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STATE O'F NEW JERSEY 
Department of. Law and.Public Safety 

.DIVISION OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL 
·1100 Raymond Blvd. Newark 2, N. J •. , .,.· 

BULLET~N 1551 February 25, 19·64 · · 

1" ·D!SCIPtlNARY PROCEEDINGS· ... FALSE STATEMENTS IN APPLICATION -
.: FRONT - EMPLOYING CRIMINALLY DISQUALIFIED PERSON - RETAILER 
. EMPLOYING EMPLOYEE OF MANUFACTURER - LICENSE SUSPENDED FOR 

BALANCE OF TERM WITH LEAVE TO LIFT AFTER 90 DAYS UPON PROOF OF 
··coRRECTION. . 

ln the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

. VILLAGE TAP ROOM, INC. 
t/a VILLAGE TAP ROOM 
442 Valley Road 
West Orange, N •. J. 

) 

') 

) 

) 

Ho1der of Plenary Retai1·cons1.imption ) 
License C-11,. issued by the Town 
Council of the Town ·of West Orang~. ) 
... ~-------------------------·---~-------_., ... __________ ._· ... 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER 

James A. Palmieri, Esq .. , Attorney for Licensee. 
·David S. Piltzer, Esq., Appearing for Division of Alcoholic 

· Beverage Control. 

BY THE ACTING DIRECTOR: 

The Hearer has filed the following Report herein: 

Hea:er•s Report 

Licensee pleaded not guilty to the following charges: 

lo In your application dated Jan-qary 28, 1963, filed 
with the Town Council of the Town of West Orange, upon 
which you obtained your current plenary retail consumption 

. license by transfer from Marie A. Mulligan, in answer to 
Question No. 22, you falsely listed Margaret Davis, Julia 
Corbitt and Frank A. Palmieri as the holders of 98%, 1% 
and 1%, respectively, of your issued and outstanding stock 
and in answer to Question 23, yo,u falsely stated that no 
one other than said stockholders had any beneficial interest, 
directly or indirectlY:,. in th~ stock held by said stock­
holders, whereas in truth and fact ·said listed stockholders 
did, not have any beneficial interest in said stock and· , 
Charle·s Davis, Jr0, had such an interest in that he was the 
real and beneficial owner· of all of said stock; said false 
statements, misrepresentations and.evasion and suppTession 
of material facts being in violation of R.S. 33:1-25 • 

. · · 2. In your aforesaid application, you falsely stated 
fiNo" in answer to Question No. 31, which asks: "Have you 
agreed to pay (by way of rent, salary or otherwise) to 

· any employee, or other person, any portion or percentage ~f 
the gross.:. or- net profits or· income derived from the business 
to be conducted under the license applied· for?'', whereas in 
truth and fact you had .a~reed to permit Charles Davis, Jr., 
to retain all the profits anq income derived from.your 
licensed· business; in violation of R.S. 33:1-25. 

( ''1 / l 
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.· . . . .30 From on or about March 12, 1963 t.o date, you 
· .. knowingly aideq. and abetted Charles Davis, Jr.:., to exercise,, 

·contrary to'R~S~ .33:1-26.v the rights and privileges· of your 
cµrr-ent plenary . retail consumption lic~nse; in violation of 
R.S. 33:1-52~ · . . · 

· 4~ From on or about_Ma:rch-12,- 1963_ to da·te,_ ·you · . 
employed and had ~OJJD.e.cted. wi·th you in a' busi-nes.s dapaci ty 
Charles Davis,- Jr.~· a person.convicted df crimes involving 
moral turpi tudej viz_.,. conviction in .. ~he ~ssex. County Court 
of ·Quarter S:essions on March 1, .19.39 of atrocious assault 
and battery and.on March 8, 1939 of assault with intent to 
'rob and possess~on of a concealed weapon; in violat:Lon of 
Rule 1 of St_at~ Regulation NQo ·lJa ·· 

5o Fr.om on or abou't March 12, ·1963 .to date.I). you 
employed and had connected with you in a business capaqity 
Charles Davis', Jr o ~ a person,_ directly and· indirectly, 
interes·ted in the manufacturing and wholesaling of alcoholic 
beverages; 1~ viol~tion of Rule' 29 of s·~ate Regul~tion No. 20. 

