
illicit alcoholic beverages. He was fined 
$100.00~ This conviction worked an 
automatic suspension of his liquor license 
for the balance of its term." 
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We have had all sorts cf excuses offered by licensees 
when caught red-handed with illicit liquor, but this is the 
first time I have encountered a clain of treasure-trove. I have 
heard of pirates burying their guld and of dogs their bones, 
but never of "Old Crow" being agecl :in the sc:id. What a thrill 
of discovery it must hav8 been a.fti:::r fifteen winters of 
pernicious annesial 

TlH: meager three-day penalty which your Township 
CODfilittee imposed for this. major offence has fortunately been 
cured, by the conviction of Devonmille in the County Court 
which automatically suspended his license for the bal&nce of 
the t err.i. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Comm:i s si oner 

9. REFUNDS - NOT PAYABLE FOR TIME LICENSED PHI1~MISES WERE CLOSED 
DUE TO REVOCATION. 

Dear Sir: He Henry A. Muhlenbrink Lj_cense C-35 

This licensoowas granted~ libense for the year 
commencing July 1, 1937. You will recc.11 that on or 2_bout 
July le). l9 7)r-, t"h1' c ·11· Cf-11."'':::. ~r:~1 s I'c'p0S'.:;E"~SE:-'r1 bec·:iuc.•e) nf a - ' t.. I ,,._ , ,:) . - . .- ,) \.J 111..'. 'V - •-· _, >-- ,_ • • .l J , JC'- ,;J '. 

technic0.l error in proceedings before the .Soard of 
Co;IH;~is;3io110rs of the City of Long Branch. The lj_cEmse was 
later returned to the licensee, I aLl informed, on August 13th. 

Mr. Muhlenbrink is now requestlng a rebate or 
return of part of' the liecnse fe£ pc:lid for tht::; per:Locl of 
thirty-four days fron July 10th to August 13th, at $1.37 per 
day, making a total of $46.58. 

I hnve found no authority in y8ur Regulations 
for such action on the part of the City Comuissionsrs, 
and would appreciate your views as to ~1at course the 
licensing autlwr.i t·y should pursue with respect to this 
claim. 

Leo J. Warwick, Esq., 
City Solicit'.Jr, 
Long Branch, N. J. 

Dear Mr. Warwicki 

Very truly yours, 

LEO J. WARWICK 
CITY 130LICIT'OH 

SeptE:~mber 2?, 193?. 

In Re: Henry A. Muhlenbrink 

The history of the proceedings with reference to the 
license held by the above naoed individual is set forth in 
Bulletin #202, Iteu 3, except the infor~ation cont~ined in 
your letter that· thE..: licenso was :returned on August 13th. 

Section 28 of the Contro.l Act provides that nNo 
refund, except as expressly permitted by section twenty-three, 
shall be made of any portion of a license fee after issuance 
of a license;" provided, however, that a refund nay be made 
under certain eircumstances upon surJ~ender of any license except 
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c:.l :::~c<.:~5cma1 retail ec.msurription license. 'I'hu deme.nd for rc;fnnd. 
j_n the present case is not r:nadt:: under tl1c provi::dons uf 
c•, 1."'-t ; r)1-1 ".:)'7) o·t:~ ·t1~1l··_, r 1rJntrc·1 ] 1Cict· Ti"l.yuc: ~i ·~1· (j-· El frc•r'1 Pr1y e:·oui· t2.blP \.~) • ........ .._. -L. ... •. ,_.e_ - . ... , v ,_ - J • .I. ..J • .J.. ....... ' "'"""',_, ••• ~ .... ... .Ll :A. .. . ,,, 

cc::nE:Li.dc~:rations, the Control Act prohibits a refund in this 
- ,. ... , -· ''\·::· 1· D ]' .- • ... B''i··11 "t·· .i-i"L94 It ,. 0 . Cc .. .::::.... lJl. • .• _n .he .Jariu, -u. e:~ in 1t- .. , e,:i .-;,. 

