
Legislative History for Connecticut Act 

T^se^ • 90/ SL 

fijfufir r<m tr* / : ^ 
_ 

LAW/lEGlSLAIiUE_EE£ffiEMCE 

DO NOT REMOVE FROM LIBRARY 

Transcripts from the Joint Standing Committee Public Hearing(s) and/or Senate 
and House of Representatives Proceedings 

Connecticut State Library 
Compiled 2015 





6 .4 .194( 

Favorable reports were received from the following committees and 
made the ORDER OF THE DAT: (SENATE BILLS) Tuesday June 5 ,1945 , at 
12 o'clock noon. (Motion of Mr. Wanderer, Bethel,) 

The committee on .Finance to whom was referred 
Senate Bills Nos. 856 :857 ;858 ; 859 and 860 - all 
committee b i l l s , respectively: 

An Act Concerning the Soldiers,Sailors 
and Marines' Fund• 
An Act Concerning Cigarette Tax Stamps 
An Act Concerning Proceeds of Cigarette Tax 
An Act Concerning all Moneys so Paid to and 

deceived by the American Legion. 
An Act Providing for an Increase In the SoIdle 

Sailors* and Marines' Fund, 

Senate bills read the second time, the reports of the committees 
named received, and tabled for the Calendar were: (Except *) 

LABOR: Senate Bill No. 34 (Substitute - An Act Concerning Employ-
ment of Minors in Tobacco Fields.- report 

from the majority of the members of the Senate on the com-
mittee on Labor. This b i l l was recommitted.) 

APPROPRIATIONS: Senate Bill No. 4 3 1 s u b s t i t u t e ) ; CITIES AND 
BOROUGHS: Senate Bill No. 791</(substitute) ; FINANCE: Senate Bil l 
No. 95 *( substitute) ; Senate Bill No. 421^( substitute) ; Senate 
Bil l No. 720.^(substitute) ; INCORPORATIONS: Senate p i l l No. 863 -
Committee B i l l ; LIQUOR CONTROL: Senate B i l l No. 712; No. 721; No. 
728; «4fo. 736 ''and No. 740 (substitute) ; MOTOR VEHICLES: Senate 
Bill No. 747 (substitute); PUBLIC UTILITIES: Senate Bi l ls Nos. 453 
and 455 , 

Bills received from the Senate and tabled for the Calendar and 
Printing were: JUDICIARY: House Bill No. 1263 (Committee B i l l ) -
An Act Concerning the State Housing Authority. 

B i l l referred to the Legislative Council: 

House B i l l No. 12 - Under a suspension of the 
rules, the report of the 

FINANCE committee was accepted and the b i l l 
so referred, under a suspension of the rules,, 

A report of the committee on BANKS on a bill entitled "An Act 
Concerning Savings Bank Life Insurance" was received from the 
Senate, the substitute bill having been amended by Senate amend-
ment , Schedule "A" and passed arid the report of the committee 
accepted. (The House had formerly amended the bi11 by House Amend-
ment Schedule "A" and passed the substitute b i l l . ) On motion of 
Mr. Ahrens of Nuffield, the House voted to adhere to its former 
act ion o 
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H.B. 306 - Explanation read by Sen. Spellman, 1 ̂ "tin DlS trict. 
H.B. 1251 - Explanation read by Sen. Coles, 22nd District. 

(As amended by Schedule A.) 
Sub. H.B. 996 - Explanation read by Sen. Constable, 30th jDis*t*ncfc 

H«33« 7^2 EixplQ.ri.ci 1on read by Sen. Avitabile, 6th District, 
S. B. - Explanation read by Sen. Leipner, 21st 
H.B. 4 3 - Recommitted on motion by Sen. RisCassi, 3rd. Disto 
S.B. 248 - Explanation read by Sen. Corkey, 18 th District. 
3.B. 317 - Amended and explanation read by Sen. Spellman,19t 

(Amendment Schedule A) 
S.B. 319 - Amended and explanation read by Sen. Spellman, 19 

(Amendment Schedule A) 
jB»B» 82J? - Amended and explanation read by Sen. Foley, 8th. 

