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BULLETIN NUMBED. 18b .June 12, 1937 

1. NEW LEGISLATION - AMENDMENT TO SECTION 23 OF THE CONTROL ACT -
NON-RESIDENTS MAY BE EMPLOYED BY RETAIL LICENSEES PURSUANT TO 
SPECIAL PERMIT TO SELL AND SOLICIT THE SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. 

Assembly Bill No. 382 was approved by Governor Hoffman 
on June 2, 1937 and thereupon became Chapter 124 of the Laws of 
19370 

It is effective immediatelyo 

It amends the last paragrnph of Section 23 of the Control 
Act (the rest of the section remQining.the same) to read: 

. "No person who ·would fail, to qualify as a 
licensee under this act shall be knowingly employed 
by or connected in any businc~ss capacity whatsoever 
with the licensee; provided, however, that special­
ized technical workers, required in any business 
may, with the approval of the commissioner, 2.nd 
subject to rules and regulations, be employed al­
though failing to qualify as to residence or 
citizenship; and further provided, that persons 
failing to qualify as t_o age, residence or citizen­
ship may, with the approval of the commissioner, 
and subject to rules and regulations, be employed 
by any licensee, but such employee, if disqualified 
by age or citizenship, shnll not, in any manner 
whatsoever, sell or solicit the sale or participQte 
in the manufacture, rectification, blGnding, treat­
ing, fortification, mixing, processing or bottling 
of any alcoholic beverage o" 

Heretofore, persons whJ had not been residents of Nevi 
Jersey for five years could not be employed by retail licensees un­
less a special permit issued by the Commissi 1:>ner had first been 
obtained and even then, not in any manner whatsoever to sell or 
solicit the sale of alcoholic beverageso 

Persons who do not have the required residence must still 
obtain special permits before they may be employed by retail licen­
sees, but henceforth if of age and a citizen and if otherwise 
qualified and if such special permit is obtained, they may sell, 
serve, solicit, etc. alcoholic beverageso 

Dated: June 9, 1937. 

J. licl.mK .. iC~.~ _i U.L.~m 1r~:.:' 
CommJ.ssione:c. 

·----, 
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2.NElii LEGISLATION - SUPPLEMENT TO THE CONTROL ACT - DISQUALIFICATION 
BY i-!IOFi.AL TURPITUDE - MAY BE OVERCOME BY TEN YEAHS OF' GOOD BEHAVIOR. 

Assembly Bill N0. 379 1ivas approved. by Governor Hoffman 
on May 29, 1937 nnd there~. on be co.me Chapter 76 of the Laws of 1937. 

It is offecti.-.. immediately. 

The supplemen'..,> which hereaftt-)r will be designated in 
the pnmphlet r"'print of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act a.s Sec­
tion ·:1-22B, provides: 

11 1. Any person convlcted of rt crime involving 
moro.l turpitude may, aftE::r the lapse of ten (10) years 
from the; dati2 of conviction, apply to th(:~ State Com­
missioner of Alcoholic Beverage Control for an order 
removing the resulting statutory disqualificntion from 
obtaining or holding c.ny license or permit under the 
act, as amended. and supplcmc:nted, to whieh this is a 
supplement. 

"2. Whenever any such a pplic:::.tion is made and 
it app(~ar s to tht:. sc.l tisfo.ction of the commis si·:)ner that 
at l8ast ten (10) years hnvc al~pscd from the date of 
conviction, that thu applicant has conducted himself in 
a law-abiding m3.nnr::1r during th:it period and that his 
associa tiun vd th the: alcolwlic bE;Vernge industry will 
not be c0ntrary t::> the public interest, the commissioner 
may, in his discretLm and subject to rules ::.nd regula­
tions, enter an order reraoving the applicant 1 s disque.li­
fication from Jbtaining or h()lding a license or permit 
because of tho c,mvicti.'Jn. 

"3. On cmd after the d:::~te .)f the entry of such 
order, tlw pcrs-.m tl1.c:rcia named Shall be quclified to 
0btain and hold <::. lie ens o or p\.:rmi t und0;r the: act, as 
amencl.cd and supplemented, to which this is a supplsmcnt, 
notwithstanding th0 cJnvicti0n therein referred to, 
pr..:ivided he is, in all other rc:spects, qualified under 
so.id act." 

The hnrshness Jf the perm<~nent disqu:::d.ificati,Jn heret:J­
forc imposed by the Control Act, prev0nting :--. :pers<.m wh.:i h'.ld been 
CJnvicted 0f e .. crime inv;~)lving liDrr.'.l turpitude from receiving a 
licunsc' Jr being empl.Jycd by a lict::nst::e f0r r::.11 time, is arnelLn·ated 
by the~ suppl0mcnt which cmpov1ers the c,1minissi _)ncr at his discr2tion 
to lift thE.~ disr;ualj_ficntLm su f;1r as cunccrns Jbto.ining and hold­
ing a lict::nse or permit under tht.~ Alc0!nlic Bever:'~gc Cl)ntr0l Act, 
pr.Jvided t l'n years have cl~pscd, o.nd further pruvided that during 
that time the C.-tpplicant shall have c,inductt;d himself in a la·w-abiding 
manner, r1nd his as s0ci['_ ti0n ·with t;1u ale .Jh_.1lic bC::ve:c~1ge ind us try 
will not be c011trary t .. J th(; public interest. 

'I'hc reasons for the enactment ,Jf thi~:; D.dve:;~nced legisla­
tLm arE:: S8t forth in Bulletin 149, Items 1, 2, :::>, 8, 10, 11 and 12. 

Dated: June 9, 1937. 
D. Frea•.::rick Burnett, 

c,.@mis sL_;ner. 
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3. NEVJ LEGISLATION. - ATVIENDMENT 'TO SECTION 37 OF THE CONTROL ACT -
LIMITATION OF LICENSES MUST HENCEFORTH BE. ENACTED B.Y ORDINANCE" 

Assembly Bill Noc 381 was .,app·r9ved by Governor Hoffman 
on June 2, 1937 and thereupon becnme ·,chapter 136 of the Laws of 
1937. ' 

The amendment is effective July l, 1937. 