I have c;:msidersd ths question frcn:1 an· ec1ui table 
:3tandp::·.int becaUS(;; it i:w.y be contcndE~d that, under the broad 
pov-,'c:r:s grunted by Sect . .i.on 36 of the Control Act_., I a.Vi ernpovmrE::d 
ti::·; Li[;,}~c such spacial rulings as may become necessary in the 
fair, iDpartial, stringent and coDp~chensive administration 
of tb . .ls Act. Bven if the latter Sect-Lon perr:1itted nc tc make 
:~ special ruling in this case, which may be doubtful in view 
:_,f the oxprc~ss language of the Act J.tself, I wcm1d decline 
to ~;.:.akc any such speciul :cu1"ing under the circur.1stances of 
tt.ll.s cr~sc. M.uhle:nbr1n1-:' s License was rc:vuked on Jipril 20th, 
1937. Thereupon he becume ineligible to hold a license for a 
pt:.:riod of two years thereafter. Th<::; c;iction of the Board, 
taken un June.~ 2~'.nd, in gr<~:i..nt:lng Ld-m. a license; f'or tho present 
flsc.~ .. :J. yc-;ar was, therefore, iLiJ.H'(':per and for the.t rea~nn his 
lieEJn:Jcd premises vcre clo3<:::cl do·Nn :.~·n July .lOiJh. On t,h2.t date 
he we.s ineligible t~) hc1lc1 a l.lcensc and continued inclig:ible 
until &t leu.st July 20th, whc-;n the Boc-~rd, :in Edfect, mi tigatecl 
hJE; punishrJent frnm r-0vocati('.1J:1. to suspens1c:n. After this 
act:i.1::;11 of the Bt.:)a.rd v.ras brought tc my attm1tion, I ruled that 
th2 power existed in the Board to mitigate the punalty of revo-
c ::.•t.i or F:ll-:>t.~:r +he- t·c,r-·n ";"'[ ·r:11' C' 11' CE.)nt"'C' h~1 (;1 i:ixpi' reu·1 a·r1r]· rT1lr: 1d 

l,..A.. .... .J...L ...... ., J i::.... v \....• \J - lJ..L I.... - .. ::> . I " ~ -~ ..L ~,A.-"- \..• .... ~. .. ' . \ -

that the license for tl1e currGnt flscal year granted to 
M.uhlcnbrink u:.Lght be restored to h:iu C;ffC:~cti vc~ iLln:.ediately. 
The fact that Muhlonbrink was prevented from doing business 
from July 10th to August 13th resulted frou the revocation of 
his license on April 20th. There would bo no CTore reason for 
granting him a refund covering the period from July 10th to 
August 13th tho.n thE:'I'C iiV~mld be for grantirn~ hi.m a refund of 
h1s old license fee for the period from Aprl1 20th to June 30th. 
The rev0c~tion for violation of thG rults ond regulations was 
cnln~:::rrtl.y proper. The :--:.d tigation of' the penalty perrni tting 
Muh.lcnbrink t~J r8sur;1e business was a ncre act of grace and not 
cf rj_ght. 

Hence, IVluhlenbrink is nc)t entitled tc a refund for 
the period during which his premises were closed. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Conu;.:.i s si oner 

10. LilV1Tl'ED -\~'INERY LI GENSl~E-3 -- A l~iANUF'AC111LIHER OH WHOLESALER MAY 
wrnrrn !J:HE IN'.I1ENDMENT O.F SI~C. 40 HOLD A LIMITED WINEHY 
LICENDL AT I'HL 81~NIE TIME NOTWITHSTANDING THAT THE LA

1

Yrll~R 
LICENGL CONFE3S THE INCIDENTAL PRIVILEG1 OF SELLING TO 
CONbUMEHS. 

Stuhr & Vogt, 
.t:lob oken, N. J-. 

Gentlemen: 

September 27, 1937 

Re: Adam Audeno Capone 

I note that Mr. Capone i. s employed as o.. solicit or by 
the Wmo Peter orewing Gorp., the holder bf a brewery license, 
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by Gambarelli & Davitto, the holder of a plenary winery 
license, and by the National Wine & Liquor Co., a plenary 
wholesale licensee. 

I have carefully considered the question of whether 
or not Mr. Capone may, while keeping these employments, obtain 
a limited winery license. 

A limited winery license gives the holder, among 
other things, the incidental privilege of selling to consumers. 
Such licensees are, therefore, interested in the retailing of 
alcoholic beverages. Section 40 of the Control Act makes it 
unlawful for any person interested. in any way whatsoever in any 
browery, winEJry, or ·wholesaler of alcoholic beverages to be 
directly or indirectly interested in th0 retailing of alcoholic 
beverages excE:pt a.s prov:id01d in the Act. Lirn1 ted winery 
licenses, however, arc among the exceptions expressly provided~ 
'There is nothing in the Act which vrnuld prevent a licensee from 
holding a brewery or a plenary winery or a wholesale license 
and a limited winery license at the same time. 

