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744 Broad Street Newark, No Jo 

BULLEr:CIH f.fU1ifIBER 1 75. MAY 13, 1937 

lo hETAIL LICENSES EXPIRING JUNE 30, 1957 - INSTRUCTIONS 

All licenses, except Seasonal Retail Consumption li­
censes, will expire at midnight, June 30, 1937. Licer~sees must 
obtain their renewal licenses on or before that date in order 
to continue business without interruptiono The present forms 
of application will be U$ed for all retail licenses for the 
next ·fiscal year. 

Applications should be filed promptly in order that 
all Jicensees obtain their renewal licenses by July 1, 1937. 
A day- 1 s delay may mean that some licensee will have to close 
up shop. 

A 11censee who seeks to renew must comply with all 
requirements pertaining to his original application. According­
ly, he must (1) file a new application accompanied by a. full 
annue..l license fee for the period .from July 1 1 1937 to July 1, · 
1938 and sitisfactory evi~ence that a new Federal tax stamp has 
been obtained, and (2) publish a notice of intention once a 
week for two weeks successively o rrhis is only the mechanical 
part of the procedure, In addition, investigation must be made 
by the municipal issuing authorities and hearing held.,· if necess­
ary. This will require timec 

Following are the presc'ribed forms of applications for 
Class C licenseso 

1. PLENARY RETAIL CONSUMPTION, LICENSE 
A-. . 

2. PLENAHY RETAIL DISTRIBUTION-· LICENSE -- . 

3~ LIMITED RETAIL DISTRIBUTION LICENSE Use form in Bulletin 
72, Item 3. 

4 0 SEA~30NAL HETAIL CONS~J1vIP'.I1 IOl'f·-1ICENSE 

5. CLUB LICENSE: Use form in Bulletin 72, Item 4 . 
.../ 

Following are tl)e-·---offlcial :forms of licenses to be used~ 

See Bulletin 31, _Items 11-15 inclusive. 

lo PLENARY RETAIL CONSUMPTION LICENSE, -Item 11 

2o PLENARY RETAIL DISTRIBUTION LICENSE,Item 12 

3o LIMITED RETAIL DISTRIBUTION LICENSE,Item 14 

4. CLUB LICENSE, Item 15 ) 

Ex?ept.cha.~ge 
exp1.ra.t1on aate 
to June 30, 1938 

5. SEASONAL RETAIL CONSUIViPTION LICENSE, Item 13 - Change 
(Su~nmer Sec:tscn) to May 
l to November 1 inclusive~ 
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Applicants should note particularly the follovdng 
rules: 

1. RULES APPLICABLE TO ALL IvlUNICIPAL RETAIL LICENSES 
FOR ADVEliTISING "NOTICE OF INTENTIONYT TO APPLY FOR A LICENSE. 
Note particularly that application must be filed. at or before 
th~ first insertion of the Notice of Intention and that a 
he-aring is to be set when an objection is filed vvi thout the 
necessity of any request therefor by" the applicant. 

2. RULES GOVERNING THE EMPLOYMENT BY LICENSEES OF 
PERSONS FAILING TO QUALIFY AS TO AGE OR RESIDEIWE OR CITIZENSHIP. 
Note particularly that all licensees must apply directly to the 
State Commissioner for permission to employ persons coming 
within these rules. Violation will subject the licensee to 
revocation of his licenseo 

3. RULES GOVERNING THE ISSUANCE OF TRANSPORTATION 
INSIGNIA. Concurrently with the expiration of all municipal 
retail licenses (except Seasonal Hetail Consumption), all 
transportation insignia likewise will expireo New transpor­
tation insignia must be obtained by all licensees (including 
Seasonal Retail Consumption licensees) vvho intend to transport 
alcoholic beverages in connection with their respective 
businesseso No insignia will be issued until the issuance 
of the license has been certified to the State Department. Only 
vehicles operated under commercial motor vehicle licenses nre 
eligible to receive insignia and such vehicles must be either 
ovvned or leased by the applicant. If leased._, certified copy of 
the lease must accompany the application. The initial insignia 
is furnished free of charge. All additional insignia are 
charged Two Dollars ($2.00) eacha Application therefor must 
be made direct to this Department, accompanied by cash, money 
order or certified check drawn to the order of D. FREDERICK 
BURNETT, Commissioner. Application forms for Transportation 
Insignia, Form 102, will be forwarded to all issuing authorities 
immediately to be distributed to the licensees requiring the 
sameo These ~pplications also must be executed forthwith and 
forwarded to this Department, 744 Broad Street, Newark, New 
Jersey, in order t . .:; operate thereunder after June 30th. 

Licensees wh0 fail to obtain their renewal licenses 
on or prior to June 30, 1937 will not be permitted to operate until 
all legal req~isttes have been completed and licenses actually 
issued. 

THE LAW WILL BE ENFORCED. 

Do FREDERICK BURNETT 
Corrnuis sioner 

DISCIPLINARY PHOCEEDDJGS - SALES DURING CLOSED HOUES -
RECOMMENDED PENALTIES - HEREIN OF TEMPORIZING VVITH DELIBERATE 
OFFENDERS. 

Thomas J. Wieser, 
City Clerk, 
Linden, New Jersey 

Dear Mr. Wieser: 

May 8, 19370 

I have staff report and your certification :Jf the 
proceedings before the Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage 
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Control of Linden against John Senyshyn, charged vd th having 
sold alcoholic beverages on Sunday before 12:00 noon in 
violation of your local regulation. 

I note the licensee pleaded guilty and that his 
license- was suspended .for a period o.f two days; that the 
Board feels this punishment is severe bec3use it means that 
the bowling alleys which are part of the licensed premises and 
from which a substantial revE.mue is received must also be closed on 
the dates designated. 

I- regret that I cannot go along vdth your Board on 
this. Suspension of the Liquor license in nowise affects the 
operation of the bowlitig alleys~ 

Licensees who sell during closing hours are deadly 
.. consc:Lous they are violating the law. Why temporize with. 
deliberate offenders? 

I suggest hereafter a munmum o.f fj_ve days for the 
first closing hour v:Lolation; twice that for the second ·offense, 
and revocation upon the third. 