(Amendment Schedule A) 
Sub. S.B. t>y6 - Amended and explanation read by Sen. Spellman, 19t: 

(Amendment Schedule A.) 
S.B. 740 - Amended and explanation read by Sen. Leipner, 21s 

(Amendment Schedule A. 
H.B.1270 - Explanation read by Sen. Brock, 12th District. 
II«13« 1263 

- Explanation read by Sen. Coles, 22nd District. 
H.B.1268 - Explanation read by Sen. Damiani, 11th Oil s *j? i c o « 

II. 13.12.66 - Explanation read by Sen. Scott, 1st District. 
H.B.1271 - Explanation read by Sen. Spellman, 19th District, 
H.B. 896^ - Explanation read by Sen. Scott, 1st District. 
ii.B. 1272 - Explanation read by Sen. Scott, 1st Di 

5 tj?icb 0 
H.B. 357 - Explanation read by Sen. Corkey, l8th Dx s fcn c *b e 
II.B, 7J;7 - Explanation read by Sen. Aaron, 2nd District. 
H.B.J 6/ - Explanation read by Sen. Aaron, 2nd District. 

(Amended by Schedules A & B.) 
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John J . fit zp at rick, Liquor Commission: 
I wonder i f this bill could go over until after you 
have heard the arguments on S B 740 - both and original 
and substitute. The fee bills are more or less tied 
up with the new type of permit. 

Senator Foley: 
S .B . 740 
AN ACT CONCERNING AN AMENDMENT TO THE LIQUOR CONTROL 
10(D CHAPTER 151 AS AMENDED. 

to define more olearly a restaurant business, to in-
clude stockholders of corporations as natural persons, 
and to define further a bona fide olub. 

We also have a substitute on that which we will hear 
at the same time. 
Is there anybody in fafor of this bill and its substi-
tutes? 

John J. iltzpatriok, Liquor Commission: 
With S.B. 740 will also probably be hs ard S.B. 818 
which is a uommittee bill . 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. This pro-
position offered by the Commission i s an endeavor to 
d e a r up the situation in respect to some of our pre-
sent permits. We have a restaurant permit, tavern 
and olub, and also restaurant beer. In 19552 when this 
aot passed, at that time there was provision for non-
premise only and concerned the type known as a tavern 
permit. In December of 1985 the revocation of the 
appeal of the prohibition amendment took plaoe and toas 
permitted the sale of paokage goods in stores. She 
19g5 Session provided for the restaurant type permit. 
She language of the aot defining the restaurant is very 
clear and it is veiy broad. Principally it says that 
a restaurant is a plaoe that has a sufficiency of help, 
it is adequately equipped so far as kitchen and dining-

room, eto. is concerned, and the service of two hot 
meals a day shall be the principal business thereof. 
Peculiarly, under that definition the Commission itself 
finds it hard for them to deny an application for the 