I conclude that Mr. Capone, upon compliance with 
the requirements, may obta.in a limited winery license and at 
the same time keep his present employments. 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Comrnis;.doner 

11. SOLICITOHS' PERJVIITS - M.ORAL 'IURPITUDE - FACTS EXAMINED -
CONCLUSIONS. 

September 23rd, 1937. 

IN RE: CasE No. 178 

In his application, solicitor denied he had ever been 
convicted of a crime. Fingerprint records disclosed that, 
in 1926, he had been convicted for E•mbezzlement. 

At a hearing duly held, solicitor aclmitted that in 
1926, he had pleaded non vult to two charges of embezzlement. 
He introduced in evidenc8, however, a certified copy of an order 
entered in a Court of Quarter Sessions in a proceeding 
instituted under Chapt13r 1?4, P. L .. 1936. Said order referred to 
the two convictions hereinabovc set forth, recited proceedings un­
der said. Act &nd ordered that thE~ Clerk of the Court expunge from 
the records all evidence of the convictions ''so that forthwith 
thereafter the said ~~--- shall be released from such dis­
abilities as may hereafter exist by.reason of the said con­
victions, by virtu8 of the statute in such cases made and 
provided." The Court order is dated prior to the dato of 
solicitor's application. 

In viE~w of said order, the disability of solicitor under 
Section 23 of the Control Act has been removed. 
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Sol.icitor testified that b.c answered that he had 
never been convicted of a crime on advice of counsel. When 
e. Der son has rc~cei ved a full pardon, he may th0rca.fter honc::3tly 
dc~larc that he has never been convicted of the crime of which 
he has bec:m pardoned. Bulletin #160, Item 8. The same 
roasoning should apply where tho record. of hiB c:rimc has 
been expunged. and his di.scj.ualj_fication removed by an order of 
a Court of competent jurisdiction in a proceeding institutEd 
for said purpose. 

Approved: 

It is recommended that no further action be taken. 

Edward J. Dorton 
Attorney~in-Chief. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

12. ELIGIBILITY FOR EMPLOYMENT - MORAL TURPITUDE ·- F'i\CTS EX11MINED -
CONCUrnIONS 

Th1s is to determine appli.cant's eligibJ.lity for 
employment by a liquor Licensee in this State. Appl.icant 
is & freight handler, employed by a trucking concern which 
has recently secured a transp:;'tation licensf_;. 

In November, 1930, when appl.i cant wc1.s nineteen 
years of age, he i:lnd two other youths broke into a tai.lo:r 
shop at night and stole the coin-box of a public telephone 
located therein; this box contained approximately 016.00. 
At about the same date, the trio, during the evening yours, 
approached a gasoline-station ko<3per or attendant for the 
purpose of committing a robbery. Applicant states that the 
man whor.n they eonfronted. showed resistance; that th(:~ trio 
unarmed, frightened him away; and that they themselvE:·s retreated 
and pursued their criminal enterprise no further. 

As a result of' the abo·ve criminal behavior, appli-
cant. was ar:rested, charged, a.nd (pursuant to a. plee. of non 
yult) convi.cted. j_n th.is utatc~ of "breaking and E:ntry," lareeny, 
~nd robbery or attempted robbery. He was thereupon sentenced 
to an indefinite term at the reformatory, where he remained for 
nine and a half months_, being then released on probation cnctcnd1ng 
to 19t1:8. 

'The Control. .act .is mandatory to tht; effect that any 
person convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude shall 
not be eligible for E:!mployrnent by any liquor liccnsc:e i.n 
this State. It needs littl2 citation of authority to 
dt.:monstrato that the crirne·s of which applicant -vv;:.1s convicted 
involve moral turpitude. In Re: Hearing #101, Bulletin 
147, i t0m 11 ("breaking and ent:t"'y, n ai1d lareeny); He: Cast:; 
:/i=42, bullet Jn 15(3, l tern 4. (larceny).; Re: Blank, Bn1letin78, 
i tern 1;5, and Re: Kennedy, Bullet1n 118, i tern 10 (robbery); 
RG: Employees~ etc., Bull0tin 148, item 3 (aiding and abot­
ting a robbery;. 
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' d 

It ·.is rec ottL1ended .. th.at. applica_nt ·be declared 
1neligiblo for tHnployr:wnt by. a liquor 1ic,cnse8 in this. State o 

.. 
·" i"i'I''-"VO· a·'• .n.t-' ;:) \..J ·-• 

D. F~ederick Burnett 
C.:Jrm:i.is siuner 

N.a.thnn Davis ,1 
Attorney· 

13. LICENSEES - 'CASHING OF CHECKS IN TAVERNS IS NOT GOOD PRACTICE.­
PAY CHECKS, ESPECIALLY, SHOULD REACH HOME OR A BANK. 