It amends Section 37 of the Control Act to read: 

n 37 0 The governing boD.rd or body of each mu­
nicipal:l ty, may as regards said mlli"'licipali ty, by ordin­
ance·, limit the number .of licenses to sell alcoholic 
beverages at retail;. provided, however, ·that any such 
limitation heretofore adopted by ordinance or resolu­
tion shall continue in full for.co and e .ffect until 
repealed, ·amended or oth.8rwise al te.recr by ordinai1ce. 
The gove~ning board or ·isocty of each municipality mny, 
as regards said mw.1.icipality, by ordinnnce or resolu­
tion, limit the hours between which the s c.le of 
alcoholic beverages. at retail mny be made, prohibit 
the reta.il sale Qf alcoholic peverages on Sunday, Emd, 
subject to the approval of the commissioner first 
obtaj;ned, r egulato the conduct of any business licensed 
to sell alcoholic beverages at r etc::dl n.nd the nature 
and condition of the premises upon which c!.ny such 
business is to be conductedo The aforesaid limitations 
of number of licensees and of hours of sale shall be 
subject respectively to appeal to the commissioner as 
hereinafter· providecL ·The governing boo.rd or body of 
each municipality shGll have power to make, enforce, 
amend and repeal such urdinarices as it may deem neces­
sa.ry to prevent t_he possession, sale, distribution 
and· .trcmsportation of o:lcoholic beverages within its 
municipclity in violation of this ncto The governing 
board or· body of e o.ch munic 1 ptlli ty may, by ordinanco, 
ennct tnat n·J more than ·.Jne retail license shall be · 
granted to o.ny person, cbrpora tLm, partnership, 
limited partnership ,)r uss0cintion in so.id municipali­
ty and that said license s h8.ll c,Jver only the licensed 
premises; pr :Jvicled, however, thn t nothing herein con­
tained shall operG.ts to disqualify 2 guerclian, 
executor, administrat\Jr, trustee, receiver, or any 
other fiduciary or- court officer fr0m obtaining or 
fr·::>m holding more them one such license in different 
official capacities." 

All municipal limitations ,Jf the number of licenses, adop-­
ted prior to July 1, 1937 either by resolution or by ordinance, 
continue in full force and effect. Limitations adopted before 
July 1, 1937. by rosoluti.:)n may, however, be repealed, amended or 
otherwise changed after July 1, 1937 only by ordinance~ ·After 
July ~' 1937, all new municipal rcgulatLms limiting the number of 
lic·enses· must be adopted by 'Jrdinance which thus insures th"l t 
notice and public hearing. be afforded t 1J a 11 pE:rscms interested D 

Dated~ June 9; 1937" 

D. FR.~DERIQK BUR.NE'fT, 
.C<rnmiss.ioner. 
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4. NEW LEGISLATION ·- AMENDMENT T 0 SECTION 40 OF THE CON1rROL ACT -
"TIED HOUSE" MOHATOHIUlvl - EXT1£NSION FOH ONE IvIOHE YEARo 

Ass8rnbly Bill No. 97 was approved by G·,wen.Dr Ihffmn.n 
on Juno 2, 1937 and thercup,m bocc::.rn.c ChE1 ptcr 126 of the La-vv-:::i :Jf 
19370 

Since no effective dat8 is _stated, it will bccJmc effec­
tive 0n July 4, 19370 

It ,::..rnonds ScctLm 4 0 -Jf the~ Control Act t·,) reD.d: 

"40 o It sho.11 be; unlav7.fu1 L)r any ovv-ncr, pnrt 
oYmer, st"Jci:Julder or of fleer or director of nny cor-­
porcrti0n, \Jr ::my ~)thur per son wh2 tsoever interusted. 
in cmy VJ("1y whatsoever in cmy brm·rery, "Vif~rn:H'Y, distillery 
or rectifying and bh~nding plD.ntj or [~ny wholrJscLlor 0f 
alcoholic beverages, to conduct, .own ei thor in whole 
or in po.rt 7 or be directly ::ir indirectly interl:Sted in 
the retailing . .Jf any e::.lc oholic bcvorag o s exc cpt as 
providdd in this act, and such intGrost shall includG 
any paymr.::nts or d.clivc::ry of money or property by vmy 
of loan or otherv'lise c:~cc·:Jmpnnicd by cm c.~gr()ement to 
sell the ;_Jroduct . .Jf said breVJ•:::;ry:; wlrwry; distillery:; 
rectifying and blending ~;lant or -1;"J·holcsc.:.lcr; pr~)Vidccl, 
hovmver, that prLJr t ·=) December sixth, one t h1.msand 
nine hundred and thirty-eight tho ownershl) of or 
mortgage U)un or any JthGr interest in licensed prem­
ises if such ownershi·), mortg:• .. gu or interest existed. 
on De.cembcr sixth, .Jnc t huuso.nd nine hundred and 
thirty-three, shall not be dGomod to bl~ an int0rest 
in the ret2iling of nlcoholic bovernges. And it s~~ll 
be unlawful for any owner, part ovmt?r, st.Jckholder or 
officer or director of any cor~nrn ti on, or any ·:Jthcr 
:Jerson vvhe.tsoevor, interested in CLny way wh2ts0cvcr 
in tho retailing of ::llcoholic beverages t.J C(mduct, 
mvn ei the:r in whole or in part, or to be a sh~lreholder, 
officer or director of a c0rporntiJn or associntion, 
directly or indirectly, interestud in any brovrery, 
winery,_ di.stillcry, rectj_:fying nnd blending :::=il.::n1t, \)r 
vvh:ilese.ling or im~)orting intcrc;sts of any kind ·whats0-
evor outside of the St2too No int0rost in the retailing 
of alcoholic beverages shall be deemed t0 exist by 
reo.s0n :1f the~ )Vmership, deli vcJry ·:)r loan of interior 
signs designed for and exclusively used for advertis­
ing the )I'uduct of ,.Jr iwuduct ·.Jffered f,n' sale by such 
brevJery, winery-, distillery .. )r rc~ctifying 2.nd bloncUng 
plnnt or -ivvholesalur 0 fl 

The now rno.ttor is italicizeJ. The rnoro.toriurn which would 
have expir cd on DocGrnbGr 6, 1937 is thus cxtsndecL for one yenr. 