restaurant permit, proyided all these qualifications 
are met with and suitability of the person applying 
is satisfactory to the commission. Unfortunately, 
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John J. Htzpatrick, cont'd: 
however, within a month of the time of granting a 
permit to that person the restaurant type peimit then 
is subject to revocation unless the permittee can also 
qualify to that part of the aot which requir es a res-
taurant business and the service of two hot meals daily 
to be a particular part thereof. I f the Commission 
were to invoke their power in respect to restaurants, 
a rough guess on my part would be that 60̂ > to 70̂ > 
of the present restaurants would not qualify within 
the definition of the aot itself. The Commission has 
not invoked their authority or power. They have been 
very tolerant and lenient through the years with the 
restaurant permittees in an endeaver, or hope, that 
they would some day or other qualify. We have gone 
through ten years at the present time. ^We have some 
1800 restaurant permits of two classes,^restaurant 
liquor and beer. Originally there were 2000 or more 
permits. I think they are now down to 700. GraAually 
the tavern is out of the picture and the restaurant has 
been increasing in numbers. We have had many hearings 
on this question and definition of the aot. We have 
in some oases found it necessary to revoke. In other 
oases we have found it necessary to suspend for varying 
periods until such time as they oould qualify, but even 
then two-thirds cannot qualify. The Commission has 
The Commission has considered this, and alike with other 
bodies throughout the country, the same problems have 
come to them and so the Commission introduced a bill 
oreating a two-type tavern permit and leaving the res-
taurant permit as it is at the present time so that 
first I shall apply to the tavern permit. 
She tavern has a full liquor permit with the- right to 
sell alcoholic liquor as well as beer and cider in a 
premises with full view from the street, with privi-
leges for selling only until 12 ofclock of an evening 
and with no Sunday sale. I believe that really was 
the intent of those in Connecticut interested in the 
subjeot at the time the aot was enacted, that the sale 
of liquor on Sundays, aside from olubs, be confined to 
hotels and restaurants. That really met the require-
ment on restaurant and hotel definition. Today we 
have many restaurants that do not meet definition and 
are open on Sundays. W® have had restaurants, in an 
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John J. Mtzpatrick, oont'd: 
endeavor to stay In business that have gone to a U sorts 
of lengths to deoeive the Commission to amplify their 
restaurant figures, deliberately in many oases, and possi-
bly in all , We had one the other day in one part of the 
state that showed us for three months a food bsuiness of 
#69.00 against a liquor business of fl4,000, and the 
figures did attraot our attention and an examination was 
requested. One of our inspectors was told to investigate 
and we got figures from the power companies as to the 
amount of power consumed in heating, gas and eleotrioity 
used for heating food. Out of a total business of f69.00 
the inspector found that the gas bill for four months 
was fl4 .88 . 
We do not want to put people out of business and the 
correction of this tavern type of permit is simply an 
endeavor to give some legitimatey to business conducted 
at the present time, and not have them put out of business 
i'he tavern permit is suggested for that purpose, i'he fees 
were raised, as shown in another bill - a substantial 
revenue to the state. I think the state would be better 
off i f we had no Sunday sales. I f places dosed at 12 
o1clock, and what is now a privilege, - a vexy broad 
privilege, - will possibly be increased to a right, always 
subject to revocation upon conviction of someone who 
violates the liquor control aot. 
I speak strongly for this as a member of the Commission, 
as I have seen these cases during the four years I have 
been on the Commission. This is something to save him. 
I feel rightfully, that this argument may be used that 
this will be a return of the old saloon, and of course it 
is true that during prohibition times and in the early 
days following the shout did go out that the old saloon 
would not return. iSven the tavern is oailed the old 
saloon, it is a very much improved one. Egerything is 
open and will be open. Business will close at 12 o'clook 
no Sunday sales, with state control and giving state com-
mission sufficient power to remove those who offend. 
I think the state, even with the return of the tavern, 
will be much better off. 

Senator ffoley: 
Anybody want to talk on the tavern end of it? 
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Harry 1 . Oloott, iiloomfieldj 
I would like to apeak i n opposition to S.JB. 708 which 
covers the tavern. We are considering the matter of 
taverns, i'hls is covered by S .B . 708. 
I do not oare particularly whether the tavern that you 
would get under your bill is called the old saloon or 
not. I have been following history of this effort to 
put hard liquor in the tavern ever sinoe the act was 
first" adopted. 1 think that every Session of the 
.Legislature fro$ 191-55 to 1957 ma 1939, there were bills 
introduced to sell hard liquor in taverns in one form 
or another. All of those bills were defeated. I think 
they were all unfavorably reported by the committee to 
whioh they were assigned. 
in 1941 two bills at least were introduced which would 
have aooomplished approximately what S.B. 708 is designed 
to aooomplish, but we never saw anything but the outside 
of those two bills . 
I think the very existence of your Committee this Session 
reflects the fact that the people of connectiout are muoh 
more oonoemed about this liquor problem than they have 
been during the last fifteen years, and i t would seem 
to me that i t would be very inconsistent i f at this late 
date we should go baok to authorize the legalized sale 
of liquor in taverns at a time when there was no where 
near the interest in the subject as now. Such a matter 
was repeatedly defeated. 

Whether or not the tavern i s passing out of existenoe 
does not tremendously ooncern me and i think it does not 
oonoern the people of the State of Connecticut. I do 
not think that the liquor oontrol act was originally 
enacted as it now exists, largely for the purpose of 
protecting the people who are in the business. 
X am very muoh opposed to the sale of hard liquor in 
taverns, whether it is called the old saloon or not. 
I very muoh regret being obliged to come up here and say 
this because it i s the only bill introduced by the Com-
mission that I have not felt able to endorse, and the 
Oommi ssioner knew that I was going to say fcxaotly what 
I have said. 