De2.r 

·will you please advise us ·if it is permissible 
for 'iiiholesalers to provide:~ funds_ enabling r etailors to cash 
cht3cks for employees of' industrial plants. 

J. H. Blackwell & Sons, 
Trenton, N. J. 

Gentlemen: 

Very·truly yours, 

J. H. Blackwell & Sons 

Septe~ber 28, 1937. 

The· plan i.s disapproved .•. 

Cashing of checks· in taverns is not good practice. 
In Re The Avenue Realty Co. Inc., Bulletin #177, Item 5 
(Copy ~ncl1.)Sed) • · . 

It is not an net of true friendship for a tavern 
keeper to cash a pay check even th01~gh he does not "-shave'' 
it. He nntural.ly e.xpects and usually gets usurious diBcount 
taken out in trade. Pay checks are not safe until they 
reach home or a bank. · 

Better stick to your own last. 

• 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK HURNETT, 
C01mnissioner 



BULLETIN NUMBER 206 SHEET 12 

14. LICENSES - ISSUED IN VIOLATION OF LOCAL LIMITATION - PROCEEDINGS 
TO CANCEL. 

In the Matter of Proceedings ) 
to Declare Void License C-245 
issued to ) 

RHEA H. LOEB, ) 
CONCLUSIONS 

for premises located at ) 
181-183 South Kentucky 
Avenu~, Atlantic City, N.J. ) 

) 

Jerome B. McKenna, Es~., Attorney for Department of Alcoholic 
Beverage Control 

William Charlton, Esq., Attorney for Rhea R. Loeb 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

Notice was duly served upon Rhea R. Loeb to show cause 
why license C-245 issued to her by the Board of Commissioners of 
Atlantic City should not be declared void and all operations 

··thereunder terminated on the ground that the license was granted 
in violation of uection 5 of Ordinance #3 adopted by the Board 
of Commissioriers of Atlantic City on June 16, 1936, and providing 
as follows: 

"hetail consumption licenses shall be limited in 
number to 240; provided., however, that such 
limitation shall not affect the licenses presently 
issued or renewals of the same in subsequent years; 
no new rEtail consumption licenses shall b0 issued 
until, by relinc1ui.slnnent, revocation or othervvise, 
the number of retail consumption licGnses shall 
be reduced below the number of 240, and then new 
licenses may only be issued until the limitation 
of 240 is reached.YT 

0 J l LL 10""· r7 l\/l ... J' -, ' L b f 0 l i · l 0 • t • f n une ~-., ~·~', :i .:.Vlrs., hnea rt. oe . J_ 0r app_ ica _,ion . or 
a plenary retail consurrir;t.ion l:Lcense for pre.mi.SGS located 
at 181-183 ~outh Kentucky avenue, Atlantic Cityo At that time 
there were 254 consumption licenses outstanding in Atlantic 
City, 248 of y:hich have been renevved for the current license 
period. 

When Mrs. Loeb's applicatj_on was filed, she was not the 
holder of a license nor had she ever held a license prior there­
to. Clearly, therefore, her application was originally for a 
new license which could not be issued under the terms of the 
ordinance. In a belated attempt to meet .this obstacle, an 
application was filed on June 29, 1937, s00king to transfer to 
Rhea H. Loeb the license issued to James Boyd .for premises located 
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at 2707 }L)ardwalk, Atlantic City ;1 fur the period expir:ing 
June 30, 1937. Al though publicatLm of notice of intention 
was nut commenced until June ;)Q, 1~);_57, the 13'.Jard. of 
C.Jmmissiuners on that date aclc>ptc~cl :::~. rt.:·~;olutL.m granting 
a transfer :Jf the B'-;yd licrJnsE-~ Tl subj uct to the· complct:ion 
of advertising ·,)f notice 1Jf 5..ntc:nti.un _-m June ~-~OJ ~UJ~..i7., ~.md 
:ru1y· 7, 1937." On t.hs sec1l'.H::: clat0 a re:3uJ.uti•Jn \v:.1s :1d.0ptud 
g r•-:irt1• nr1' ··1 l·i 0·::-.r1s :··, t -, -p·~·1n~:i 1:-' T.n.::>-n f1"•I' ·+-·<·1c-. p··:)r·~1· .. ,(:L. ···X1)l

