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LIQUOR CONTROL: 
LICENSING OF A 
CORPORATION z. 

- ll ~ -
The managing officer of a corporation 
which desires to obtain a license to 
sell intoxicating liquor is not re~uired 
to be a resident and taxpaying citizen 
of a town or village in whi ch he proposes. 
to sell intoxicating liquor. 

June 24, 1939 

Honorable Walker P1eroe, Supervisor 
Department of Liquor Control 
Jefteraon City, Missouri 

Dear Mr . Pierces 
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legal voter and a taxpaying citisen 
ot the county, town, city or Village , 
nor shall any corporation be granted 
a l i cenae her eunder unl eaa the manag­
ing oi't'icer of such corporation ia 
of good moral Character and a quali­
fied legal voter and taxpaying oitlsen 
ot the county, town, oi ty or VillageJ 
• * * * • • .. * * * • * * * * * * • 

The qualifications set out 1n the foregoing aec­
t1on aeea to apply to all peraona or corporations who 
desire to sell intoxicating liquor 1D this atate. 

The only question 1nvol ve4, 1n your requeat ie 
Whether or not t he managing of f icer who applies for the 
licenae to sell liquor for t he corpor a tion muat be a 
resident o~ t he county, o1 ty, town or village in whi cb. 
he propose& to sell intoxicat ing l i quor. 

·Section Z'1 a!'oreaaid is somewhat ambiguoua and 
uncertain on t his question. It provides that the oor• 
poration may obtain the l i cenae t hrough ita managing 
officer who BlUst be of good moral character and a 
qualified l egal vote:r and taxpaying o1 tisen of the 
county, city, t~wn or village. This •~ction is silent 
on the question of whether or not he must possess the•e 
qualif1oati ona in t he locality 1D 1t'h1oh t he corporation 
proposes to sell t he l i quor or in the localit y ln wh14Q 
he resi4ea . This section could easily be construed t• 
mean that he muat possess t heae quali fioati ona at the 
place which t he corporation proposea to sell the in­
toxicating l i quor. However , on thi s partioul.ar questi on 
ther e ar e other thinga t o be t aken into conai4erati on. 

The r e ia no doubt but tha t the ~ging ot'fioer 
is t he oJ;le who' 1s required to aake the appliaat1on. 
It 1a a well known tact that t he Tarious chain etorea 
throughput tne state do not have a manag~ officer 
1n eYe%')" l ocality in which t hey ha-n a st~re. hom a 
reading of t he intozicating l i quor act there is no doUbt 
tba t t he lawmakers have intended to grant t he s ame 
privilege to corporati on& to sel l 1.nto.x1cat1ng liquor 
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as they have granted to individuals . 

While the law provides that the managing oft1otr 
is the person who ,ahaU make the application :for the 
licenae. 7et it is the corpora tion to whom the licena~ 
is granted and it 1a the corpor ation to Which the sta~e 
ia looking ror the faithfUl performance or the duties 
o:t the l1.cenaee . In oaae a anii t i.a bro~ght on the -bond 
the corporation 1a te one to Whom the atate 1a loold.ig 
for the ~olat1on o the provisions of the bond. By 
placing the require nt on a corporation that the man~­
lng officer should l'e-aide in the locality in w. ·ich t~ 
intoxicating liquor is expeeted to be sold w~ld be 
imposing an 1mpract1.oal and almost impossible duty ·on 
auch applicanta . 

On the · queati·on ot construing statute·• under 
clroumatancea aimllar to t hose involved in this ease 
we think in State e.i rel. Sass v.. Gordon- 181 s. W. 
1016• the court ha• •ell stat ed the rules 

"Statutes llhoul.d receive a eenaible 
construction such aa will atfect the 
Leg1alat1 ve inten tion. and 1£ possible 
so aa to avoid an unjust or an absurd 
conclusion.• 

And 1n Hawkins v. Smith• 147 s. w. 1042• the xile 
is state~·l 

-w.nere possible, a statute will not 
be eonatrued ao aa t ·o lead to enl. 
oppressive or abaurd oonaequencea 
or to selt-eontradiction.• 

To plaoe the construction on th1a atatute that 
I 

the managing o ficer must reaide in the locality in 1 
whieh the corporation p.roposea to sell intoxicating l~quo.r 
would be in violation of t he rule of atatutorT con- ~ 
struct1on ae atated in the Gaaa and Smith oases, sup 
beoaua'ft tt would place ,a duty upon the corperatlona 
they are unable to perform even though tbe cl.ea.r in 
of the atatute is that they 11187 be pe~tted to sell 
toxicating liqu.or. Suoh a conat-ruct1on woulcl be lnj 
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absurd and oppreaa1ve on the applloanta. In Bowere 
·v. Missouri Mutual Associatio~ 62 s. w. (24) 1058, 
another wle 1a atat.ed which is applicable her et · 

rule 

~In arriving at Legialative intent• . 
d.oubt:.ru.l words ·or the Statute lii&J' 
be enlarged .2£ reatrl oted 1n mean• 
lDg G perform EO la1r-tmakera' intent 
when !DRD.1teated by" a1d of aound 
principles of interpretation.•. 

And 1n State v .. Irvine-. · 72 s . w. (2d) 96__. ano~er 
1a announced Which ia very appropriate heret 

•statutes wil~ not be eo conatrued 
aa to requir e 1mpossib1~ity or lead 
tQ absurd results i f suacept1ble 
of reasonable Lnterpretat1on. ~ 

ApplJ"ing the t wo fore&oipg rulea to the queat1~n · 
her e thi s statute. 111 doubtful on the question of whe}te 
the managing officer should reside. B'J' ·apply1.ng the 
rule of giving the construction to the statute which •ill 
not iJJlpose an 1mpossib1l1ty on the applicant f OJ" the I 
license 1n t h is case and keeping within the general ~tent 
and purpose of the aot. then it seema that Section 2?~ 
aupra, could be construed to mean that the mana.glng o4.jf1oer 
muat .be or good moral character and a quali fied legal 1voter 
and t axpaying citizen of the town. c-ounty, city orvi~lage 
1n which he reaidaa in the stat& of M1asour1. It doe ' not 
mean that he must possess these qualifications 1n the 
local1 ty 1n which the corporation propose a to ae.l .l in~oxi-
cating l~quor. · 

CONCLUSIJ ll . 

From the f oreg-oing it is the opinion of this d~part­
ment that a corporation, through its managing officer~ may 
obtain a license to sell intoxicat ing liquor in any c t y , 
town or village in the atate prov1~g auch officer p aseaaea 
the qual1f!cat1ons set .out Ln Section 2? or the lntox eating 
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Liquor Act in the town. city or vil lage in which he 
reaidea. 

We are further of the opinion that such managing 
officer 1a not required to be a qualified voter and t~ay­
ing o1t1sen ot the count7• town., c1t7 or village in which. 
the oorpora~ion proposes to aell tntox1oat1ng liquor. 

RespectfUlly submitted 

TY:-tE Vf . BURTON 
Assistant Attorney General 

APPROVED a 

l . I . TAYLOR 
(Acting) Attorney General 
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