John J . H tzpatri ok, Liquor Oommi as ion: 
The Commission was offered actually two bi l ls . I n a 
sense i t is not endorsing the b i l ls . It knows that 
something must be done and i s plaoing them on the table 
for the Commituee to consider. 
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Senator Foley: 
Anybodyelse want to t alk on the tavern end of it? 

icussell Patterson, Li quo r uoraraissioner: 
I quite agree with our senior member of the Commission, 
Mr. Fitapatriok. We are talking on two subjects* i'he 
tavern, or restaurant that might take its plaoe. Today 
you have the old saloon open on Sunday, but you have 
a restaurant that is selling liquor all day Sunday. We 
want to go into that class B. As Mr. Fitzpatrick has 
said, we have been very tolerant and we are waiting for 
this Legislature to further instruct us as to waht we 
shall do. We want these two bills to be considered 
together as to your pleasure. Restaurant class B is a 
legitimate restaurant business. I f we drive all those 
restaurants out that are :not, legitimate restaurants, 
what are you going to do with those drinking people? 
They will go some place. We must take care of them. 
We need restaurant B or taverns. The people are entitled 
to have their drinks. We must provide a plaoe for them. 
There are two different schools of thought. We have 
thought on both, and we offer the two for your oonsider-

• ation. 

Senator i'oley: 
Anybody else want to talk on that bill? 

Frank R. Odium, Attorney: 
My Association agrees with the Commission that they do 
have a problem and we commend them fbr placing this on 
tte table for your consideration because we know that 
no one wants the return of the old saloon 

Sena tor Foley: 
Anybody else want to speak on the pros in regard to 
the tavern phase? Anybody against? 

Lafayette Main, Stonington: 
I have been for the last 40 years trying to help 
the public free of charge. I am going to tell you that 
i f you get baok where we oan live and let live and do 
away with curtains on the old saloon you will get out 
a lot of drunks, and furthermore you will save this 
younger generation ooming up. It is the children of 
today that make the men of tomorros. How can we have 
them go into those places where they drink beer. You 

, must stop that stuff in thos restaurants or you will ruin 
all those girls and boys. We must do what is best for 
the people * 

Senator Foley: 
Anybody else? 
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John J. fitzpatriok, Liquor Commission: 
As, a substitute bill S.B. 740 has to do with the 
definition part of the present liquor uontrol act, 
and changes the definition in respeot to restaurant 
and Issues two types, Class A and B. 
As i mentioned before, in order to give the Committee 
the best thought of the Commission based upon its ex-
perience, we are offering this amendment and truly 
we hope that the uomraittee will look favorably upon 
this amendment. 
3?he definition first is of a restaurant. A restaurant 
has to have space suitable fbr such a permit and 
serve at least two meals daily as the prinoipal part 
of the bus in es a thereof. It can either be at meal 
hours, suoh as dinner and supper, or meals a la carte 
served throughout the day, or hot food served through-
out the day. The real distinction will come when we 
start to distinguish what will be known as Class a and 
B. 
Class A will provide that of the total receipts of a 
restaurant, from sales of liquor and food, the sale 
of food shall be at least 40$ of the total. That is 
a distinguishment from the present definition requiring 
the prinoipal business thereof and that should be ex-
plained in this way. Today with the tax on liquor 
greatly increased over the excise tax that was in ex-
istence when restaurant class was created - an average 
say of from 50 to 40^ - it probably takes oare of 
those taxes. 
A restaurant Class A must serve two hot meals daily, 
hours spaced sufficiently, or a la carte meals, and 
must serve meals up to a time in the evening not later 
than 10 o'olook. I f the k± restaurant is olosed,-the 
kitchen - then the bar business must also cease. In 
many oases they are dos ing the kitchen late in the 
afternoon and that is not a restaurant in our opinion. 
That restaurant must provide hot meals until 8 ©"clock 
and when the service is a la carte they must take plaoe 
at all times, that the restaurant is open for business. 
The restaurant must close early, but the bar must olose 
too. It will be permitted to remain open until 1 o'o 
in the morning, and later, for the benefit of people 
and provides the Sunday sales. 
Class B. restaurant must serve hot meals twice daily, 
or hot food throughout the day, said there is no require-
ment, or any particular thought as to percentage of 
the gross receipts. In all respeots it must oomply 
with the general requirements of a restaurant. 
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John J. Fitzpatriok, Liquor Commission; oont'd 
It must be sanitary, have ample dishes, etc. Must have 
a seating oapaolty to seat twenty (20) patrons, and of 
oourse the tableware shall be ample, The main thing is 
<m this gross business. We took a spot check of 91 
places and of the 91 - gl would qualify under class A, 
and 60 would not qualify unger Class A. That may be high. 
It may be that 91 was not a sufficient number. My 
thought i s that to return to legitimate Class A would 
run sousewheres between 25$, gg^ and 30^> of the permits 
now in existence. Naturally there is to be a lesser 
privilege for Class B restaurant than those enjoyed 
by Class A. 