0 

'"l
0 

':lg 
.1.. U ~ J. . C C:..<. ...._ ~· I:;: •. ~ I._, \..) .~ l.., '·' .._,, l l o .w \... 1.;., t.... - -J lJ .L c; _ I,, v . '-· -' l' ..l. .I.. 

June; i)O, 192)8 pur:>nEmt to the n.ppLLca ti·A1 da.teci. ~June 14, 
1937. 

It is the contention of counsel for Mrs. Loeb 
that !!Boyd's .licE.m~)e was, by transfer, rcnewc~d b~i/' Mrs. Loeb" 
-r·r-1'-l-hl.fl +he, ~x'·r·n·p-4--~ ...., .... , C•-.-i-1t··:tl"l'l 0 .:1 l·rl th/' .) .. "'U..::..;,.l, .. ,..,C.~. ·1·, ... fr.:iv-r 0-f' V~. u;..l. .. _L·J .. G t;.:: \::..::1.1 v-~•,_,11 ,v~ .. c.. -.;;U •. _ ·. t,.: 1. .L :.LJ. c~.i.1 >: • --~l . c • .;. U_ · .1. 

Yl1~,-~:.,.1r::.i!'v'1l'-'!l D-:·c~c~inr..r :-Jt·r·],:"l.., c:0·-r1 ,.·)-lJS C1UPStJ Ofr(~ \; fllCn Glff'ilj. be 
'-...-.L. '-• • <...~ ~...) 0 L (.-'.. ..._. ~ ... - ~.J.f) "' U- .V ,_,.. ..,, -1<.. '- I>- '-... --' 1-. - - h..' 1; .,,... ..1. t 

raised "Vi'i th r1.:::;:;pect to the pruc0:durc ()1J.tl:in~.:::d at·~JVe ~ it is 
~.~ •• .;i .. .:i ,J... th,...·t ~r~ ·th·· t· . .,.--, .... c:·1'"''.,-, "·T'·" · ·-· .::i +-h~-,,..-- ...... ,•,.~ 1":. ·n· (:; v].Q\: .. 11 G d J_ J. (:_: r n . .Ll ... ) . 1..::1 v;o.S V<JlO \.;_ l:;.i. t_~ CuLt.J-·.L µt_, .1...1.U 

"ren~:Yml 11 by Mrs. Loeb. Section ~~z.; ,1f the: Control l~ ct 
D.uthorize~s a municJ.pal issuing autlwri ty to tra.ns:f(;:;r a license 
upon duE; applica.ti·Al and after publicat:lcn of rut:Lce of 
intention "in the scuni:3 me:!.nner as is requi.I·ed. j_n cr~si;.:: of an 
·Jriginal applicatiun for licunse. n This means that there 
must be publieati0n "once o. vrnek f:Jr t-vv-\J vre;.:;J{~:=; success:ively." 
Sec; Section 22. The SE3Cond publication ,Jf the notice uf 
intention did not appea.T until July 7, 19~S7. Undur the 
statute, no transfer could take effect prior thereto. The 
term of Boyd's license had, however, expired ~ week prcviuus 
and there was consequently nothing then lsft to transfer. 
Cf. Bulletin #198, Item #1. Since the purported transfer 
was void, the license issued to Mrs. Loeb was clearly a 
new license ~dthin the contemplation of the ordinance. 

Counsel for Mrs. Lot-:b further contends that the 
intent of the ordinance was merely to prevent an increase in 
the number of licensed places uf business and that since 
there was no increase (James Boyd not having renewed), it has 
not been violated. This overlooks the primary purpose of the 
ordinance which was to limit the number of licensed places 
to 240. The pr~)vlso j_:n fovor of renewa.ls was intended solely 
to a.void a hardship on persons already operating under licenses. 
To accept the contention advanced vrnuld nullify the limitation 
of 240 and postpone ir0efinitely, if n~t perpetually, the 
reduction of licenses to that number. 