60 In the.application of your predecessor-licensee, 
Marie Ao Mulligan, dated May 14, 1962, filed with the · 
Munid:lltpal Board of Alcoholic Beverage Control of the, Town 
of West Orange, upon which said Mari_e A. Mulligan .obtained 
the issuance of the current plenary retail consumption. 
license which you now hold as the t'ransferee of said.licensee, 
Question Noe 30, which asks: YVHas any individual, partner­
ship, corporation or association, other than the applicant,, 
any interest, directly or indirectly, in the license applied 
for or in the business to be conducted under said license?" 
~ras falsely answered·- "No'i"whereas· in truth and fact Charles · 
Davis,- Jre, had such an :interest in that he was the real and 
beneficial owner of Marie A., Mulligan's license and her 
licensed business; in violation of RoS., 33:1-250 

7 o In the aforesaid application of' Marie .A.. Mullig·an, 
Question Noo 31 which asks: nHave you agreed to pay · 
(by way of rent,-salary or otherwise) to any employee, or 
other person, any portion of percentage of the gross or 
net profits or income derived from the business to oe 
conducted under the license applied for?tv was falsely 

.answered WYNo", whe:reas in truth and fact Marie Ao Mulligan 
had agreed to permit _Charles Davis, Jr~, to ~etaifi all the 
profits and income derived from her licensed. business; in 
violation of RGSc 33:1-25. · 

. Se From on or about February 24, 1960 to on or about 
March 12, 1963, Marie Ao Mulligan knowingly aided and 

.. abetted Charles Davis, Jre, to exercise, contrary to 
RcSg 33~1-26, the rights and privileges of _her successive 

··plenary retail consumption licenses; +n violation of 
Res~ 33:1-52~ · 

9., From on or about February 24, · 1960, to on or about · ., 
March 12, 1963 ~ Marie Ae Mulligan employed and'-· had connecteq_.·, · 

· · wit4 her· in a business capacity Charle~ Davis, Jro 1 a perspn_· · 
c.onvicted of· crimes involving moral turpi1:;ude viz. 1 ·eonviction 

... in the Essex County Court of Quarter Sessions on Mar~h· 1, · 
· .· ·1939 of atrocious assault and battery and on Ma·rch 8, 19.39 ... 

·· of assault with intent to rob and possession of a concealed·'·.· 
· ·· weapon; in violation of Rule 1 of State Regulation Noe 13'~ 
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·.<;;::,.:,·.,, lOo From·on or about·February,-24; 1960-~o:on''Or '\ 
=· .... -,., • •. :abou~ March 12, '196.3'; Mar.le A. ·Mui11ga.ri) a···retail· .. · 

. ' .. ·licensees ' emp·loye·dv· and: had','. conn:ected with ·her··.' iri .a.:~· .. ·. 
:: ·:;:: · r· ,_. ... · · .. btl.sine.s,s .. c•apaci ~Y qha~l·es _:Davis .. ,. Jr;.··=, ~a-: ·person·j ·: · .· .·· ·;o • · 

. . :, dir_ectly ·:.or- .1ndirec.tly, intei•e.sted in ·the mariufactur;b1g'. 
· and who.~esa'ling- ·qf, ~lcoholic ·beverage~; in violation ": 
. of Rule. -·29 of ~ta te '.Regulation No. 20. 1 '.: · · . .' . · ·. · . ·; · i . .. ·'.; 

1 
. ·• A ··mo.tion was nra'de by the· attorne~ for. the: Diyi~ion,: .. : 

. and co~sented to by counsel· for the corporate . licensee 1··'. to : .. = ,·:. /.: . 

amend the ·.name_. of Frank A •. Palmieri in the ,_,;first charge_· ~o . · · .·. · 
·.;.·Jam\.-§. Al Palmieri, ;the error .being· merely typographical·. ·.I··:: : o:-.. .:::-". 

re~~.;mmend· t.hat this motion be1. granted• · · · · · .· ... -: .. ·:. · · · ... ·.· . · .\ .. > .. 
" ; ' .' ,.) ' • .f • ' ~ c' ' • ; ' ~ '' 

·_,: . , · The<Division•s ·case·was .. ~sed·.upon the r~sUits·.··of a.·.· .. 
,.Continuing· investigation of the licensee by three· ABC age~ts fr.om· 
July .311 .·1962, through May 10, 1963. The testimony of these 
agents was b~ttressed by numerous statements· or .officers· and 

