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To the General Court of Massachusetts.
In accordance with the provisions of section 33 of 

chapter 30 of the General Laws, the Board of Registra
tion in Pharmacy submits herewith such part of its annual 
report (Pub. Doc. No. 39) as contains recommendations 
for legislative action.

JOHN R. SAWYER,
, Secretary.
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RECOMMENDATIONS.

I. R elative to making the E xpiration Date of 
the  “ Certificate  of F itn ess” Co-Terminous 
w ith  the “ D ruggists’ L icense .”

I t  seems desirable that legislation be enacted making 
the date of expiration of the “ certificate of fitness” 
which is issued by the Board of Registration in Pharmacy 
the same as that of the “ druggists’ license” issued by 
local licensing boards. The date when these latter 
certificates expire is December 31 of the year of issue. 
Under the present law “ certificates of fitness” expire on 
different dates all through the year. The druggist would 
have his “ certificate of fitness” in mind when he renewed 
his local license, and he would be inclined to attend to 
both matters at the same time.

The “ certificate of fitness” and the “ druggists’ license” 
are closely related, and most druggists now operate both 
privileges. The “ certificate of fitness” allows the sale 
upon prescription of alcoholic liquors, also the sale of 
alcohol, whereas the “ druggists’ license” allows the 
further privilege of sale of alcoholic liquors upon the 
signature of the purchaser in a record book.

Another reason which makes this legislation desirable 
is that druggists have long been accustomed to renew 
their “ drug store perm it” at that season of the year, 
and the two applications could be forwarded in the same 
envelope with one check. I t  would also be less expensive 
to the State, as the permit and “ certificate of fitness, ’ 
if granted to the applicant, could be mailed back to him 
together.
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II. R elative to the  Suspension  and R evocation of 
“ Certificates of F itn ess .”

The Board of Registration in Pharmacy has the sole 
power of issuing “ certificates of fitness” for sale of alco
holic liquors on prescription and the sale of alcohol. I t  
feels, therefore, tha t it should have the sole power of 
suspending or revoking them. Under the present law 
local licensing authorities have the power of suspending 
and revoking such certificates which they have not the 
power to grant. They cannot make rules and regulations 
as to the carrying out of its provisions. Local licensing 
authorities alone have the power to issue “ druggists’ 
licenses,” and they alone have the power to revoke or 
suspend such licenses. I t  therefore seems desirable that 
a like privilege should be accorded the Board of Regis
tration in Pharmacy.
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