Dnted: June 9, 19070 

Do Frederick Burnett, 
C0m1nis si.;:mer. 
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5~ NEW LEGISLATION - SUPPLEMENT TO THE CONTROL AC~~ - MINORS -
MISREPRESENTATION OF AGEc 

Assembly Bill No. 380 was approved by Governor Hoffman on 
June 2, 1937 nnd thereupon becnme Chapter 135 of the Laws of 19370 

It is effective immediatelyo 

The supplement, which hereafter will be designated in the 
pamphlet reprint of the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act as Section 
-)*"77A, provides: 

"l. Any person whq shall misrepresent or mis-
state ·his or her· nge or the age of any other person for the 
purpose of inducing o.ny licensee or any employee of any 
licensee to sell, serve or deliver nny o.lcohoLLc br~verage 
to n person unde:t the age of twenty-one (21) years sho..11 
be deemed c.nd 2.djudged to b8 a disorderly person and 
upon conviction thereof shall be punis~ed by fine not 
exceeding two hundred. dollars ($200.00)o 

"2.. All proceedings under this supplem<::ntary act 
shall conform to the procedure and practice set forth 
in o.n act entitled tAn act concerning disorderly persons' 
(Revision of 1898), and the acts arnendatory thereof and 
supplemental thereto.n 

Henceforth, any person who misrepresents his own age or the 
nge of another person for the purpose of inducing a sale of alco­
holic beverages to a minor, is deemed a· disorderly person 2nd may be 
so punished. The new law which permits the prosecution of those 
who ci.re instrumental in aiding or abetting or causing licens.ees to 
violate the law by selling to minors should prove of substantial · 
help to police 2nd other law enforcement agencieso 

Violations may be prosecuted by summary proceeding before 
a Police Magistrate or Recorder with the right of appeal and hearing 
de novo o.s in •Jther convictions for dis orderly conduct. Since vio­
lation of the supplement is not made a misdemeanor, it is not an 
indictable offense Gnd offenders are not to be held for the Grand 
Juryo 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissionerg 

Dated: June 9, 1937. 

6. NEW LEGISLATION - AMENDMENT TO SECTION 11 OF THE CONTROL ACT -
LIMITED DISTILLERY LICENSE. 

Assembly Bill No. 207 was approved by Governor Hoffman on 
June 1, 1937 o.nd thereupon became Chapter 118 of the Laws of 1937. 

It is effective immediately. 

It amends subsection (3)b of Section 11 of the Control Act 
t·:.> read: 

"(3) b. Limited distillery license. The 
holder of this license shall be entitled, subject to 
rules and regulations, to manufacture, to bottle and 
to sell any alcoholic beverages distilled from fruit 
juices and rectify, blend, treat and mix, and to 
distribute to wholesalers and retailers respectively 
licensed in accordance with this act, and to sell and 
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distribute without this State to any persons pursun.nt 
to the lnvvs of the places of such sale ~~.nd distribu­
tion, and to warehouse these products. The fee for 
this license shall be one thousand dollars ($1, 000. 00) "" 

Herctoforf~ the statute authorized the issuance of limlted 
distillery lic<.Jnses to. manufacture alcoholic beverages distilled 
from fruit Juices in limitc:d quantities at graduated fees. 

Henceforth, only one class of limited distillery license 
may be issued. It is unlimited as to quantity. The fee is 
$1,000.00 per annwn. 

D~ FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissioner. 

Dated: June 9, 19370 

7. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS -- INDECENT AND IMMORAL ACTIVIT1Y - HEHEIN 
OF SO-CALLED TTMASTERS OF CEREMONIES n - ALSO 1J:HE OTHER SIDE OF' THE 
STORY" 

June 6, 1937 
John J Q Tiscrner, Sr., ·Edi tor, 
The Cnmden Times, 
East Camden, N. ,L 

Dear Mro Tischner: 

I have jtist read, with pleasure and profj_t, your editorio.l 
of May 27th ro so-cnlled "hot showso" I nlso note your reference 
to the type of lowbrow who poses as "master of cermnoniesn vi/hose 
vaporings arc, as you well say, "rotten to the corson 

They will be weeded out as fast o.s we can catch up vri th 
them., 

A few stout-hearted revocntions by officials who w:Lil fear­
lessly do their duty will clear tho foul air quicklyo 

As regards the girls in these shows: We men, by consue­
tude I suppose, are prone to place the blame on the womano There 
is another side to the picture. I have a signod letter from a girl 
vvhoso business card describes her a.s "Mistress of Coremonies -
Singing, Dancing & Comedy - Avaj_lable for Stago, Bn.nquet or Club 
Entertainment.n She writes me: 

"I am an entertainer and was booked at a plo.ce called 
the ----- at -----. When I got there I found-I was to 
be a hostess. Instead I just did a couple of numbers 
on the floor and the rest of the time I was required to 
sit at the bar and drink with men who came in no matter 
what type. The proprietor mr~dc my drinks very weak so 
that I would be able to con.sumo a lot e.nd I vvas told i.f 
a girl C':)uldn 't drink more than she made at nlght she 
was fired and I was one of the girls tts I do not drink 
or smokeo The proprietor was getting 35 cents a dr:Lnk 
from the men, nnd the second night I ·was there I vw1s 
fired., •• o.olf you ~rant me to go· to the front against 
this man I ·will be more than glad to cooperate with 
you, and if every entertainer would do this, I'm sure 
these places couldn't get aiimy with 11vhat they are 
doing, as they are just hiring girls under false pre­
tenses, booking them ns entGrtainers when they are 
nothing more· than plain hostesseso They don't even 
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know how to entertain except to take men over for 
all they •ve got and then leave them flat for the 
next sucker.n 

Needless to say, a complete investigation will be immedi­
ately made and appropriate action taken. 

I shall be glad to have the continued backstopping of the 
Press in a determined, cooperative effort to wipe this hostess 
racket out of New Jersey for keepso 

Sincerely yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Commissionero 

8. DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - INDECENT AND IMMORAL ACTIVITIES -
REVOCATION INDICATED AND EFFECTED - HEREIN.THE CONCLUSIONS OF THE 
CALDWELL TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF PERMANENT VALUEo 

Thomas J. Duffee, Clerk, 
Cald~vell Township, 
Ro F. D9 Caldwell, N~ J. 

Dear Mr. Duffee~ 

June 9, 1937 

I have your certification of the 8th re Little Cotton 
Club, the Conclusions rendered, and the letter of H. Morris Bush, 
Chairman of the Tovvnship Cammi ttee commending the work of my men .. 

Without entertaining or expressing any opinion on the 
merits of the case which may come before me by way of nppenl, 
please express to Chairman Bush and his fellow Committeemen, 
Mrs. Helen Law and Henry K. Aprill, my profound respect for the 
manner in which they ho.ve discharged, "with regret but without re-. 
luctance,u their full duty. 