Arguments may be made that it is difficult for the present 
restaurant permittee to properly provide for the public. 
®hat is hardly a true argument, or a good argument, be-
cause any man in the restaurant business is able to get 
those points to wbloh he i s entitled, predicated upon the 

/ business he did in a certain period, and 1 think those 
that are successful restaurants may have difficulty. 
There would be some necessary ohanges and work to be done 
by the Commission in the event this type of olass permit 
is allowed. 
We have a bill in there, we might talk on it now, that 

f I on or before October 1st of this year the Commission is 
authorized and directed to examine all existing restaurant 
permits, particularly in respect to their food business -
the gross business done for a period of six months, which 
would mean that the Commission, after this act is passed, 
and needing to beoome effective October 1st, send to all 
permit tees a questionnaire which will be signed under oath. 
The business will then be examined for a six months period 
prior to uotober 1st and those falling in that particular 
olass and having a food business of over 40% as a dally 
average for six months, will be placed in Olass A. Those 
that have failed by their records and by examination of 
their books, whioh the Commission may require, and who 
have fallen below that 40u/b will be automatically put in 
Olass B . The Committee is not doing this automatically. 
The permittees will be entitled to all privileges which 

they enjoyed under the appeal section. He may ask for 
a hearing and it will be granted and if he disagrees with 
what happens he will have the right to have the Court 
declare that the Commission was arbitrary. 
There are one or two other changes in S .B .740 , not at all 
in connection with restaurants. One i s that a requirement 
of clubs - they shall file with the Liquor Control Com-
mission on or before February 10th this year a l ist of 
its members and that each member added to the roster shall 

V- I be sent into the Commission within a reasonable time. 
The Commission may require this list to be f i led , but 
possibly in 98°/o of the oases the requirments will not be 
insisted upon. 
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John J. iltzpatriok, oont'd: 
! The reason for that is some A0sooidb ions have a member-

ship as high as 6,000 - find great difficulty in assem-
bling those names. 
Also, no provision that the word"person" means an natural 
person - inoludes corporations, stockholders, partner-
ships, eto. That will peimit the Commission to con-
sider the suitability of a prsen, member of the corpor-
ation, as well as a natural person. He may be a natural 
person as offioial of the corporation or as a member. 

Senator Leipner: 
Isfc't S B 740 the one where the dining room had to be 
separate from the bar? 

tfohn J. Fitzpatriok, Liquor uommission: 
The Commission still does require some existing places 
where a permittee has been found guilty of some offenoe, 
and Commission has ordered a separation. Thsfc parti-
cularly is true where there was any conviction in regard 
to sale to minors or permitting women to loiter around 
the premises. 

Senator Leipner: 
Would that do aw§y with service bars? 

John J. JSitepatriok, Liquor Commission: 
We do not consider a service bar as being a bar. A bar 
is where people stand and drink, lot where liquor is pre-
pared and served by waitresses. 

Mr. Milo Mitchell: 
Any other state have this? 

John J. Htzpatrick, Liquor Commission: 
It is true that other states are muoh stricter than 
Connecticut in respeot to restaurants. They all have 
some problems. There are eight or ten states before the 
Legislature now with bills to do something about res-
taurants, or to oreate another class, or provide for 
sales of liquor, as well as taverns. 

Mil© Mi to hell: 
I think we disoussed this matter before. I f you will 
recall we both agreed there is a certain amount of paddiig 
done on food. Won't this lead to more of that? 