Very truly yours,· 

D .. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

ELIGIBILITY FOI-l EMPLOYMENT :1 RESiljENCE, FACTS EXAMINED - CONCLUSIONS 

May 8th, 1937 

_I_N~R_lE_J_:~~C~A~S~E_NO~___QQ 

The sole question presented for determination is 
whether applicant has been a resident of New Jersey f'or at least 
five years continuously imrneciia tely prior to submission ·of his 
written request for a ruling as to his eligibility . . 

In February 1931 applicant purchased a home in Fines­
ville, Warren County, Nevv Jersey 1 aµd vri thin three months there­
after established his home there with his wife and other members 
of his family. At that time he was employed in a store in Easton, 
Pennsylvania, operatedby a- lm~g-e chain store corporation, and 
he commuted daily betwe2n the store and his hume in Finesville 
unt:il some time in the Spring 0f 1934. At that timG he received 
orders from his employer to take charge of one of its stores 
opeI'ated in Washi.ngt0n, D. C.. He virent to Wash:ingt·:m, D ~ C., but 
tho . .1ther members of his family continued to reside 1n Finesvill8 
unt11 the Spring -::if 1936. During that two year perioci he boarded 
at various places in.Washington but made visits to his family 
in New Jers~y at least ~mce a m0ntho Applicant testi.fied that he 
voted in Finesville in either 1934 or 1935. His automobile has 
always been registered in NE~w Jersey, and he testified -clmt he 
received his mail even up to the present ti.me _at Finc;sville _; that 
he has always considered Finesville his legal residenceo In the 
Spring of 1936 he rented his home in Finesville, and his entire 
family moved to Viashingt0n where he rented a house. He states that 
this action was taken for reasons of econulY!Y-. All the family 
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stayed in Washington until September 1936, when appli.cant 
·ceased vvork -because of severe illness o He and his· family 
returned to this State in September 1936, and rented a home 
in Orange, New Jersey, where they still reside o 'I'he Fines­
ville home is still owned by applicant, but is rented out to 
a tenanto 

Aside from the fact that his entire family left 
New Jersey and resided in Washington from the Spring to the 
Fall of 1936, the evidence would seem to indicate that appli­
cant has been a continuous resident of this State for the 
past five years, despite his absence on business during a 
considerable portion of tha_t time o Valenti_:q.e vs. Valentine 9 

61 N. Jo Eq. 400. 

In. the case of Cadwa~ader vs, Howell, 18 N. J. 1 .. 
138, it was determined that residence is not changed or 
altered by occasional absence with or without one's family if 
it be animo revertendi_. See also Br:1.g_g_s vs. Stanton (Sup o Ct. 
1930) 8 ~iSCo 3630 

The nature of applicant's duties with the chain 
store corporation with whom he seeks re-employment in this 
State are such that during the sixteen years of his connection 
with that Cotnpany he has frequently been sent to various cities 
in the United States but, having established his residence in 
New Jersey in 1931, it follows that h(:; ·continues to be a .legal 
resident of this State until he establishes a home elsewhere 
anirng_ manendi. Under the facts shown, it appears that applicant 
~een a legal resident of New Jersey since 1931, and that 
he has never established a legal residence elsewhere. 

-It is recorrrn1ended that applicant be _advised that 
he is eligible for employment by a licensee. 

Approved: 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

Edward J. Dorton 
Attorney-in-Chief 

4.. DISCIPLINARY PHOCEEDINGS - MITIGATION OF PENALTIES - POWER AND 
POLICYo 

May 8th;i 1937 o 

Harry Reichenstein, Secretary, 
Municipal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control, 
Newark.? N .. Jo 

Dear Mr. Reichenstein: 

I have letter of even date from Elias A. Kanter, 
Esqo, t~ the effect that he has applied to your Board for 
a mitigation of the penalty inflicted against Grant Lunch 
Corporation for possession of ±llicit alcoholic beverages, 
but that the Board will not entertain the application without 
·a letter from me. ~ 

In this case, your Board found the licensee guilty, 
and suspended its licc~nse for thirty days. The ciecision was 
sustained by me on appeal; and a Writ of Certiorari to review 
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my decision denied by JiJ[r o Justice Parker of the Supreme Court" 
Now it comes back again to you for mitigation. 

In re Bischoff, Bulletin 53, Item 5, I ruled that· 
the issuing authority had the power, in its sound discretion, 
to modify a punishment or remit a penalty previously inflicted, 
but added~ "Of course, if mercy is overplayed it may generate 
disrespect for the law and o. belief that penal ties i£11posed are 
mere gestures to be remitted after nominal punisbrnent. n 

The power, therefore, exists. Whether it should be 
exerc~sed in a given case is a watter for your Board to deter­
mine vli th care and caution. As a matter of policy, the power 
should be sparingly exercised, especi.ally where the licensee 
has .fought it out on ~Lppeal and lost. Otherwise, the 
impression will be bruited about that all that is necessary for 
a licensee to escape penalty is to keep on trying until a wBak 
spot is finally found. 

I express no opinion upon the instant case, but 
mention the general principles applicable so you may have them 
in active min.do 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

5 q APPELLATE DECISIONS - KATZNER vs. NEVvAHK 

HYMAN KATZNER, ) 

Appellant, ) 

-vs- ) 

MUNICIPAL nOARD OF ALCOHOLIC ) 
BEVEHAGE CONTROL OF TH.E CITY 
OF NEWAiu{, ) 

Respondent. 

CJ ••••• 0 0. 0 ••••• 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Irving Mandelbaum, Esqo, Attorney forjAppellant. 
No appearance for Respondent. 

.I' 

I . 
/ I 13Y THE COl'lfllVII SS I 0 NER : 

I 
This is an nppeal from deniial of a plen2ry retail 

distrioution license for premises locc:~ ted. on 347 Avon Avenue, 
J\f 8W8.r k. : 

On April 15, 1937 respondent denied the license 
becnuse - the premises are within tvvo hundred feet of :::~ , church 
arnl oeco.use o.. waiver produced by appellant was deemed. to 
have been improperly signed. On April 23, after further 
investigation disclosed tl1at the waiver had been properly 
signed, the three members of the lVIunicipo.l Board unanimously 
adopted the following resolution: 

"On reconsideration of the rejection of the applica­
tion of Hyman Katzner, the Board feels that if they 
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had the right to change their previous position, 
they 1Nou.lc. grant the license, D.n( orders that 
Commission2r Burnett be notified that on appeal 
they ~oulQ have no objections to the granting of 
the license, and that he also ;.Je notified that 
this Board woult consent to an ad-interim permit 
pending the 2ppeal. 1t 

Having denied the license, responG_ent nd1rii ttedly had 
no jurisdiction to rt:considor its p2evious actiono PJ:§._ger VSo 
Atlantic City, £5ulletin r~·so, Item 11. 