In the light of. the: forug.Jing, it is evident that 
the l~cense now~held- by Mrs. Loeb was issued in violation of 
the ordinance. ·:, 

The rl'jm~::.ining questiun tu be considered is whether 
the Commissioner has authority to make f:)rmal declaration that 
it is void. Coumwl for Mrs. Loeb contends that Section 28, 
which sets forth the grounds upon which a license may be 
revoked, including anwng othE;;rs ·."any violation of_ c..ny ordinance 11 ~ 
furnishes no auth..Jri ty to the CormnissL)ner to revoke the license 
issued to Rhea R. Loeb. Whether this contention is sound need 
not be determined since the instant proceed1ngs are n~)t technical­
ly "revoca tLm" proceedings. The notice served upon Rho a R. 
Loeb did not refer to revocation but rather advised her that she 
would be afforded an opportunity to show cause vvhy the~ license 
should not bE.: declared void and •.Jperat:i.ons thereunder terminated. 
In view of the terms of the ordinance, the Board of Commissioners 
had no jurisdiction to grant the application filed by Mrs. Loeb 
on June 14, 1937 (see Bac.kman vs. Phillipsburg, 68 N.J.L. f552, 
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!jt:i/J (Sup.Ct. 1802)), m1ci the licen_se tss~1e~ pu1:';::u~-1!~ t.heret:f~ 
·v;ds void (soe .GundI'UL1 vs. South Amuoy, So_ ~:J .J .L •. ~t.50 (~up.~t. 
1914)). The license was o~tained with ful~_ know~~dge oy t~c. 
1J_ct.:·;ri;3ue'. of th-::: controlling limi teJ~ion in t11c~ orc::1nancc; ano. in 
-~dsrup;o.rci. th~?reof. PresumLtuly, it ·idould· Dot furnish protect.ion 

. - to ~.h··~; Lo("CJ in th'· (:\·c:nt of c~ciuinal prosecution. See People . 
vs o·""i)Z,~i·s' _, 36 j. '.{: '7? (1867); Coi:i!~:onwe0lth v~ __ ._fiaycs' 1~:19 
lV•:-. C.' ".:'. .7~"..:i fl os9:.. )' . -~t')t(:.• "';;-C• 1,1;oor'"~ 6'"1 w· H0 f)f-.")0 (J 910) 0 f;tate '1<-·. ,..) •·-' • '-' f-.J \ .... u ' ...... u. "-' v .::i • ... '-' ' f ~ ~ • v o. • .. '-· .;; . • ' .. ~--"". -· -

vs. __ J_iabords, 119 La. 410 (190?) • Cf. Fl!:lucher v~. Camden.? 
56 K.J.:L. ~24·~'= (Uupo Ct. 18B~S). Cor.1siderations of f~d.rncsfj 
G.1 ·1' r·· .;. ~.~ + .-:_..,.i. -i-· l··1:-:- t 'r..··> ·.-:>J'"'OI., 0 ~-, v·1<r C 1"l0 ~''l .. Ilr:1 l p·,., "" ,., e· cirl l' 1r P' ·~ •:;re. I' n l

0 

DS f-i tu tPd ............. ·~ v· ..... \'\.. t.1.t .... :.:.t t; . '-' ~.· .. .t.. ;y .i... ... 1 Ci. •. ..J .. U\ .. .- v-'- ..L-#--c> ... J kv .. .. ........ ..1 _. 

~~ :c'o~J..·1~1al d~?!termina ti on be Dade as to whether the license was 
void and that such deterEination be nade after opportunity to 
Le [1card had been afforded to the licensee. 

Furthermore, the provision in Section 36 authorizing 
th,.-: CoGui~":isionc;r· to i:w.kt:: "such special ruling.:.~ and findings as 
uc~.J L.1c ncc:cssr~ry for tlw proper regulation ::md control of the 
r., ., "'' l ., f'" 0 ·c· 'UT· ,.:' S ..... 1 e ~-,no~ c-~ ·'L c• t- I' l0 

-i.., l, -~· ; , .... "l ·~ r"' a 1 c· 0 l"' 0 ·11· C be u .:.e: ~.l ... 8 g e S P nd ac-........ L . .,.. .... O. v ·'· _ ' ~ c:.t '-·" . ~- _ 0 v 1.. .{. v -1. VJ. ,_ - .I. _ • - v -.. . c. .• ~t 

the d1fo:rcenwnt of this <:tctu furnishc;s expresf3 authority for 
th(:.: ]_ns tm1t procec:ding D.nd the findtne pur suunt thereto thn t 
license C-245 issued to ~hea E. Lo~b for_ premises 181-183 South 
Ke::J.tucky J~ .. venut~', A tlant~i.e City, is ·v '-;id. 