' Believing their subjoined opinion is of permanent value 
in the cause of firm and sane liquor control, I shall incorporate ' 
it in the next official bulletino 

Please extend also my thanks to Robert Shaw, Esq o, Tovm.·..,.. 
ship Attorney, fo.r his highly cooperative and effocti VG work in 
bringing this case to a suc_cessful conclusion. 

Sincerely yours, 
D., FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Commissioner. 

TOWNSHIP COMlvIITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF CALD\IVELL 

In the Matter of the Proceedings to l 
Revoke tho Plenary R.etail Consumption 
License No. C-17 issued to MEYER 
PALLIE, t/a LITTLE COTTON CLUB 

OPINION 

The alleged violations of the Alcoholic Bevei·2ge Control 
Act and Rules of the State Commissioner of Alcoholic Beverage Con­
trol, ccmcerning which charges Wt:?re preferred against the licensee, 
consisted of': 

(1) Misrepresentation of material facts in the procure­
ment of the license. 



BULLETIN NUMBER 185 SHEET 80 

(2) The employment, in connection with the business o.f 
ths licensee, of persons not qualified by reason of age. or rcsi­
denc8 to become licensees without a special permit therefor. 

(3) The sale of alcoholic beverages to minors~ 

(4) Indecent L:.nd imrnornl activities on the licensed prem-
ises. 

The licensee, appearing vvith counsel and witnesses in 
his behnlf, denied at the outset of the hearing all of the charges 
prcfc~rred o VJi th respect to the charge of fraud in the procurement 
of the license, no evtdence upon which we can rest a conclusion of. 
guilt was produced, and we are therefore compelled to exonerate the: 
licensee on this cowJt .. 

During the trial, it wn.s conceded by the defense that , 
persons, not qualified to be omployi:~es under the provisions ·of the 
Ac.t and Rules above cited, wero employed by tho licensee in the , 
operation of his estatilishment. In mitigation thereof, and in a 
request for lerdency iri the disposition of th:ts charge, the l::Lcen·­
see rs ignorance of the law and of the rules and regulations of the 
Str1te Department of Alc . .Jholic Boveragc Control was urgedo We are_ 
not inclined to look vvi th o.pproval upon this plea. Those who are 
accorded the privilege of holding a license arc charged with the re­
sponsibility of acquainting themselves with the requirements subject 
to which their establishments must be operated. Opportllility to do 
this is not lacking, and we are therefore comp~lled to conclude 
that the violation was wilful. To view it otherwise would be to 
impair the effectiveness of the C)perati·:>n of the lmv in curbing the 
pro.cticos which it prt)hibi ts o 

The fact that beer was sold and served to·min0rs at the 
licensed premises, as set forth in the charges, was well establistied 
by the tE.~stimony of the minors served and by that of the investiga­
tors of the State Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control who were 
prGsent at the licensed premises ~n May 9, 1937, -one of the dates 
l)n which such a vi()lation is allGged to have occurred. Though the 
licensee denied guilt with respect to this charge, n,) testimony was 
produced in his behalf directly rofuting it<> The testimony of the 
dufense and the cross-examination by defense counsel on this point 
wGre concerned chiefly vd th the deceptive appe3.r0:ncE:~ of the minors 
served, the congestion of traffic at the bar when the vtolations 
oceurred, and the preQccupation of the bartender who was busily 
engaged in ministering to the wants of other patrons. 

The minors in question, who appeared to testify, were not 
sufficiently mature in nppel.'lrance to justify the nssumption that 
they vmre of age without further inquiry, and, vvhile expediency and 
the profitable operci. tion of a tavorn may, on occasion_9 not be con­
sistent with .Precauti:Jns to observe the law, it is tho opinion of 
the Committee that, when such a confl:ict occurs, the interest of 
thE:~ licensee must yield to the policy CJf the Sto.te. 

The licensee did not refute the charge tho.t a ''strip 
tease" dance wns conducted on the premises on April 24, 1937.. He 
contends, hovV"ever, that the performance conducted was in no sense 
lewd or indecent.. The licensee maint«.:dned the position that 
"panties" and brassiere arc generally 8.CCQ~Jtcd by mature people as 
proper articles of adornment for entertainers in a place of the 
type run by him .. 

In this day and age it is superfluous to describe the 
nature of a "stri~1 tease" danceo Suffice it to say that in this 
instance the ~ortion of the costume retained by the performer at the 
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end of her dance, variously described by witnesses as a ve:Ll and as 
a curtain, was scanty enough, to judge from the evidGncc.9 to keep a 
person cool ln a blazing summer sun.9 but so lacking in sufficient 
coverage vvhen clothing tho alluring and provocative dancing ges­
tures of the entertainer and complementing rm a trnos pherc vvht;re 
the psychology of "double meaningn songs pr<::vailed, as to consti...,. 
tute "lewd and immoral activity" under the Act. It may be per­
tinent to point out tho.t a type of performo.:nce which is considorc~d 
lewd and indecent by a nearby city of prom1nent size and sophist:L­
cation, seems also somewhat too "advanced" in its nart form,, for 
the people of this c 01mnuni ty and state~ 

For the reasons herein set forth and on the basis of' tho 
testimony produced at the hearing_, we find the licensee guilty of 
the violations alleged in po.ragro.phs 1, 2, ~S, 4 and 6 of the 
Notice of Chargt:~s filed hcret1-io 

Having determined the guilt of the licensee with respect 
to said violati,)nS, the Committee is now faced with the further 
problem of the penalty to be imposed. We cannot find ln this case 
the extenuating circumstances which vvould. justify the exercise of 
leniency for wh:i.ch the licensee pleads. The general atmosphere 
which characterized the licensed premises, as we view it, from all 
of the testimony produced, vvas one not vmll calculated to creat(~ 
a sense. of respect and a concept of reputabili.ty in the public 
mind. As 111rn see ·it, it theref oro becomes oui· duty, which we per­
form vv-i th much regret but without roluctn:ncc, t ·.J revoKc tl'.w Plenary 
Retail Consumption License issued to this licensee. 

The T,Jvmship Commi ttco :J f the 
Tc.wvnship of Caldvwll. 

By: He Morris Bush, 
Chairman. 