At the hez1ring o..p9ellant introduced c.:. cornmu:niceLtion 
froin the Secretary of respon:_._ent stating that 1tthere ·v·vere no 
groun~s for denial of this ~pplication in view of the fact 
th:it · e church \r{aiver has b<:::en secursc:o 1t 

Nothing cppoars b0fore me ag:inst ~ha character or 
conduct of appellnnt, 2nd since respondent is sstisfied that 
a proper waiver has 0een presented, I conclude that appellant 
is entitled to a licenseo EcKerls VSo Ccmden, Bulletin ffll4, 
Item llo 

The .::-cction of respon'-~ent, is therefore:., rc~versed 
~nd respondent is ordered to issue the license ns applied foro 

Dated: May 8, 19370 

D. FREDERICK .GUFcNETT 
Commissioner 

S. APPELLATE DECISIONS - LE BLASIO vs. TRENTON. 
\,,, 

JULIA DE BLASIO, } 

Appellant, ) 

-vs-

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TRENTON 1 

Responcento 

) 

) "-- ~ -

) 

) 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Io Herbert Levy, Esq o, and Joseptr ·J. Felcone, Es~·,, A ttys. for 
Appellant 

Adolph Kunca, Esq., Attorney .for i-~E:sponu.ent 

~_.,y THE COlvLlISSIONER: 

An application by appellant to transfer license No. 
C-42, originally issued to James Catana, for premises at 116 North 
broad Street, to appellant for premises at 337 West Hanover Strdet, 
was denied on the ground that there are sufficient licensed · 
preillises in the vicinityo Hence this appeal. 

Appellant ov1111s 337 ·:,est Hanover Street. On January 
21, 1935, in an appeal filed by Edward A. Sailliez ~~ho was then 
appellant's tenant at that address, t112 action of the Municipal 
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Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of Trenton denying a license 
to Sailliez was reversed and a license was issued to him. 
Sailliez v. Trenton, Bulletin 60, Item 11. Sailliez obtained re­
nevvals of his license from time to time, and continued as a tenant 
in those ·premises until August 1936. He then purchased the adjoin­
ing property l{nown as 335 West Hanover Street, and applied for a 
transfer of his license f~om 337 to 335 West Hanover Street. At 
that time Mrs. DeBlasio vms in Europe, but her attorney appeared 
before respondent and asked to have the requested transfer denied 
or action thereon withheld until his client returnedo Despite 
the attorney's objection, respondent transferred the license as 
requested by Sailliez. The attorney then requested City Council 
to agree that if Mrs. D0Blasio made an application to transfer an 
existing license to 337 West Hanover Street, her request would be 
granted o The City Cound_l properly refus8d. to bind its elf to any 
such action, as appears from the following Gxtract from the minutes 
of its meeting held on August 25, 1936, viz.: 

"In ans1.rver to Mr. Levy is request to have· a 
right reserved to the owner in case an applicntion 
for a transfer to her plate was filed in the futuro, 
Acting Mayor Henderson announced that such an ap­
plication would have to be considered on its meritso" 

Thereafter, on December 10, 1936, appellant applied for 
the transfer of the Catana license to herself at her own location 
aforesnid. Her applic3.tion vvas denied on January 26, 1937 for the 
reason first above stated. 

It is clear that 2 transfer from person to person or 
from place to place is not an inherEmt privilegt:. The issuing au­
thority may grant or deny such transfers in the exercise of_ a rea­
sonable discretion. VaD- S.choick v. Howell, Bulletin 120, Item 6. 
Since a municipo.l~i ty may deny a license vvhere the grantirig· ·thereof 
vvould result in the existence~ of too many licensed places in a 
particular vicinity, Levitt v. Liberty, Bulletin 169, Item 4, so 
an issuing authority may refuse to transfer a license to a section 
already adequately ser~icedo Cf. Hill v. Montville, Bulletin 148, 
Item 9. The evidence shows that, in addition to the: Sailliez 
license locsted next door to the place to which appellant seeks to 
transfer, there is also a consumption lic(;nse outstc-mding for prem­
ises facing on Cc.~lhoun Street, at the northwest C·Jrner of Calhoun 
and West Hanover Streets. Appellantts premises are located on 
the south side of West Hanover Struet, one door removed from the 
easterly side of Calhoun Street a While this section of thB _City 
is zoned for busincss-9 m1d while there is a garo.g2J 3. service 
station 2nd a few neighborhood stores on West Hanover Street, 
nevertheless this street still retains its resid2nti~l character 
to a great extent. It is not by cmy me[;mS n strictly business 
district despite the fact thn t there is much trnffic on both 
Calhoun Street and West Hanover Streeto 

I C1.)nclud0 that trw. action of res1x:mdent in denying 
the transfer because there are sufficient licensed premises in the 
vicinity v-ms not arbi trc::ry or unrons,)nable" 

. That the dccisiun of the Board is supported by local 
sentiment appears from the fnct that a pr0tcst ob~ecting t~ the 
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granting of the tra~sfer, signed by fifty-s8ven rssidents, wns filed 
with respondent. It is true th~t appellant filed with respondent a 
petition signed by sixty-six residents requesting that the transfer 
be gr2nted, but nn exn~ination of these pe~itions sho~~ thnt ~! tho~~ 
residing on the s~me side of the street, obJcctors rasiaed ~t 009, 3DD, 
33.l, 32'3, 327, 325~ .~nd 321 v\:est Hanover Strset, wheroJ.s the nearest 
persons favoring the gr:nting of the transfer on that side of the 
street resided at 315 ~est Hanover Street. The ~eight to be given to 
petitions is largEly discrotion~ry with the local ~oard, but in this 
c~se the ~etitions seem to show clearly th~t the sentiment of those 
residing in the immediate vicinity is 2g2inst the issuance of the 
transr.cro 

It does not follow th~t, because Mrso DeElnsio 1 s premises 
vvere f 0rmerly liccnsc3d, respondont must, tl1ere.f ore, grant the tr~~nsf sr 
of the license to her ,remises des~itc ths f2ct th~t i:hc gr~nting of 
such tr:.~~nsf er will r·2sul t in the:: t::xistence ()f too mD.ny licensed 1;;h:.ces 
in thiJ irmiiedi3.te neighb·Jrhood. The )rirnary c;_)nsidercLti.)n uf the 
issuinJ nuthority is the )rot0cti0n of th0 ~ublic interesto Cf o 

!gnats v~ P~illi ;-Jsburp:, Bullc~tin 7¥-167, I tun 16. 