·employees ·of ·the corpora t:e licensee ·as well as of· other 
-.,:witrtesses,of invoices,· checks and other instruments reflecting· 

t!te ··complained ~f trans~ction~, ·as: well as te~timOil;Y .·of tJ;iese , 
·<>:.:.·a:g~nts.··with respect·, to their personal visits on five or· six 

.. :ocdasi-ons to ·t~e licensed premises. · .. ' .· 

<<:.:· · · .. · ···In order ·to obtain a complete· picture -"of the ·totality· 
of . circumstances within the framework of· which the substance·· of 

··,·_ .. these charges was established, ·it -would be desirable· to present a 
.chrpnological sequence of the investigation as .testified to by 
.··the· ·agents. , This will ·result in. consideration ot the charges 

· t:wi thout regard to the qrder in_ which they have been set up; 
her·e ina bove. · · · .. · · 

It was established that the corporate structure of the 
.. 1-ic~ns·ee at present is. as follows: Miss Margaret Davis is the 

· · -;· - 'pr:esident and holder of ninety-eight shares of the one hundred 
: ,_. sha·re·s· issued and outstandlrig; one share each was issued to · ':-: 

Mrs. Julia Corbitt and Mr. James Palmieri (the attorney for the 
- licensee). . . . .. .· · 

. ·;-~. ;"· . . . Marie Mulligan was ~he predecessor holder of this · 
. ..:- .... :license··and had held the said license since· February 1960. · 

At . .that· time_ she purchased the. licensed ·business upon a -dow~.;., 
~- > .! payment· made of $7, 500. The. investigation further discloses. 
: _., .tha ~, prior to this alleged purchase, ·Marie Mullig·~n .·had· a -'. · · 

·~ .. < .. ~'./~small savings· account, .and .on., or about March 7,.1960, two we:e'ks 
. ···. ~_:'.·after ··the purchase of the ·.tavern known as the Village- Tap Ro.om,·· 
·\:····a. deposit· of. $5,500.was made, to· her acco\ltlt a~ .the National-'.° . 

· :state Ba'nk .. of Newark·c·. · · · · · 

:_-,· <··. . .. . ,1 • 'On th~t same day._ Charles Davis closed out a· savings· 
· .. .-~:.:.accc)unt on the Ha'.lf Dime· Savings Bank ·or Orange with a with~ 
.. ·,·, drawal o:f"-$7,661.66 .. In· a statement giyen to the ABC agents 

... ··during. the course of this investigation, Charles Davis stated 
<· :·::that he loaned. Marie· ·A .• Mulliga'n ~pproximately $20 ,ooo which .. 

-_·< ... _ .. ·.>was .used to inake improvements· in Jthe tavern and which wa-s based . 
.-.·:··. ·U.p,on .an ora.1 _tinder standing that .:Marie Mu+ligan' s aunt (one Helen 

· ·Y::'.:; Kelly) "would reimb~se .me this money if 'Marie A. Mullig_an. dld not 
,;'~:-.>:'make·· the loan good at the e·nd ··of two years.'' . There were no 
<t-wTit.ten. .. i-ndemni-fica tfon· agreements with 1 Helen· Kelly. and. the only, 
·· .. securi~y·w:.er.e·tw.o __ promisory· notes:. signed by Mrs~ Mulligan.·. 
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Questioning of·Davis.further disclose~· that he did.not know whether 
~his·money was.actually used· for the· pti.rpbase of this business. 
Qne y.ear _later the notes. remain~~ unpaid. anp. ·a promisory note 
and. cJ:ia ttel. mortgage were ~xecuted --1n ·the _sum of $25 ,.000, ·secured 

.. by:.the f~niture and fixtures. of _:the .Village Tap Roome. No money, 
exc~p:t for $100, ·has been received· by Davis_ on account as re-
payment_ of the said promisp_ry __ not.es o_. . '.. . . . 

. Davis is,-_and has been,. employed fo.r a nUlllber or' years 
as·a truck driver for the Liebmann.Breweries; Inc", 119 Hill 
Street, Orange, Na J. He· first became ·acqua,inted lrlith Mrs.­
Mulligan in 1959,: ·but denied· that -he ever worked at the Village 
Tap_ ·Room any time prior ··G>r subsequent to the ~ate of the 
trt:lnsaction _involving the $?5,000. He informed the investiga.tors · · 
-th?-t he has been at the Vlllage Tap Room approxinia·tely every 

· day f.or a period of two years. . He claims that he was keeping 
~~ eye on his investmento. · · -

. , . . On the first visit made to the licensed premises·by 
!lgen~ .B on October 22, 1962., he no.ted that Da3lis was carrying 

·._two cases of beer from one part of the premises to another. 
Davis was then questioned- as to his employment at these premises, 
part_icularly in view of the fa·ct that as an employee of Liebmann 
Breweries he was prevented,- 1.Ulder the Rules and Regulations of 
this. Division, fro~ engaging in such employment.. Davis told 
Agen.t B' that he was only giving Julia Corbitt (the manager) _a 
hand for a few days ''because she was not used to daytime work." 