All operations under th0 af.Jremt:-:ntioned license 
t .-. t- •th - I l" t • :f., • . • t 1,,. t .t:lUS ; cease r ur 11w1 , ana. tnc icensc c01~ -i. icate i se 1 mus 

be:: surrendered to the .don.rd of Cor:ii:iissioners of Atlc;..ntic City. 

Dnt~~d: Septemuer 28, 1937 • 

D. FREDEhICK BURNETT 
Commission(~r 

. 5 .. LICENBI~D PREMISES - WHEhE j\;1UNICIPAL EEGULNrION l{EQUIHEt) DISTANCE 
-yr:ir111 T:;i~,~~ - --CE"TSl=i1I"' PI ~.,,,irI ... ,1-'ClC rn·1,-.., ··rrAN''T.1·-· OT:"\ O\ffl,l 0 (JR" r.n[.,...,1'JT QEf"l UP .. ,, .. .ti.[i_,_ ·j"~.CJ.t!;i't.l L.l J ~Jl~ Li_) . iljL•Jl 0.t'.10' .Lt J:'.i l\i r J\i.,~h j_i Jvu~.JA0 L_i::,;1VJi~1\ 0 1 . .b.l'.. 
SECTION 76 OF THI~ CONTBOL ACT IS TO b.E USED. 

LICEJ\JE.ED PHElvIISES - MUNICIPAL EEGULATIOIJ PHOHIBITING TiIE 
ISSUANCE OF NEW LICENSES FOR PhEMISES \~ITHIN A CERTAIN 
DIS'iiiNCE OF EXISTING LICENSED PhEiHSEf) WILI1 .NOT PhEVENT THE 
TFU.~1.JE.FER OF EXISTING LICENSES TO PEE;vilf3ES ·,;v ITHIN THE PHOSCHI13ED 
LISTANCE UNLESS THE EEGULATION EXPRESSLY SO PROVIDES. 

LICE1JSES - LDHTATION OF NUMBER - EXEMP~CION OF RENE\;JALS. 

Charles Mo Guenther 
Clerk of Galloway Township 
Po2ona, New Jersey. 

Septem0er 28, 1937. 

The ordirn:.mcP adopted by the Township Com:n.t ttee on 
June 19, 1937 provides: 

"l. No core than 27 Plenary Retail Cunsuuption 
licenses, nor more than l Club license shall be issued 
during any licensing year in Galloway Township, Atlantic 
County, New Jersey. 

"2. Provided however that present licenses may be 
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transferred or new licenses issued for present licGnsod 
prefilises within the total limit of 27. 

TTBe lt further resolved thnt no new 11.ccrn.L shn.11 
bt:: grantc:d t,) :.my p~~u1aiS<:)S not now licensed ·vuith1n 500 
ft. of a·n existing licensed. premi.ses. n 

There are l:Ji.:fore the T:Jwnship CorrL1i ttel.::, I understand, 
two cuestions: (1) Ho~ shall the five hundred fout distance 
rccuirl::d :JY th(:; regula tLm betWl';on new J.icens1::?d prcr:iiscs b0 
me8.surcd and (2) docs th~: r'cstrict1un apply to transfer£. 

(1) 1-To l.ilGth.xl of l,ieasurcr;:ient being Specified in the 
ordinance, the cUs tancc ~3hou1d Ot? ~i.ilO:.·:Lsured in the rneth~_)d provj_ded 
i-.y C,:_,c··t·1· .-)'Y' 76 of' •-h.-. tc·t l•D ..-:i,-·L r 1 ll!ll0' 7 01 1 .-• c:·-i tl1 !:it.J...-~ :"")1'1° ·to ·wi' + in U U'~ , __ \...1- -'· l.J.u.•,_. .c'- v , .. (..l • .L. t. .. '-<. b ..._, _ _, ,_)_._ .~,;i, ~ ' •' '-'' 

th(:· noruD.1 way that pcde::;tr:lcm -vvoulci. properly walk from the 
nu:rc;st entrc.~.nce ·~;f tlK: dmrch or.· schoJl t-J the ncai'cst entrance 
·:Jf the prcT1isc;:3 sought to ;_ie; lie ens eel. It is ccincntly desirable 
that all m2asuremcntE~ under the Act or undt::~r ord'inD.nccs e.rw:etGd 