Ai/~·'.cllont c1.Jntcnds that r(3s~:)Ono.ent was "unconsciously in­
fluencedH in this case b•.::~·1use .:. munici·-H1l "Jfficcr, ni .. :t, · hovvevcr, a 
member 0f City C:Y .. mcil, vvri-_) is :·~1s0 a real este:~te :::1gcnt, cmdeavor(;d 
unsuccessfully L.i lJersuacle Nlrs. :Oc.Blnsi:.J t .. .J sell 337 \·vost Hanover 
Stre2t t~ s~illiez ~nd, f2iling therein, Gcted 8S br0kcr in the s2le 
of 335 West I-inn.__Ncr Si:rt?:~t t· .. ) hj_m ":TLJI' t:.) thG time ht:: obtained his 
transfe:r- in August 1936 o A ch2rgc - thcLt ,'J. l·.Jcnl issuing r~uth.:Jri ty w~_-:..s 
impr . .)~.x;r'ly E1otivo.ted rimst be ~Jr:Jvcd by clerLr and convincin5 e:vid~nceo 
LC:.vitt vs. Lib0rty, su~wa, end cnses thercdn cited. Th0r8 is n .. .J 

such ovid,~mce in this cc; se Q Morc.:)ever, tht: issue here: cbes n.Jt 
concern tlL: ~)ro~~lriety of rc::·s~:)Ond.ent 's acti.)n in August 1936 in trans­
ferring S~l.illiez 1 s license, which o.cti.Jn cannot be tested herein for 
the eleme'.ntary reason .that Sailliez is not a party hereto.. Jones 
vso Sea Girt, Bulletin #167, Item 14. The sole question in this 
case is whether respondent acted reasonably in refusing to transfer 
a license to Mrs. DeBlasio on Ja.nuarJ 26, 19670 There is not even 
an intimatj_on of undue influence at that time. 

The action of respondent is 1 therefore,affirmed. 

Dated: May 10, 1937. 
Do FREDEI:U Ci: BURNETT 

Commissioner 

7. LICENSEES - CUSTmJI:GRS - WHOLESALEi\B ANL MANUFACTm-:.EES l·CAY CHOOSE 
THEIE 0 1:vN CUSTOMERS - Ti-lE ACT PHOHIBI'TING LISCEiiVIE~A'.I'ION ON ACCOCJNT 
O? RACE, CREED OR COLOR HAS NO APPLICATION TO SUCH LICENSEESo 

Mr. Robert Nightingale, 
Egg Harbor, Ne~ Jersey. 

My duo_r ti[r o Nightingale: 

May 10, 19o7o 

There is nothing in the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act vi1hich 
compels a wholesaler or distributor of alcoholic beverages to sell his 
procmcts to any retailer. So far as thE:: Act is concerned, whole­
salers m2.y choose their customers. It is rnerc?ly a matter of 
business policy for each wholesaler to ~etermine as he pleas3So 

The ruling ma~e in re Dorflinger, Bulletin 136, Item 12, 
ci tGs "An Act to Protect all Ci tiz.::.ms in th2ir Civil c:,nd Legal 
Eights" as prohibiting tavern-keepers, among others, fl"om Y.efus­
ing to sell to anyone 0n acc":mnt of race, creed or color a TlF~.t 
Act, how over, applies only to places of public acc~mmod.::l ti on, re­
sc>rt or amusement such as inns, t3.vorns, road houses, r2staurants 
an~ hotels. HGnca, as.r~gards liquor licenses, it affects only 



ULLETIN NUMBER 175 SHEET 9 

plenary and seas-.:mal retail consumption licensees. It C'JOS n)t 
apply to whJlGso.lers ,Jr i11anufc;.cturers. The refcrenc8 made tJ it 
in re Liebmann BrE>,11erics, Bull; ... tin 167, Item 7 ·1Nas thcrt:-forc :i.nis-
lcading. 

Very truiy y.Jurs, 

D. FHEDERICi{ BUHNETT 
C AllYlliS si'.)nGr 

~. STATUTOEY AUTOMATIC SUSPENSION - PETITION lOI\ LIFTING - PETITION 
DENIED BECAUSE LIQUOR CONTAINED ACETONE - LICENSED PBE~ISES A~E 
NOT LABOHATOHIES TO EXPEE-,Emwr "WITH HUMAN LIVES - HEREIN OF HEAR 
POISON AND ITS TELL-TALE TRACES THAT POINT PATERNITYo 

In thG Matter of 

SAMUEL FELSENFELD 

• • " • • • • 0 • • • 

l On PetitiJn for Lifting of StatutJry 
·Aut0m~tic Suspensi0n by Reasun ~f 
CmvictL.m. 

FI~AL CONCLUSIONS 

DURAND 1L lvIETRIONE, Esq o, At L;rney for the:: Pe ti ti..mcr o 

BY THE COillilVIISSIONER: 

Decisi.Jn ,m this pet1tion vv.::is r~:.servocl. pending e detE":rmin­
ati0n, after he2.ring t,) i:;c held, \vhcther th8 lic~uor fuund ,_:m tho 
licensed pr,.:.1aises vv2s p,.Jis on0us :J.s vi.ell as ·illicit (Bullct1n 165, 
Item 2). 