John J. Fitzpatrl ok, Liquor Commission: 
lo . Along fcith this we have an inorease in fee bill and 
an explication will be made for sufficient help to make 
possible a proper enforcement of this act. We would pro-
bably have to set up an accounting system and have forms 
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John J. fitzpatrick, cont'd: 
and have them complied with by permittees. That I 
think may be devised so as to do away with i t . We 
have no difficulty whatsoever in checking a permittee 
i f he is deceiving. We know all their tricks. 
For instance,in one oase the first ten or twelvesales 
for a period of several months always ran to $1.26, 
#1.50, $1.75, until the sum approximated $15 on the 
register eaoh mcrning. After that the tape was 
stretohed and there was nothing about 10^ sales. Then 
in the evening there 25^ and 30^ sales and atnight, 
or later, 75^ and fl.OO. 
This permittee is going to welcome this. The man who 
is in business - bottlegging business when the amendment 
was repealed - the Commission saw fit to gL ve him a permit 
this man wanted to go right and 1 believe that 76f» 
of them want to do right. They have to l ie , and there 
is great danger, not that they are fooling the Commission, 
but when this deceit goes on day after day and then be-
comes a disregard and disrespect for other laws. It 
may lead to other things. They are not going to hurt 
by the absense of the Sunday sale, but they are going 
to be greatly ±a$Kxs± relieved not to feel that an in-
spector is liable to come in at any moment, or thtat 
their permit can be taken away from them simply because 
they cannot comply with the definition of this part 
of the business that they run. We have to try to fix 
this things and have the public satisfied too. 

Rep. Milo Mitchell: 
In this type of restaurant, or spaghetti house, the 
average prioe of a meal will run to 40i or 50^ for dinner 
and you know, said i know, that you only have to have a 
couple of drinks and your check is tripled what your 
food is . 

John J. Fit zpatrick: 
I think as far as a spaghetti house is concerned - the 
average spaghetti house doesn't want the sale of hard 
liquor. At presant there is no permit to sell win® 
except in a plaoe selling hard liquor. I f the restau-
rant olass was changed to permit the sale of wine who 
would objeot to that, beoause if this State ,of Connecticut 
or any legislation would encourage the consumption of 
beer and wine it might be doing the people of Connecticut 

real good. 
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Hep. Milo Mitchell: 
Have we such a bill? 

John J. Mtzpatrick, Liquor Commit ion: 
The Committee should oonsider t hat. 

Senator Leipner: 
Doesnot S.B. 812 oover the same matter? 

John J. Pitapatriolc, Liquor Commission: 
It is simply a classified bill that would only 
be in existence, I think, for suoh period of time 
as they are classified. I may say there is a pro-
vision that hereafter in ©onsidering application 
for restaurant peraits the Commission shall not issue 
a permit until a restaurant has been in existence 
for three months and possibly longer, and it may be 
that that should be ample. That the restaurant 
permits should go into Class A. I f onoe an appli-

cation is denied they oannot make an application 
again within a period of six months and no two ap-
plications will be received in any one yeijr. 

Senator i'oley: 
Anybody else in favor of that bill: 

Harry JS. Oloott, Bloomfield: 
I would like to say I am very glad that that Mr. 
Main has been up here for forty years and still has 
a clear conscience. 
I would like to have you permit me for about three 
minutes to go back again to the history of this 
Liquor Control aot and the circumstances under 
whifih it was framed. 
At the time it was framed it was thought that if 
beer were made readily accessible to people they 
would not want hard liquor. So the restaurant was 
to be a place where the sale of liquor was inciden-
tal to the sale of food. That word in expression 
of the aot, and I think in one of the original forms 
of the aot itself , was repeated over and over 
again, that there should be the tavern where people 
would get beer and a restaurant where people would 
wish to have their meals, and be served with liquor 
as incidental to the $eal. 
There has grown up within the last 15 years a situa-
tion that was not visualized by this law. The Com-
mission is now presenting to you a method of prac-
tically dealing with this oondition in proding for 
the restaurant which is primarily in exlstenoe for 
the purpose of selling liquor and incidentally for 
the purpose of selling food. 
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Harry E. Oloott, cont'd: 
We deal with the oondition, not with the theory, and 
I ara very much opposed always to the idea where the 
law has been flagrantly violated it should be adjusted 
to the aots of the violator. 
This does not seem to be within that olass. Many of 
these men who are in what would be the Class jb res-
taurant business are not deliberately violating any 
law. They are just doing something that seems to be 
legal for them to do. Why not give them the opportunity 
to do it under the protection of the law and keep the 
restaurant Class A in the situation where it was in-
tended to be, where the sale of liquor was incidental 
to the sale of food. 
As to the 40% requirement. I think that the require-
ment that all restaurants as they are hfiw set up should 
show/40% of their business to be for food, wouffi. pro-
bably be unjust, or at least impractioal. But i f you 
make the two classifications I see no reason why it 
is not right and proper that the 40% limit should not 
be exaoted of the Class A restaurant. The Class B does 
not have to have that 40% requirement and that would 
seem to meet the suggestion made by Mr. Mitchell re-
garding the whole proposition. 