9. APPELLATE DECISIONS - RAPP v o LINDElL 

GRAN11 RAPP, 

Appellant, 
-·VS-· 

MUNICIPAL BOARD OF' ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGE CONTROL OF THE CITY OF 
LINDEN, 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Respondent ) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS 

Eugene F. Mninzer, Esq., Attorney for Appellant. 
Lewis Wlnetsky, Esq., by Joseph C. Monico, Esq., Attorney for 

Respondent .. 
BY THE COIVIMISS IONEH: 

Appellant, the holder of plenary re.tail consumptton lj~­
cens e No. C-63, appeals from denial of a transfer of suid license 
from North Sti.les Street to 9 East Price Street, Lindeno 

Respondent's answer justifies the denial becnuse of the 
location. 

The premises known as 9 East Price Street consist of a 
one-story buslness bui_lding located about one hundred feet oast of 
Wood Avenue, which .. ls:".-'?.qi?-f:.'6;e the principal business streets of 
Linden. East Price)~ ~~~i~i~"c/t.·/+n tho immediate vicinity contains some 

}' .. '.f ·_ <·<·: .:'.~ .. /.:~t./ 
,, . - ~ .. :: '.,· ....... '. , · .. ~~ 
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small business buildings, but there are many residences located 
thereon. The transfer was denied after investigation by respondent 
on the ground that there were too man.y places in the neighborhoodo 

The evidence as to the existing places shows that there 
o.re no consumption places on the easterly side of Wood Avonue in 
the immediate vicinity, but that on the westerly side of Wood 
Avenue there are two consumption places, one about one hundred 
sixty-five feet north of Price Street and the other about one hun­
dred twenty-five feet south of Price Street; that a consumption 
license has been issued for premise~ on West Price Street about one 
hundred fifty feet WGSt of Wood Avenue; one on Blancke Street (the 
first street to the north), and two on Elj_zabeth Avenue (the first 
street to the south), all three of which are within two hundred 
feet of ·wood Avenue. The fa.ct is that there are already six li­
censed places for consumption within the imrnediu.te vicinity of 
9 East Price Street, to say nothing of two distribution licenses 
on Wood Avenue betvvecn Blancke Street and Elizabeth Avenue o 

A transfer· from place to place is not an inherent privi­
legeo The issuing authority may grant or deny such transfer in the 
exercise of a reasonable· discretiono As I said in DeBlasio Vo 
Trenton, Bulletin 175, Item 6: 

ff Since n rn.unicipali ty may deny a. license 1Nhere thG 
granting thereof would result in the existence of 
too many licensed places in a particular vicinity, 
Levitt v~ Liberty2 Bulleti~ 169, Item 4, so an issu­
ing authority may refuse to transfer a license to a 
section already adequately serviced o '' 

·In view of the evidence as to the number of licensed places already 
existing in the vicinity, it cannot be said thnt respondent's de-: 
termination was unreasonable. 

Appellant also contends that the action of respondent 
was improper because wh~n the application was first considered on 
March 1st the matter was laid over for investigatiun until April 
5th, notwithstanding no objections had been filed to the granting 
of the transfer. 

--

The SecrE";tary of the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Bever-
age Control testified that it vms the--; usunl practice of the; Board 
to reqeive the application at the first meeting following the date 
of filing and to refer such application to the investigatj~ng com­
mittee for action to be taken at the subsequent meeting. Such 
procedure is eminently proper in view of the fact that the Board 
is cho.rg(:?d with the duty of investigating e .. 11 npplica tions and 
must have a reasonable opportunity to do so. The· evidence shows 
that a i)rotest signed by twenty-three residents of the cornrnuni ty, 
was filed with res~ondent at its meeting on April 5th, but re­
ceived too late for consideration.? nnd that the application was 
denied solely as a. result of the invest:j_gat1on conducted by re­
spondent. vVli.at of it? Even if no j;)rutests had ever been filed 1 a 
local issuing authority is reg.uired to malrn a thorough investiga­
tion on its own initiative. (Rule 8 of Rules Applicable to All 
Municipal Retail Licenses for Advertising "Notice of Intention" to 
Apply for a License). It need not supinely wait for someone to 
object before it cnn decide to reject on its own motio11o 

Apl1ellant alleges also that licenses have been granted 
in closer ~roximity in other sections of the City. It is admitted 
by one of the members of respondent Board that such licenses were 
issued. some years ago in closer proximity on Roselle Strcet 1 a 
business streetJ but his testimony shovved that the Board realized 
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a mistake had been made in creating such a condition and that the 
Board has not followed that precedent in recent years. It appears 
also that respondent hns recently denied two applications for 
licenses in this section because there are too mnny located thereo 

I do not find any discrimination against appellant j_n 
this caseo The action of respondent is, therefore, affirmed. 

Dnted: June 10, 19370 

Do FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissioner a 

10. APPELLATE DECISIONS - SEAHS ROEBUCK v o ABSECON and ,JONES o 

SEARS ROEBUCK & COo, ) 

Appellant, ) 

-vs-
COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ABSECON and JESSIE BUGG JONES, 

Respondents 

) 

) 

-) 

ON APPEAL 
CONCLUSIONS 

Alexander K. Blatt, Esq., Attorney for Appellant. 
C. Bruce Surran, Esq., Attorney f6r Respondent, Jessie Bugg Joneso 
No appearance for -Respondent, Common Council of the City of Absecon. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

This is an appeal from the issuance of a plenary retail 
consumption license to Jessie Bugg Jones, for premises located at 
898 New Jersey Avenue, Absecon. 

The real objection is that Jessie Bugg Jones is coloreda 

The formal contention is tho. t the issuance of the license· 
was improper because (1) the licensed premises are located in a -
highly restricted and residential section of Absecon known as 
"Atlantic Estates," and numerous persons residing nearby objected 
to the issuance of the license, and (2) the application upon which 
the license was granted is defective. 