At ·the hearing, Abraham Go Bl2.J\:8lcy, the chemist attc,ched 
t.~:. the Alc,Jh0l Tax Unit ..:;f the Intcrnc:.l Revenue; Service, testified 
that he cxo.mined. sampl0s of the liquors seized upon the licensee. 
prewises of Felsenfeld. His exa@inati0n disclosed that orEbottlo' 
"Kessler's Private Blendsd ·vvhiskcy, n having a labelt::d p:coof of 90, 
was 9.1 points off proof; that it was artificiclly colored; th~t,il 
had a different acid and solid content from that found in the gon­
uirw sample, o.nd the:.~ t it contnined four-tenths of one lJer cent ace'­
t:Jnc by volume; that the sec·-:>nd bottle, lab2led "Old :Crum Blondefl 
Whiskey, 90 pro.Jf," Wl:.~S 7 points off pr.Jof; that it differed too in 
2cid o.nd sold content from the corresponding contents of a gEmuine-­
sample, and that it contained four-tenths of orie per cent ncetone ~y 
v~Jlurae; that the third bottls, labeled "Cnlvert 's Privo.te Stoel£ 
Blended Whiskey~ 90 proof," was 3 .. 5 pi..)ints off pro.)f ~ artifich'.lly 
c0lored, ~·~.nd .c,)ntcdning t\,/o-tcnths of -)De per cont acct-:me by 
v....ilume. 

The questiJn as to whether th0 liau.)r was n0is~n0us there­
for2 resolves itself int~ incuirics as t0 t~s effect-~f ~cet0ne in 
lir,:uor, o.nd that, in turn, upon the quo.nti ty Jf acet~me o 

Both Dr .. .t3l~Jteley and IVIonoth h2ttist.:;., the chemist of 
this Departmen) declared that the prc)SE.mcc of acet.Jne in the vr;.rL.:uQ 
bottles examin~a indicated that they h~d been refilled with liquor · 
...;ther th.::m genuine liquor cLnd probably \id th liquor made from a 
special denatur8d alcJh-.Jl l{nJwn as "F.Jrrnulo. N·J. ~3A ·Jr G" ,)r rubbing_ 
nlcoh.Jl c ',JllllJuund o Dr o Bl2keley s to. tf.Jd thG t the, purpose of o.dding 
acetjnc t._:) 2lcoh-..-1l o.s 0 dc:naturant is t0 IiWk1::: it unfit f·Jr drinking 
~urposcs. Hs g,s.ve ,~: s his .Jr)inLm that 2cet0ne its elf is o. iJ·-.Jis.Jnous 
substc1nce but that tht: sunll ~;ercEmtage of acetone f·Jund- ln thess 
~articular liqu._;rs ·would n 1Jt render them unfit for b8vcrage pur­
~oscs. Dro Blakeley testified that tho authJrities arc n0t in 
agreeracnt r~s t.J ·vv hether acct,.::me is :Joisonous; thn t some text b·J~)kS 
cJnsid~r that acetone is not ~~is~nous but others d0 bGcauso it 
ho.s a slight narcotic nctLm and als·J pr....iduces sh-.Jrtnsss of 
bree. th; that there arc some o.uth0ri tics which doclare tk: .. t if it · 
is injected hyp-Jdcr1~1icnlly it is Li0r0 p·.:;isonous than VJ\)Od clc0lnl. 
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Upon finding this unconvincing state of the proof in the 
testimony, I conducted independent investigation to satisfy myself 
whether or not liquor containing acetone in small quantities is 
poisonou_s - that is to say, whether as the term "poisonous"- is 
commonly used, the ingredient of acetone is noxious or deadly. 

Hamilton, the aµthor of 11 Industrial Toxicology" (1934), 
uses the following language concerning the effect of acetone: 

TY Dimethyl ketone, acetone, is an excellent sol vent 
for cellulose acetate and nitrocellulose and is used 
in making celluloid, artificial silk and smokeless 
powder ~!- -)~ ~~. Kobert says no cases of poisoning from 
acet0ne have ever been reported 2nd indeed such poi­
soning is ha_rdly conceivable and this was my experi­
ence in explosive manufac~tures during the War when 
acetone was used in enormous quantities***· In 
man no cases of acute poisoning has been reported." 

Albert Edel, Chemist and Toxicologist for the County of 
Essex, an expert in his line, wh,J has testified in many cases through­
out the State, vvhen asked as t0 v1rhethe·r acet ... me would have an in­
jurious effect on the human body if taken internally in an alco-
holic beverage would not answer off-hand but, after con§ulting the 
reference books and finding the authJri ties divided, just as 
Dr. Blakeley had testified, stated that in his opini0n it was utter­
ly out of place in good liquor end was in it only as a result of 
tampering with the c0ntents; that he was inclined to the belief that 
it was a dangerous substance and if tnken in sufficient quantities 
would be poisonous but he was clear that as found in the minute 
quantities shown in this case it would have n0 seri0us effect and 
was not an "out and out" poisono 

Dr. Harrison S. Martland, Chief Medical Examiner for Essex 
C0unty and also Pathologist for the City of NS'wark, a well-known 
expert and _a very busy man, Kindly gaye tvventy minutes of his time. 
As in the case of Dr. Edel, Dr. Martland w0uld not immediately state 
that the substance was poisonousQ He c0nsulted several reference 
books and in --me "Alc-:)hol and Man" by Emers ... :m, pointed out a passage 
with which he seemed inclined to agree to the effect that certain 
substances in~luding acetone and isopropyl were poisonous. He also 
was 0f opinion that the amounts of acetone in order to have a poi­
son0us effect on the human system would have to be present in much 
larger quantities than found in this case; that no serivus harm 
would be ddne by the smaller quantities which were found present; 
that he did n·:>t think in perfc.)rming an autopsy it would be possible 
t.J pick up traces of acetone in a b()dy; that it could 9nly be f,Jund 
by analysis of the liquoro 

George J. Romig, Chemist in Charge, Alcohol Tax Unit, New 
York, a graduate chemist of Penn State College and connected v;rith the 
New York 10borat0ry since 1923 and as Chemist in Charge since 1930, 
was asked: 

"WJuld the presence of such substances in bever­
age liquor make the liqu . .)r poisonous? As your answer 
to this question might be that whether 0r not liquor 
containing these substances is poisonous would depend 
upon the quantities found ln the said liquor, it is 
requested that your ansvrnr t0 this question give the 
quantities of the foregoing substances that would be 
required t0 make the liquor poison0us.n 

His written answer follows: 

TT The toxicity of acet·Jne is very slight and oc­
c'urs normally ip very slight amounts in the urine and 
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blood, and is increased to pathological extents 
under certain conditions." The fact that acetone is 
liberated very readily by the respiratory, genito­
urinary, intestinal and skin systems is one factor 
which prevents it from producing a toxemia unless 
great quantities are absorbedo Its culminative ac­
tion is very slighL Some indj,viduals who have 
worked in an atmosphere with 5% to 6% vapor for 
years, do not show any ill effects. (Dr.PoAoDavis, 
Assistant Medical Director with Goodyear Tire and 
Rubber Company, Rubber Age, May 10, 1930). 