Senator Foley: 
Anybody else in favor of this bill? 
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Mr. Harmon A. Genlot, Connecticut Restaurant & Liquor Dealers Board of Trades 

This is the first time sinoe 1933 that I must frankly admit that 

I have not been able to keep up with the introduction of liquor 

legislation. It seems to me that the Liquor Control Commission 

in its desireto oorrect certain evils hasgone all over the lot0 

In all legislation virtues evaporate and evils magnify. This 

legislation is definitely class legislation and discrimination. 

Senate Bill 812 (AN ACT CONCERNING RESTAURANT PERMIT CLASSIFICA'JI ONS) 

asks for very broad and sweeping discretionary powers, a body with 

almost unlimited powers of discretion. This bill is a bill to 

whitewash all powers and to reduce restaurants to simple arithmetic, 

I am operating a restaurant with meals for thirty-five cents and 

my neighbor is selling lobster at $2 . 50 , I have to serve eight 

meals to his onee During prohibition anyone who oould afford it 

could buy a drink. It was the poor man who couldn't afford to pay 

seventy-five cents for liquor that was affected. Had it not been 

that the better citizens of the country were not denied by prohibition, 

we would not have had thirteen years of prohibition, Ihere are our 

poor people going on Sunday for their drinking? Many of these 

things we have no control over. When this act was made, the tax on 

liquor was $4 , 00 , Now the tax has been raised and we have had to 

increase the price of liquor. Permits have been issued where it 

will be physically impossible to do business with this new b i l l 0 

I ask you to correct all those measures. We are glad and willing 

to have the Liquor Commission have those powers, but the power and 

responsibility should not be divided. Their responsibility should 

be to carefully consider these restaurants and to consider the 

nature of the business they are in , I say the working man should have 

the same right in the neighborhood restaurant to go out and buy beer 

on Sunday as the man who can drive to a high-class plaoe and buy 

drinks. This bill is discriminatory against the little man and not 

typical of the Connecticut way of doing things. 

Today we cannot get ail the food we want. A year ago with the same 

amount of business we oould get 120 pounds of butter. Today we can 

get only 35 pounds, which is a cut of 20 percent on food points0 

Very soon, regardless of all testimony, we are going to get the most 

drastio food regulations since the war began. 

The only people who seem to be interested in changing the liquor act 

is the oommi3sion. This is no time to be going into that. When the 

war is over and we are back to normal, then changes can be made. 

You say wehave the right of appeal. 'What is it that we are going to 

appeal from? A man can't go back and falsify his reoords. If he 

is not running his restaurant properly, call him in for a hearing, 

"When you close places on Sunday, where are the other people going to 

go? They will not be able to find a plaoe to eat. People who want 

to consume liquor should have the right to consume it under normal 

conditions. If a Glass A restaurant gets all of the liquor business, 

it will automatically drive the owner into Class B. There is nothing 

too oomplioated about it . The present aot is one of the best and the 

people who voted for drinking on Sunday were not interested in the 

sale of food. They weren't voting on a percentage basis. You are 

all familiar* with the liquor business and should look at it as a 

liquor business and treat it accordingly. The government inoreased 

the liquor prioe for us, thus making a higher prioe for liquor, whereas 

it is more than possible food will be served oheaper. This is no 
time to start ohopping up the Liquor Control Aot which is now one of 
the best. 
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Mr. H. E. Oloottj 

The Temperance Society has introduced no legislation for the reason 

that having made a careful study of the plans of the Liquor Control 

Commission and its members, we deoided they had covered every item. 

Mr, Russell Patterson* 

The Liquor Control Commission does not care to legislate® We want 

the committee to be informed of our troubles for your guidance. 