. t 't . ·e 1 H '] 1 pursuanl~ o l , .. (:) made Ul1L. orLL y. cnce, J 0u WL _ _i_ ceasure 
the five hundr8d feet in the oanner prescribed by Section 76. 
Soc for pra.cticc;l illustratLms _Alc1ar·elti v. Asbu1;y_£_ark, Bulletin 
186, Iter~i =ua, St. Mary's Greek Cathol_iQ... Ctmrch v. JVIo._nville and 
Buczkuvvski~ Bul.lctt~1 18'?, I~en 1 and lvI_?mo~'i.a~ P~,_,~sbyterian 
Church v. Newark') Vlc?-r:l. aI1a _Scq..vone, Bull1..~tin . .LDJ., Itc:m 8. 

(2) The ordinance Goes rhrt, in oxpress terL1s, forbid. 
the tr~nsfer of cxis~ing licenses_ ~o pr0~isos.within five 
hundred feet of prernscs c~lrcady liccmsed o It deelares nerely 
the;. t no new lj.censr:? s.h.:::11 be granted to tu1y pr1:;LL-3cs not 
licensed at the tioe Jf ·its enactracnt which is within five 
hundred fc~cd~ of an existing lic0ns(;d prcnisc'S. The c:c.0tphasis placed 
on new licenses in the lest parugr~ph of Section 2 is Rccentuated 
by the fe.:U.u1,e to iJentLm transfers at all .,_~.s was done in the· 
first paregraph Jf thu sawu sectLx1. It uay vvell b:J that tho 
actual intent of the Township Cm.uo.ittce ~vlas that 
the· ord.in.:i.nce should apply to both 1.mt :Lf so they have not 
said so. If their pul'pose 1;v-r:.s_ td cij_stribute licensed prerl1ises 
in the~ TDWnship and protect i~x:Lsting places against cncroachnwnts 
of n0w plac2s in the iu1·.;.c=.:t.iate nuighborh00d, they should say 
s..:) in plain language. ~rh~, language:: prc~scntly cnpl1Jycd fails to 
accouplish that ~urpose except as concerns new licenses. It 
falls dovm utterly as regards transfers of existing licenses. 
In construing ordi.ni.:mces, I co.nnot lndulgc in conj (:x:ture ns to 
what the T()wnsh1p l~H.:::<.::.nt to h~1v0 s;.~id Gut didn t t s;1y, but can 

/ only eons trus ttk :;;_ean:.lnr~: of ·what they ,_·id say. 

I therefore cordially suggest that the Township 
CoE1J.i ttce revise the ordinance so as tb d0clare in plain 
language just what they uc~an. 

I will be glad to go over such a redraft in adv~nce 
of' its introduction if you will submit :Lt. In revari1ping the 
ordinance, I would not speak of granting licenses to preuisos. 
Licenses are grnnted to persons in rGspect to certain premises. 

While on the subject of the ordinance, .I note that 
Section 2 provides that present licenses raay be transferr0d 
or new licenses issued for prcseht licensed preoises within 
thG total liuit of twenty-seven. 
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I to.kc ·it. that what the Township Comui ttee actually 
j_-~1t.":)ndcd in Sf~ction 2 was t() exer.:ipt 'tlk renewal of licenses them 
1.Jutstund.ing, fro~.:1 thJ 1iuitation. In such case, it Ymuld have 
L:;(:e·n :...c.:::ttor t~) have said so si1aply, with e pn.ro.gra~Jh reading, 
f o!:' cxc.1:1~):.Lc, D.s :follovvs: 

"Provi.de::d.? howevsr, that the .foruguing lhdtation 
s~.mll not prevent the~ rencvvc::!ls u.f plenary l'etall con­
sunption licenses to persons holding such licenses 
nt the time this ordinance vras ad.opted." 

Cf. r~_: 1\1E)yerson, Bulletin 800, iter.i ~~. I suggc~:;t that Section 
CJ ~-)('• --;;: ·1r:lnQ·1 or{ :--l C . ., U-. r/j ·'Lngl'l'r 
1--.,J ~ .... (..,1 ..... \...... .4 t: ... """ --~ c ...... ..t.. J • 

C 00~~1.i s s i oner 