''Aceton~ is not poisonous nor in the least 
corrosive. Man and animals can tolerate considerable 
quantities of acetone taken internally (LaboratJry ' 
Manual for the Detecti...m 0f Pois ans and Powerful 
Drugs, by Drs. Autenreith and VVarren)o 

"Forald Sollmann (Pharmacological Lab·Jra tory 
of the Medical Sch00l, Western Reserve.University, 
Cleveland, Ohio), in studying the effect of acetune 
in rats, found that the· ndminis tro. ti Sn .Jf 1o8 c. c. 
per kilo of acetone per day, was nvt fatal after fJ~r 
monthso 

"The toxicity 0f isoprJpyl alcohol toward higher 
.animals has been investigated by Do I. Macht (A Toxi­
c-Jlogical Study of Some Alc._)h0ls, with Especial Refer­
ence t0 Isomers, Jour. Pharmacol. and Expero Therapo, 
1920, 16, 1), Burton-Opitz (The Pharmacology of Iso­
propyl Alcohol Jour. Lab. and Clino IVIed., 1923, 8, 
382), Boruttau, H. (Die Verwendung von Isopr:-opylalkohol 
zu keimtoedtenden und die entwickelungshemmenden 
Wirkungen von Alkoh.Jlen, etc o, Ztschr o f o Hygiene u. 
Infek., 1904, 46, 149), and a number of earlier ob­
serverso Their results obtained by various methods 
on a number of different animals indicate that 

. is1Jpropy1 alcohol is s0me11vhat more toxic than ethyl 
alcuhol, but not more than twice as toxic as ethyl 
alcohol." 

In answer to the same question, Stewart Berkshire, Deputy 
C.JmmissLmer :Jf the Alc0hol Tax Unit 0f the Treasury Department at 
Washingt0n, for whose fairness, accuracy and clarity of upinion I 
have learned to have great resp~ct, said: 

"Wbile ace tune and is -=ipropyl alcuh.)l are pr·Jbc:.bly 
slightly m0re t·-Jxic than ethyl alc,Jhul their presence 
in beverage liquor in the pr0purtiJns in which they 
are used in denatured 2lc~h0l would not render the 
liqu.or p·,_:dson..:ms as the term is communly used o Large 
quantities of rubbing -:;lc·Jhol c0nta:ininf,[tp_proxima,tely 
7 per cent of acetone were used for beverage purposes 
during Pr0hibition without any more apparent deleterious 
effects than w0ulcl be ',)btained fr~.>m drinking undenatured 
alcoh0l~ This offic$ has not cunducted any experiments 
to determine the appr,Jxinmte percehtEt.ge of acet·Jne or 
isopropyl alcohol that would be requ~red in ethyl al­
cohol t0 render it poisonous. Attenti0n is called t0 
the fact that is,)propyl alcohol is being widely. s0ld 
f 0r rubbing pur1Joses and it has been used t.J a lirn-
i ted ext .... ent in manufacturing flavoring extracts. n 

In answer to the questi~n: 

irwhat effect W·)Uld the presence of acet·~me or 
isopropyl alc~hol in beverage liquor have upon the 
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human system if present either in small or large 
quantities, or if present in small quantities over 
a long period of tin1e? TY 

Mr. Berkshire replied: 

nsince this office has not conducted any 
physiological experiments with respect to t'he 
action of acetone or isopropyl alcohol upon the 
human system, it cannot make any definite statement 
as to the effect beverage liquor, containing small 
or large quantities of these substances, would 
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have upon thE::; human system over a long period of 
time. However, it is of the opinion that recovered 
denatured alcohol containing small quantities of ace­
tone or isopropyl alcohol vrnuld not have o.ny more 
appreciable effect upon the human system than the 
beverage use of ordinary alcoholo It is the under­
standing of this offj_ee that pure is,Jpropyl alcohol 
when used as a beverage produces stupefaction or 
insensibility without being preceded by the sense of 
exhilara ti,Jn ordinarily produced by ethyl alcohol o 

"Acetone and denaturing grade :isopropyl alcu­
hol are used as dennturants because they impart an 
unploasant odor and taste t1J the ethyl alcohvl. n 

In vieiiJ 0f the proofs and the results of my investiga­
ti0n, I find as the fact that the liquor seized up8n the Felsenfeld 
premises, while illicit, ·was ll1)t poisonous o S.:J far as the latter 
charge is concerned, he is wholly ex0nerated. This inquiry sh0uld 
not end, however, vvith a mere determination of whether or not tho 
illicit liqU()r in question was what is technically described as poi­
S.)n,)us o 

The underlying question still remains - should the 
statutJry automatic suspensi0n which followed his conviction for 
Possessi0n of illicit alc0hJlic beverages be lifted? 

vVhence this acetone? 

Dr. Blakeley, Mro Battista 2nd Dr. Edel have already in­
dicated the answer. 

Asked "Is there any possible way that isopropyl 
alcohol or acetone can get int~ legitimate 
liquor distilled at a legally authorized 
distillery?n, 

CommissLmer Berkshire replied.: 

"It is not possible for acetone or isopropyl 
alc~hol t~ be present in legitimate liqu0r distilled 
at a legally authorized distillery. Acetone or 
isopropyl alc0h0l are not produced by fermentation 
in distilleries making beverage liquor in accordance 
with the law and regulatiJnso As acetone 0r isopropyl 
alcohol have no place or use in a legitimate distillery, 
the possibility of legal spirits bec0ming cuntaminated 
with these chemicals is so rem0te that it need not be 
c'-msidered. n 

In resp0nse t0 the same question, Mr. Rumig replied: 

"I d_) not know ·Jf any possible way acet:.me or 
iso'propyl al~>Jhol would get into legitimate liquor at 
a legally authorized distillery. n 

i 
I 

I 
I 
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Asked: 

"If th:Jse substances are found in liquor in 
a bar room~ can iou give ·a definite opinion as to 
how those· substances must have been introd~ced into 
the distilled spirits?" 