"Atlantic Estates" i.s a residential development of a 
high type, located about seven-eighths of a mile from the business 
center of Absecon.. All buildings erected in HAtlantic Estates" are 
private homes except (1) the licensed premises hereafter de~cribed, 
(2) a home on the opposite side of Neyv Jersey Avenue which bears a 
sign "Carpenter ,n and (3) a fevv bungalows on Nevv Jersey Avenue about 
three or four blocks away which accommodate tourists. Nevv- Jersey 
Avenue was formerly part of the White Horse Pike, but a new section 
of the Pike has been built a considerable distance to the west of 
the licensed premises and this has served to divert a great deal of 
traffic from Nevv Jersey Avenue. There is testimony J however, that 
a bus line still operates along New· JE..~rsey Avenue" The objectors 
either own property or reside in homes on New Jersey Avenue, or on 
the side streets in Atlantic Estat8So No objector, however, owns 
property or resides within tvvo city blocks of the licensed premises. 
The only home ·within tvm city blocks is that occupied by the car­
penter rnentj .. oned above, who lives on the opposite side of New Jersey 
Avenue about a block and a ho.lf away, nnd who has not objected to 
the issuance of the licenseo 

The licensed premises consist of n two-story frame 
building with a dining room on the first floor 9 capable of accom­
modating two hundred people. The rooms above are occupied by 
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the licensee n.nd her help at the present time, but the licensee 
testified ·that she C·Jntemplates obtaining a tourists license so that 
she mo.y rent tvvo 'of these rooms. 

The premises in question wer6 originally licensed for 
the so.le of beer to :-mother individuo.l on July 5, 1933, and there­
after continuously licensed to the same individual for either beer 
or alcoholic beverages until she surrendered her license ,__m Febru­
ary 26, 1936. While this first ~icensee was in possossiJn, her li­
cense was suspended for thirty days because she permitted femo.le 
impers0no.tors on the ~remises. After the license wo.s surrendered 
on February 26, 1936, the ~)remises vrnre immcdi:.:i. tely licensed. to 
another individual who surrendered his license on August 27, 1936. 
Mrs e J·Jnes filed. appliCE!.ti,:in fur her license on November 30' 1936 
and her license was grc..nted on December 30, 19360 Thus the 
premises have been licensed. nlm)st continuously for nearly four 
years. Some of the objectors herein testified that they objected 
at the time the previous licenses were issued, but no appeal was 
taken from the ~ction of the local issuing authority in granting 
o.ny of these )revious licenses despite objocti.Jns filed and over-

. rUled by tho locr~l issuing nuthori ties. 

The only question for me to decide is ·whether the 
action of the Ccirr1m·::m Council of the City of Absecon in grc..nting a 
license to Jones was arbitrary and unreasonable. It is true that 
licensed ~remiscs arG out of ~lnce in o. stric~ly residential 
neighborhood. Vnnozzi vs. TrGnton, Bulletin #35, Item 7; In Re 
Cranford Vetero.ns Hold1ng Co. ? Inc o, Bulletin //126, Item 11; 
Lavelle vs. Way, Bulletin #140, Item l; Farley vs. High Bridge, 
Bulletin #151, Item 130. This case, howBver, &iffers from the 
cases cited, in o.11 of ~vhich licenses vvere s-:>ught in closely built 
up residential sectionso They are likewise distinguished because 
in each of the cases cited the local issuing authorities, exercis­
ing their discretion, decided tho.t licensc~s should riot be ~ssucd, 
which o..cti:Jn viras o.ffirmod cin a ~)~Jeo..l; vvhere2s, in the 1Jresont co.se, 
the local issuing authorities, exercising their discretion, have 
decided that the license shoulQ issue, o.nd I am now asked to set 
aside the acti:.m .:Jf the locnl body 2.s r:~rbi tr::Lr:/ or unreo..s-:.mo.ble. 

Des~ite the fa6t that Atlantic Eststes considered in 
its entirety is residenti~l, it appears tho.t this building is fa~ 
removed from the nearest residence; that Nev·! Jersey Avenue still 
reto.ins to some small extent its character o.s a traffic artery; 
tho.t the )remiscs hc~ve be8n licensed 0.lmo:::1t continuously for four 
years; that th0 ne~rest objectors reside ~bout two thous2nd feet 
away o Considering 211 these frtcts, I conclude tho..t the actLm of 
the local issuing authority in granting this license was not arbi­
tro.ry or unre[tson2t.bie o 

As to the o.:))liq.o.ti·Jn, it appo.-~tr·s that Je.ssie Bugg 
Jones filed an np~lication for other ,rcmiscs in Absecon with the 
former City Clerk :Jn or about June 8, 1936, c .. nd thn.t subsequently 
her npj_Jlico.tion for tho~)e )remises wees denied because of the resi­
dential character of the neighborhc;:>od in which she then sought a 
license. She testified that Wh8n she went to the City Clerk's 
office· to file her o.pplico.ticm for 898 New Jorsey Avenue, she :?.sked 
the then City Clerk if the n.~J~)lica ti on vms r2~1dy o.nd he hanc:ed her 
an a)~lication. She d~es not recall signing n pa)er 2t that time,· 
but says tho. t she did swear to a ixi.p.er. The et::.Ji1lic2 tLm as 
presented ~t the hearing shows erasures and interlineations. After 
Question 2,, "Present residence .Jf [~.:J;:Jlicant, Street 2nd Number, tt 
there is 2n erc~sure and the vmrds "898 Nevv Jersey Avenuo 11 2rc~ in­
serted in )~ncil. After Question 4, "Locntion of J_)rcmises to be 

