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Assemsry Binn No. 378

To the General Assembly:

I am returning herewith, for reconsideration and with
my objections, Assembly Bill No. 378.

This bill would:

1. Amend the five local option sections of our Alcoholie
Beverage Law so as to change from 15% to 30% the number
of qualified electors’ signaturves required on petition for
referendum,.

2. Amend the five local option scctions so as to change
from three years to five years the preseribed interval be-
tween referenda, in the municipality, on the same Public
Question.

3. Supplement the five local option sections (scetion 6
of the hill) s0 as to provide that where a referendum shall
have been had in a municipality pursuant to one of the five
seetiong, no referendum shall be had in the munieipality
under any other of the five sections until five years there-
after.

The proposals constitute a two-edged sword that may
be wielded, dependent upon the circumstances, by those who
are either for or against the sale of alcoholic beverages.

The bill’s proposal to change from 15% to 30% the num-
her of qualified electors’ signatures required on a referen-
dum petition, appears to me to be objectionable. A 30%
requirement, to all intents and purposes, would prevent
alcoholie beverage referenda in many of our municipalities.
The referenda provisions of Title 33 have served a useful
purpose, and by and large worked reasonably well. They
should not be substantially repealed by indirection.

T am not in favor of the provisions of section 6 of the
bill providing that where a referendum shall have heen
held under one of the five local option provisions of Title
3%, no referendum shall be held until five years thereafter

under any of the four other local option provisions. Such
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a provision might have disastrous consequences for our
licensees, where the citizens of a municipality, having
adopted one ref erendum desire to reconsider, in part, within
the five-year period, by the adoption of a referendum under
perhaps another section of the bill. For example, in a mu-
nicipality where a referendum was held at the last general
election, under R. S. 33 1-47 (**Shall the sale of alecoholic
heverages be permitted on Sundays in this municipality?”’),
should a referendum be barred for five years under R. S.
33.1-47.1 (**Shall sales of aleoholic beverages be permitted
during designated hours on Sundays?’’). In my judgment,
the prohibition is unwise and contrary to the spirit and
general intent of our Alcoholic Beverage Law.

1 have no objection to increasing from three to five vears
the preseribed interval between referenda in the muunici-
pality on the same public question.

Aeccordingly, T return Lerewith Assembly Bill No. 378
for reconsideration, with the recommendation that the fol-
lowing amendments be made in the bill (Official Copy
Reprint):

¢ in section 1, line 2, delete the word
¢¢thirty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘fifteen”’.

delete ¢30% " and

Oun page 1,

On page 1, in section 1, line 3,
insert in lieu thereof “15%’°.

in section 2, line 2, delete the word
insert in lieu thereof the word ¢‘fifteen’”.

On page 3, in section 2, line 3, delete «30% " and
insert in lieu thereof “15%°. '

On page 5, in section 3, line 3, delete the word
¢¢thirty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ¢¢fifteen’’.

On page 37
«“thirty’” and

On page 5, in section 3, line 4, delete «30%" and
insert in lieu thereof 415%™

On page 7, in section 4, line 2, delete the word

. . . . o B

¢¢thirty’’ and insert In lieu thereof the word «fifteen’ .

On page 7, in section 4, line 2%, delete <‘30% "’ and
insert in lieu thereof ¢‘15% .

On page 8, in section 5, line 3, delete the WO“.]

¢¢thirty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word
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On page 8, in section 5, li |
) bage 8, section 3, line 4, delete ¢ a2
insert in lieu thereof “15‘7; g I t'e ' g P

On page 10, delete section 6 in its entirety.

On page 10, chang i
_ pag , change the section number ‘7’
tion number ““6°’. -

Respectfully,

ALFRED E. DRISCOLL,
Governor.

[sEAL]
Attest:
Raxsrorp J. AssoTT,
Secretary to the Governor.

State or NEw JERSEY,
ExEcUTIVE DEPARTMENT,

May 31, 1949. |
AssensLy Birn No. 508

To the General Assembly:

tth’glt-.ﬂtmu‘E to Thﬁcle V, Section 1, Paragraph 14 (b) of
<'(1 ate C 01lst1tgtzon, I am returning herewith, for recon-
sideration and with my objections, Assembly Bill No. 508

This bill would amend certain secti
s b . ain sections of Chapter.:
the Laws of 1948, relating to hotel fire safety l'e(ﬁﬁerlel?i?lfof

One of the amendments contained in the bill w

1]‘1-9 time \vhen' e'xisfing hotels would ll)eﬂ;te(l])llllilrg(?l’g)dce(;;cleliq
\;112; rgl‘e })1‘({;}31011@ of Chapter 340, from July 1, 1949 ptz)
January 1, 1950.  Section 37 of Chapter 340 epeals Chs
ter One of Title 29, of the Revised Qtpt e
taining the presen’é hotel fire S‘lkfeh‘j 'a s kg
cnt section 40 of Chapter 340 Etilis re I)i‘-llilérl“ii%ents' o
;’)lllozulx 1’,1949’ provided that ho’tels1 which co?;?)li;llsx?itcilﬁglé
hetw?]mi; Ofl Chapter 340 prior to July 1, 1949, would not
g en the late of compliance and July 1, 1949, be subject

e provisions of Chapter One of Tifle 29. ’ :

Thus, if this bill were a : i
 Thus, pproved, a possible six-
hiatus could occur during which the Ij;))resleni‘f 18110)131 011'11:]3
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