Commissioner Berkshire replied: 

"If acetone or· isopropyl alcohol are found in 
liquor in a barroom, it is prima facie evidence that 
the .liquor is recovered denatured alcohol, or liquor 
which has been cut with recovered denatured alcohol. 
The possibility of genuine liquor in barrooms becoming 
contaminated with these substances is also so remote 
that it is not worth considerati<:m, and it is unreason­
able to assume that these substances would be inten­
tLJnally added to taxpafd liquor." 

In response to the same question, Mr. Romig replied: 

"If acetone and lsopropyl alcohol were found 
in liquor obtained in a bar room it vv«Juld be an indi­
c a ti0n that redistilled denatured [J.lcoh0l was used in 
its manufactureo The only other possibility~would be 
the addition or· these substances to legitiwate liquor, 
which would c.)nstitute rectificatLJn .. Yt 

Asked: 

"From your experience as a chemist)' can y:m so.y 
vvi th any degree of certainty what their presence in 
beverage liqu..)r indicates as tJ the origin and genuine­
ness of the liquor?" 

Mr. Romig replied: 

"Their presence in beverage liquors indicates 
the use of cleaned denatured alc,Jl'L:il o The presence 0f 
these substances.in liquor would in my 0pini0n preclude 

. its genuineness." 

It is clear that the unly vvay in which acetune gets int·J 
liqu,)r is because the liquor has been "cut" or the bottle refilled '-
with recovered denatured alcoh0l.. The tell-tale trace uf acetone 
remains, however skillful the cutting or the blending, to point its 
paternity. Such GD ingredient makes liquor illicit, not only in the 
sense that it is not tax paid or has been diluted with water or 
colored with prune juice 'Jr caromcl, but als0 in -the graver signi­
ficance that the adulterant is harmful to the human system, even if 
not technically poisonous, and even if the aoct.Jrs and the chemists 
and the experts have not yet determined the minimum quantity neces-
sary to produce pernicious results. The public has no way of know-
ing what is contained in the liquor they drink. Few w.Juld buy if 
they knevv what they swallowed was adulterated with a celluloid or. 
smokeless povvder sol vent or denatured roach exterminator or rub bing 
alcoh0l, having a harmful, and possibly p0isonous, effect. The 
mere fact that in this particular case the samples tested did n0t 
c.)ntain sufficient acekme by volume to cause any noticeably harmful 
effect is not the point. It is a pure accident· that less rather 
than more acetone was contained in the bootleg liqu0r used to adul­
terate the genuineo Licensed places are ndt laboratories in which 
to experiment with human lives. Licensees may not escape punish-
ment because the illicit liquor they purchase or p0ssess happens to 
be C\.)ncocted under a formula vvhich r"enders the deleterious effect 
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negligible.. The public Hill suffer if other formuL:ie or 
processes nre not so fortunate. 

I conclude ::.s a general principle applicc-ible to 3.ll 
c~.:;:~3os that ~,.,·hen r. licensee is convicted of the possession of 
liquor, illicit boc~use it cont2ins acetone, that good c~use is 
not shmm. \"vhy the stE~.tutory n.utorno.tic suspensj_on should be 
lifted., hovv·evcr long it mety h.'.lve been operc.. ti ve. 

Accord:i.ngly, the petition is deniedo 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
9th, 1937 ~. Commissioner 

9. LICENSES. ·- TH1iNSFEH - ·vv1:E£N NO Oi..1JECTION \1,ILL BE MADE id STATE 
CO(VL!lISE)IONEh NUI1.~:!TTHSTi~NDING LUTOMATIC SUSPENSION. 

VJillic1m M. Untermann, 
Hev.JE1.rK, N. Jo 

De:-i.r Mr. Untermann: 

/ 
May 9th, 1937. 

I h3.ve your petition in beh:2lf of Samuel Felsenfeld :J.nd 
Eci1Jmrd Nfr1chino, ·vd1ich bears no date but the: juro..t of which is 
clnted April 10th. It C'.pp;_;;:n'S therefrom t11l1t FelsenfslG. is 
desirl>U.S of re.tiring from the tavern business completely o.nd that 
IVIachino wishes to purch2se the st'ock, fixtures anc~ plenary ret2.il 
consumption license from Felsenfeld conditioned upon permission 
to 'reopen the tavern anc tr ems fer the license' which permission 
is sought by the petitiono 

I hc:~ve todny bet~n obliged to deny the earlier· ind.i vidual 
peti tlon of S.'.:Lrrtuel Felsenf cld t0 lift tlk: sto. tutory ~-'.utoma tic sus­
psnsi.:m of his license for the rer:isons set forth in enclosed c0py 
~)f. conclusi.Jns just renderccL 

You ·vdll 11<)t0 thot he is completely exonE}re.ted, tL.:rirvevor, 
from the char go -.:;f p0s sessing p·Jis .Jn1)US licu:.)r.. As inG.icn ted in 
my previous but ].nt0rlocutJry decision in reference t-..J his indi­
vidual petition (Bull~tin 165, item 2), I ~0uld n0w n~rillnlly gr~nt 
it if .it were n~t f0r the ruling which has dev8l0pcd 0ut of the 
inquiry c,.mccrning l:iqu,)r ·which contrtined ac-et-:mo ,::J..nd VJhich wc..s 
.s2ized on the licensc::d prc.·misf..:S. While I must dcmy tlw lifting 

·0f the automatic suspcnsiJn, there is nJ ~ther recs~n ~f rGcJrd 
w1zy his license may not be transferre~, such as fr~ud as appeared · 
in .Re Toma arni Fracc,~1cret.'.l, Bulletin 1 70, i te·m 1, 

Hence, I sh:1ll have no obj"ection to the action of the 
Board of Conimissioners of the Town o.f Irvington if they see fit 
to tre"nsfer the suspended Felsenfelc1 license to Edward Macnino, 
2ssuming, of course, that M::1.chino is not a Ttfront" for Felsen­
feld [~nd thnt there is rl.o privi ty betvlreen them exc-ept 2.S shown 
by the contrcct of s~:.le annexed to your petition lii.hj_ch purports 
on its· face. to be nn "out o.nd outn snle, or o.ny other reason 
that should bar such a tr:1nsfer. 

Your proper procedure is to apply direct for a tr~nsfer 
from person to person to the Irvington board to whom I am certify­
ing herewith this decision upon your petitiono 

· Very truly yours, 

D. FREDEF.:ICK BURNETT 
ComrnJssioner 



BULLETIN NuMBE~ 175 SHEET 1'5. 