..... 
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licensed, Street o.nd Number, n thorc is an c~rasuro cmd "898 New 
J 'I . . t '.1 • • i. I .L l .Pf. I • t tt h d t erscy Avenue is insor en in inK. n Gl.e o...L.lCLnvi o. ~W.G.L ·o 
the C::t}))lico.tL>ri, the number ngn is stricken ·Jut rmd the nur::ibor 
"30" inserted in :~)encll,; the word "June" is stricken out end the 
vvord "NovernberTY inserted in ~x~ncilo Mrs o J .. _>n(;S c.~onios tho.t she, 
made nny 0f these changes. Sho tc;stifies they were mo.c:.o by the 
former City Clerk in her J::iresoncc. 1rhe :1rcscnt City Clerk t csti­
fiecl that she had 1lmde no ch:J,nges or correcti•)DS in the ~<)')licntion, 
o.nd tho.t she reccivecl it from the:: former City Clerk vvh:.J vnmt out 
of of fie e the la ttcr ~x;..rt .Jf December. If thE; r..~ i)j)lica ti on ns 
)resented ~n the 2~penl were otherwise in Jr0~or form, the evidence 
as to re-execution of the np)lic2tion before the City Clerk might 
be sufficient t-.) remove all .Jbjc:cti.:.:.m as tJ the t.i~.J~"!lication,, The 
a~~)~)licc_'_tion, hcirrever, is · . .JtherwisG defcctivE.:. It gives tho name 
o.nd culdress of tho ·JWner as "Dr. J2cquc:s Batey," whcrcns it is 
admitted thnt tho owner of 898 New Jersey Avcnuo is Atlo.ntic City 
Dc:.ily Press 0,ncl Union. It 2lso gives the d.:1tus of publicatiun of 
the notice of intention as June G, 1936 and June 16, 1936, 1·Jhich 
are clearly crr-.meous. Thei-·e was n:J c.ttem)t mo.de by n))lic2 .. nt t·-J 
mislead, o.lthough the infornati::.m c·x1tc.ined in the o,~):)licatiun is 
inc0rrect. Dr. Be~ toy vvas the owner of the ~;rmnisc:s for which she 
originally s.::-mght o. license. The f2ult scen1s to r0st viii th the 
former City Clorl-r who <.ttem;ited to change the first c~);_1licc1tion· and 
who f2iled t8 raake all ne~cssnry changes before h2ving Mrs. Jones 
re-execute the .·=~~1~1lict:.tL~m. I c·.Jncludc th~~Lt the Elisst[~temcnts 
which 2J~e2r in the n)plication now 0n file were nJt intenti0nal 
and do not constitute sufficient ground for setting asidG the 
license. VuonJ vs. Bellovillc, BullGtin #163, Iteo 12. 

The ~mr:-:iose of the ~;rovisions of the Control Act and 
the rule·s c.ncl regulations requiring c.. sworn [·~'·nlic2tion was to 
facilitate ~rosecution of those filing false 6j;licQtionso Non­
co:mplicmce did not injure or i.nislec:.d C!.p;ielle.,nt .Jr anybody 
else. Meyers vs. Plainfield, Bulletin #164, Item 2. 

There is nothing in the testimuny concerning what I 
sense to be the real objection excel;t the sumr.t~t: .. tLm uf counsel 
for the obj ect:.)rs which candidly and deftly refers to it o He se.ys ~ 

"-~HHHHf- there:; e.re cert2in f:~.ctors tho..t, if we were 
to menti-Jn them, would irnraediately leetd to the 
objection that there is discriri1ino.tion, ancl we can 
allude to it only fr0u one s t.'.::mdpoint·, th2.t the 
patrons of such an cstn.blishrJsnt Eny crco.te a 
condition of ill feeling in thnt vicinity and fear nnd 
e,p1JrehensLJn 1,Jn the y::~rt of thE; vvoDen ~.nd youngsters 
in that vicinity. I realize, and so does the court, 
exnctly what vve are confronted wi tho As your Pionor 
knovvs, in ~Jnst decisi·.)nS of this stats, thero have 
been instnnces where the highest court has snid, 
yBs, this is not a proposition of discrimination, 
but it ac..y create ,Ct condition thc,t will lead to not 
only brench ~f the )Oace, but uore serious things 
in the future.. I feel th:lt your fl,:)nor should take 
thnt into considerntion for whc·~t effect it mny hc:.ve 
on the r8sic1ents who no.de this loco_lity their suburban 
home." 

I h~vc taken it into consideration. The woman is of 
high character. There is no presuoJtion that becnuse she will 
probably receive colored Jatronagc that there will be a brc2ch of 
the ~ea6e. Th2t is aerely subtle; shallow gloss to cover discrim­
irn.:.tion. If t:w )lace is ir.Jpro1)erly conducted, the goVE)rning body 
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has it within its power at all times to revoke or suspend the li­
cense. Pelos and McNamara v. Passaic Township, Bulletin 156, Item 
2. If Jessi~ Bugg Jones were white then on the facts of this case 
she would win on this appealo Color, however, makes no difference 
with rights. 

The action of respondent is, therefore,- affirmed, upon 
condition, however, that th~· licensee files forthwith a corrected 
application in accordance with these conclusions. 

Dated: June 10, 1937. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissioner, . 

11. MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - REQUIREMENT OF RESIDENCE WITHIN MUNICIPAL­
ITY AS A CONDITION TO ISSUANCE OF LICENSE - APPROVED AS TO 
INDIVIDUALS - DISAPPROVED AS TO CORPORATiONS •. 

Jo Ford Flagg, 
Borough Clerk, 
Highland Park, Nevv Jersey. 

My dear Mro Flagg: 

J'une 10, 1937 

I have before me your letter of May 8th; also, copy of 
ordinance adopted May 3d amending Section 19 of ordinance adopted 
June 17, 1935, which provides: 

nsection 19. No license shall be granted un-
less. and until the applicant has resided in the Borough 
of Highland ~ark continuously for n period of one year 
next preceding the date of making the application for a 
license, nor shall a license be issued to any corpora­
tion or association unless said corporation or associa­
tion has either been in existence for at least one year 
prior to the date of its application or the holder or 
holders of a majority of the stock of said corporation 
have resided in the Borough of Highland Park continuously 
for a period of one year next preceding .the date of 
making said application; nor shall more than one license 
be issued to any person, firm, corporation or co-partner­
ship. The qualific.ation as to residence shall not apply 
to any person nor shall the period of existence apply to 
any corporation, or association which now has and enjoys 
a lic~ns.e to sell alcohvlic beverages in the Borough of 
Highland Park." 

According to Section 37 of the C·:mtrol Act, my approval 
is required only of ~unicipal reguiations dealing with the conduct 
of licensed businesses or the nature and condition of licensed 
premises .. 

The amendment does not, therefore, need my approval in 
the first instance in order to be effective. So long as duly en­
acted in accordance with tne ~tatutes, it becomes leg~i1y operative 
without it. I feel, however, thµt as a matter of courtesy I should 
givG yo~ my thoughts in connection with the regulation and hence, 
offer the following comments for your consideration. 

So far as the regulation prohioits the is?uance of licen­
ses to individuals D;nle$s the appl~cai:p.t has res_ided in ltighland Park 
for at least one ye~r preceding the fi~ing of th~applieation.9 I 
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believe it to be proper. A number of municipnlities h~ve adopted 
locEtl regulations requiring indj_vidual npplicants for retail li-· 
censes to be residents of the municipality. .Two have already 
come before me; Iamello v .. Rumson, Bulletin 77, Item 9; McHugh v. 
West Deptford 2 Bulletin 106, It~~m 1. The former involved· l:t. regu­
lation requiring one year1s residence in the municipality; the 
regulation in the latter case required twoo On appeal I found 
both to be reasonible. 