This whole bill is to make these fellows behave or legislate so they 

cannot 'continue to sell. Otherwise the commission should put a large 

number of them out of business, 

Mr, Genlot* 

For the reoord, you are actually introducing legislation and sponsoring 
i t , 

Mr. Pattersons 

We submit it for the committee's consideration so that we can express 
our troubles, 

Mr. Frank R. Odium* 

We are against this b i l l , although we recognize it is a worthy 

attempt to correct evils. We think, however, the best solution 

is to take out the definition of a restaurant and allow the 

restaurant to sell as much food and liquor as the oustomers want. 

Then there is no problem0 The problem of percentage is an arbitrary 

figure. It is impossible to follow i t . Business may fluotuate and 

just as the drug store sells more articles than drugs, the restaurant 

sells more liquor than food. The commission desires that food be 

the principal source of business. I f those words are taken out, 

the bill will be all right. 

Representative Milo A. Mitchell, Greenwioh* 

You mean eliminate Class A and leave Class B? 

Mr. J . J . Pitzpatricks 

There is no reason for classes. The aot calls for percentage 

proposition. It states "principal part thereof". It is in the bill 

today. 

Representative Milo A. Mitchell, Greenwioh* 

Isn 't it true we have to face the fact that liquor sale is greater 

than the food sale? 

Mr. J . J . Fitzpatrickj 

I f it is , it is very easy for the permittee to live up to the aot. When 

he notices his sales are exceeding the sale of food, he has the alter-

native of stopping the sale of liquor. There is a percentage re-

quirement of 51 percent. I think Mr. Genlot must realize this 

commission has been pretty fair0 

Senator Foley* 

According to Mr. Odium, by eliminating the word "restaurant", wouldn't 

it bring back a modern saloon? 

Mr. Frank R. Odium* 

No, i f you give us a definition such as in 1933, "place with space 
enough to run a restaurant, with hot meals twice daily" , A meal is 
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Mr. Frank R. Odium (Continuing)* 

what you want. I f you want a sandwich, that is your meal. If you 

have a restaurant which is open, clean and has help and you can 

get food which you select, it is a restaurant, 

Mr. Harmon A. Genlot* 

They introduce these bills and we don't have a chance to go over them, 

"What I have said is not in criticism of the present commission but 

I might answer the commissioner by saying that I have never seen 

anything about 51 percent, I can show him that I can do business 

and my principal business is food, I think this whole thing is out 

of line. 

Mr. Wayne W. Women 

I think we are getting away from the intent of these b i l ls . It is 

down to this. The idea that has been the mainstay of the liquor 

aot in Connecticut from the time of adoption is this - the avoidance 

of having a permittee who sold hard liquor and practically nothing 

else. Some wanted to sell hard liquor in this state so they 

attached it to an established business with other interests such as 

hotel and restaurants, sold hard liquor and kept a bit of register 

so as not to revert to a place doing nothing but a liquor business. 

This argument is nullifying that business, and repealing the whole 

philosophy that has been built in these twelve years and whioh 

originally modified this aot as now on the book. That is the issue 

before you. This bill is a compromise b i l l . We recognize that 

today sixty percent of the restaurants are illegal. Maybe the Liquor 

Control Commission should put them out of business. Therefore it 

has been suggested that we make it easier to stay in business by 

selling same food. Other speakers have suggested that we do away 

with that. I f we do away with the restrictions, there will be no 

suoh thing as a restaurant. It will be an outlet free from restrictions, 

I think the state wants to avoid that position, I am for this b i l l . 

Representative Mitchell* 
We have to admit there are plaoes only selling liquor. What they are 
trying to do is get around that particular point. 

Mr. Wayne W. Womer* 

I am arguing that i f they do that, safeguards have to be put in . 

Chairman Foley* 

Any other opposition? 

Closed, 

SENATE BILL 718 - AN ACT CONCERNING AN AMENDMENT TO THE LIQUOR CONTROL 
ACT CHAPTER 151 A3 AMENDED. (SENATOR RISCASSI), 

SUBSTITUTE FOR SENATE BILL 718 - SAME TITLE. 

Mr. J . J , Fitzpatriok* 
I think we can dispense with Senate Bill 718 and only consider the 
substitute b i l l . Senate Bill 718 is practioally the same as the 
substitute bill with one or two exceptions in that it provides for the 
fee for new tavern permits, I think possibly in that oase we should 