10~ ELECTIONS - NO POWER TO PREVENT NON-LICENSEES FROM GIVING 
AWAY ALCOHOLIC .BEVERAGES - BUT BEWAHE OF THE ELECTION LAW _, 
POLITICAL.ORGANIZATIONS ADVISED NOT TO DISPENSE BEER on OTHER 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES ON ELECTI.ON DAY UNTIL 'I'HE POLLS ARE 
CLOSED. 

Mr. William H~nr~tty, 
Newark, N. J. · 

iViy dear Mr. Hanretty: 

lVIny 10, 1937. 

I have your letter inquiring on behalf of the 
Vincent Jo Murphy Booster Club, if beer mny be given away on 
Election Day, and stating that none will be sold. 

The Control Act does not prevent.a non-licensee from 
giving alcoholic.beverages away on Election.Day, or for that 
mD.tter, at any time, provided .the gift is really gratuitous 
in every respect. 

Hm·Jever, "An Act to Regulate Elections" (C .. 187, _ 
P.L. 1930) prohibits among other thing~, gifts of beer or 
other liquor for the purpose of inducing votes. Violation 
subj~cts the off~nder to imprisonment for five years or fine 
of ~2,000. or.both. Herewith is copy of rtiling in re Tice, 
Bulletin 145, Item 1, which will give you the full details. 

I advise that political organiz2tions do not serve 
or dispense beer or any other :.tlcoholic beverages on Election 
Day in any manner wh.e.tsoever until the polls are closed. 

Very truly youts~ 

D. FREDERICK nURNETT 
Commissioner 

11, SOLICITOR 1 S PERMITS - MORAL TURPITUDE - FACTS EXAiVIINED -
CONCLUSIONS. 

May 10th, 1937. 

IN RE: Hearing Noo 163 

Solicitor swore he was never convicted of a 6rimeo 
: His fingerprint n::cords, as origino.lly returned, disclosed 

that· he had been :convicted and received n s.uspended sentence 
. on a charge.of se~uction. Solicitor testified at a hearing 
. that the p~:rson convicted of seduction vvas his cousin, of the 

same name o .Subsequent investigati;n of the r.0cord.s of 
the. p,.:,lice Department in the City where the arrest Yiris m2cre, 
and in the County. Prosecutor's Office, c·onfirms solicitor ts 
statement. Th~ S~ate Bu~cau of Identification, 3nd Federal 
Bureau of Investi~ati0n, have since advised that their first 
returns were incorrect, and have forwarded to this Depurtment 
return_s shcnving thn t the solicitor has never been. convicted 
of n crime. 

It is recommended, theref .Jre, that n-_) further ~ 
action ba taken in this case. 

Approve~1: 

De FREDERICK BURNETT 
C0mm.:Lssi1Jner 

EDWARD Jo DORTON, 
Attorney~in-Chief 
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12. SOLICITOHS t PERMITS - MOEAL TUEPITUDE -- FACTS EZAhUNED -
CJIJCLUSIONS. 

Mr~y 8th, 193,.'!. 

IN hE: Hearing No. 164 

Applicant was the holder ~f a solicitor's permit 
Guth0rizing him to bu employed by n licensee. He mukes the 
present application for a permit to be empl,Jycd by e..frJthcr 
licensee. In both &pplic~tiJns he stated he had never been 
convieted of any crimE:. Our investig.~tLJn disclosed thn t 
in 1923 Qpplicnnt was arrested &nd plsa~eQ guilty to obtaining 
c-J?c~s by f'e"lsa pretcns0s. 

Applicant ~:ic~i.rn'lt tc~J, at a hccring cluly helC:., tho. t he 
had been c0nvicted ·~nd h2d been plnced Jn pr~b~tiono He 
sto.tea thut ut the time in questi·)l1 he met ::..:.n c:.cqunint::-.nce wh:; 
requested that he o.ccumpany him t·J n department store tzJ nw.ke 
D purchn~w :)f :3:.;rnc mercht.mdisc. Thc~y pr:jce~~:~cd t,J the store, 
where this acqu~intn~ce ~urch2sed s0me sm~ll items_ of wearin~ 
2pparol,roquest1ng tnc salesman t0 charge them; tn2t Jn coming 
_:;ut of the sL:ire this 3.cquaint.:.i.ncc st~~ted th:.:. t he c.Juld n0-t 
us~ both items nnd g~ve one of them - a vest sweater -. to 
apolico..nt. bnplicnnt was arrested the scme dny . an( chnrged 
as ... 2f.Jresaid v'rhen it developed thrit this .::i.couc:..inL·nce h--::d 
no charge .~ccount ·with the sto~ce. Applic;.;.nt clenied that he 
knew the man was going to ch2.rge goocls when he hnd · i-lo o.ccount 
vvi th the store. He denieG o.lso th0.t he had ~my intention 
of benefi tj_ng from the transaction, but so..id the sweater 7rns 
given to him merely as :l gift. At his trial, 8.pplicant vvss 
represented by a lc~'\:ilY er, pleaded guilty, ancl wns placed upon 

· probation for two years~ · 
, 

'I'he hrwyer representing the applicant vvas contt::_cted in 
our investlgation cml~~ reco.lled tho.t o..pplicc::.nt was nothing more 
th~n a boy at the time and believed he haC nppo.rently fallen into 
bc.:~c1 c omp::my. · 

Obtaining goods under fQlse pretenses is or~inarily 
a crime involving mqr[~l turpi tuc.le o However, it appec.rs tho. t 
applicant, at the time of the transaction, wns only seventeen 
years of age. His :::mbsequent record is clean. Under the f8.cts 
presented, I conclude that th~ crime for which npplicnnt was 
convicted was not ons involving mor~~l turpitude o ITL__!e 
AJ2plicntion for Solicitor 1 s Permib_l?ulletin //1492 Item 1. 

The applic~nt•s explanation th~t the re2son he stated 
he ha~ never been convicted of a crime was bec2use he was· a 
victim of cir_cur;1stances, does not ring true Q He knew he had 
been convictedo In view of his falso o.ffidnvit, it is 
r ecormnendE,;!(~ that tht:~ j_ssucmc8 of th~:; ~Je;rmit be withhelC. until the 
expiro.tion of ten (10) do.ys from th8 c_;ate hereof. 

Edward J. Dorton, 
Attorney-in-Chief. 

Inspected by: 

J.EDGAR 
and found O. K. 