But as regards· the proviso allovving corporations and as­
sociations to qualify for a license if they have been in existence 
for a year prior to the filing of the application, I have grave 
doubts o · 

The purpose, I take it,· is similar to the purpose of the 
rule applicable to in~ividuul applicants - to put corporations and 
associations likewise through a probationary period so as to be 
better ablb to tell whether or not they qualify to receive a li­
cense. But unless the c· .. wporation or a.ssocj_ation is actually 
doing business during this probationary period, the mere fact that 
it is in existence vv.)n 1 t be of much use to you in indicating how 
its business will be conductedo Yet, all that you require is that 
it be in existence. In New Jersey, a corporation doesn't have to 
exercise its franchise to be in existenceo It comes into being the 
moment its certificate of incorporatian is filed. The formation of 
an association requires even less formality. Either could be in 
existence for years with1JUt doing any business and hence, not pro­
vide you with any means 0f judging its character and reputation. 

Your alternate requirement, applicable to corporations, 
obliging the holder or holders of a majority of the stock of said 
corporation to have resided in Highland Park continuously for at 
least n year prior to the filing of the npplication, is good as 
far as it goeso It seems but fair that individuals Should fulfill 
essentially the same residence requirement whether or n.-Jt they use 
the cc)rporate devic.e o But your requiremGnt that the holder or 
h,)lders of a majority . .Jf the st0ck be resi.dents is nut a wurkable 
ruleo Which class ~r classes of stock is meant? Voting or n0n­
voting? Preferred or comm0n? It seems to me that the residences 
of holders of non-vc>ting stocl{ would be immaterial.9 yet accorcU:ng 
to y;..mr rule they can be instrumental in qualifying the corpora­
ti,Jn. 

I suggest that it Vv· .. mld be preferable to c:.:liminnte all 
reference; in your ordinance to corpor.s.ti·Jns or associati·: .. ms f,Jr 
there is grave doubt as t\J its validity in that respect~ After 
nll, n·.Jthing takes the place of dilj_gent, thorough investigation 

·of the applicant vvhether it be o. corporation ·..Jr an individual. 
Residence mny rtJnder it easier to make th(=: investigation but it is~ b 

of itself', no assurance of qualityo 

Very truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 

Com.missioner. 

12. MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - RESIDENCE REQUIREMENTS - CONSTRUCTION. 

Edward J. Santoro, Esq., 
Scruth Plainfield, No Jn 

Dear Mr. Sa~toro: 

June 10, 1937 

I have before me yJur letter of May 24th regarding Section 
19 ·Jf "An Ordinance to regulate the sc~le of alc0holic bevei:ages in 
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the Borough of South Plainfield," adopted by the Mayor and Council 
September 19, 1935, which provides: 

nsection 19. No license shall be granted unless 
and until the applicant has resided in the Borough of 
South Plainfield continuously for a period of one year 
next preceding the date of making the application for n 
license, nor shall a license be issued to nny corporation 
or association that has not been in existence for at 
least five years prior to the dGte of its application; 
nor shall more than one license be issued to any person, 
firm, corporation or co-partnership. The qualification 
as to residents shall not apply to any person nor sh3.ll 
the period of existence apply to any corporation, or 
association which now has and enjoys a license to sell 
alcoholic beverages in the Borough of South Plainfieldo" 

You ask: 

"(l) Can a municipality restrict licenses solely to 
persons who have been residents of the Borough for at least a period 
of one year?" 

A municipality could not restrict licenses solely to 
persons who had been rosidents of the Borough for one year as that 
wJuld exclude corporations, organizations or associations however 
well qualifiedo I take, it, however, that you are concerned with 
the validity of that part of Section 19 which provides, in effe~t, 
that if the applicant is an individual he must have resided in 
South Plainfield c0ntinuously for at least one year prior to fil­
ing his c-~pplicatiuno I believe that a requirement tho.t individual 
applicants be residents of the municipality for one year is 
propero A number of municipalities have adopted such local regula­
tions. Two have already come before me; Iamello v. Rumson2 Bulletin 
77, Item 9; McHugh Vo West Deptford, Bulletin 106, Item 1. In the 
former, n regulation requiring one year's residence was involvodo 
The regulation in the latter case required two. On appeal, I found 
both to be reasonableo 

n (2) Can r~ municipalitJ'-ref'use to grant a Ucense to n 
corporation incor~orated six weeks ago and having its princi~al 
office in the Borough of South Plainfield?" 

The South Plainfield regulation requires that cor~orate 
ai)plicants be in existence for five years. See Section 19 above. 
Hence, no licens0 could be issued in South Plainfield to a corpora­
tion in being for only six weeks regardless of where its :)rincipal 
office was located so long as the ordinance stands as it now reads. 

As such a requirement does not regulate the conduct of 
the licensed business, it is not subject to my ap~rovQl first ob­
tained. Whether or not it is reasonable is a matter to be deter­
mined on alJ.peal. Until an appeal is taken, it v-vould be wholly 
inappropriate f1Jr me to express an opinion on the merits of any 
particular case one way ·Jr the other. I se:c.d you herewith copy of 
letter of even date to J. Ford Flagg, Clerk of the Borough of High­
land Park, Bulletin 185, Item 11, which deals with a similar regu­
lation and will indicate my viewsG 

"(3) If a New Jersey corporation has been in existence 
for the required time but has dealt i;rinci:Jally in another business 
in another municipality, can the Borough of South Plainfield refuse 
to issue this corporation a license?" 
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All Section 19 of the South Pl~infield ordinnnce requires 
is that the corporation shall have been in existence for five years. 
It need not have been in· existence in South Plrdnfield. S.o long 
as it has boen in existence for the five years ~nd otherw~se com­
plies vvith the requirements of the Act, it can qw:q_ify fc.'t· a 
licenseo 

Very truly yours, 

/ •._ - -------~ _;/I l,,' /. } /'/ . I 
f •' ;.-',,:_._ ~ 

.,.c-~ -~l \ ·-z -c r 1 / ). . --r. -----
- -L. . ....... t.rl V( ,; .._'=-",r.,,u;...-2~ I/ 

D. Frederick Burnett, 
Co:rmnissiorn:;r. 

I Inspected by: 

E. E.B.ANDERSON 

and found o. K. _ 
/ 