. . It appears further that on November ·29, 1962, Miss 
Corbitt was interviewed and she stated that she had now become 
the manager of these premises because Mrs. Mulligan became 
mentally ill with a nervous breakdown, necessitating a short 

-. period of hospitalization and subsequent psychiatric care.­
In a· statement (marked R-1 in evidence) she stated t~at.Mrs. 
Mulligan contacted-her in May 1962 and asked her to take over the 
management :.of the taproo~'" ''About one week after she called me 
I contacted .:Charlie Davis to ask· him what I should do because 
-I don't know how to run the place(t Because there were a lot of 
bill collectors asking for their money that was owed to them 
by Marie. Mulligan." -

She admitted that she had no previous experlence in 
the·.tavern business but she took over the duties as a manager, 
waitress;, barmaid and so forth, working a tct>_tal of ten hours 

: .during the afternoon and late ·evening. Her. duties inclUded -the 
purchase or alcoholic beverages, _and she was then asked· the 
~allowing question: · 

"Q Who received the alcoholic beverages? · 

A Myself and the bartenders which were Al;_ Chet, 
Gabe and I believe Charlie Davis received a_) 
c6upl~ of times_,." 

. Since Marie Mulligan was unable. to continue any active 
_partiqipation in the latter part of August 1962, she -authorized 
~rs. Corbitt .. to Sign checks in the name of Marie Mulligan. She 
a.lso admitted that Davis "helped me out at the tavern f.~om ~ay 
1962 to the end of_July 1962" ·and Davis was given a key to the 
tavern. He also continued thereafter to "advise" her on the·;:. 
operation. ·· 

Mrs~ Corbitt further admitted that, although she knew 
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-that.·Davis held a $25.·,ooo mortgage. on this tavern,. she never 
.repaid.any money thereon. She also insisted that neither Davis 
nor Mrs:~ Mulligan received .any mon~y, from the· business but that 
Mrs·. Mulliga.n "would write ·he'rself a check .when she needed the , 

, funds•". Numerous imfoices were introduced into evidence which 
·. indicati,e ,that purchas~s of alc.oholic beverages. were approved by 

Dav·is.. .Many .of these invoices were· marked "OK c . .,D~". There 
wer-e. also.c~ecks which were made payable to Davis and which 
he cla·imed to be reimbursement for monies advanced by him • 
. However, no ·records were produced to show what these advancee were 
and for what purpose they were used·e 

. . 

··There was a check #262·, dated October 6, 1960, made 
·pay~ble to Charles Davis in the amount of $200, by signature 

· of. Marie A. Mulligan. ·The check was· .endorsed "Food freezer for 
Kitchen -.Charles Davis9 11 ·navisv explanation for this check was. 
that he purchased this food freezer for the business and he was · 
reim~ursed by Mrs. MulliganC) Another check #293, dated October 
19, 1960, m~de payable to James Ae Palmieri in the s'Um of $200, 

: .. wa~ _ s,igned by Marie A. Mulligan and endorsed· by ~ames A. 
· f>allDie.ri and Davis. · His explanation was "I merely cashed this 

'· . ,. ·~he.clt for him upon his request.'' He explained check #482, dated 
January 9, 1961, mad.a payable to George Diakow 1n the sum of 

. $60.6'3, and check #494, dated January 16, 1961~ payable to 
·.Ryer Mal-one in the .. sum of· $85. 50; check #496, dated January 16 ,· 
· 1961,. ·in the sum of $18 for Christmas decora,tions; check #1515, 
·dat.ed·A.pril 25, 1962, made payable "to Charles Davis fn .th~·sum 
of $500,.a,nd check #1634, dated July .3, 1962, made payable.to . 

. _ Edd;ie . Haze.11. in the sum of $150, all of· whic_h were eridorse.d by 
.. :: . ·.Dav~~, B:s being reimbursements for money loaned t_o ~~so. Mu;tl~gan 

- ·when she was· 111'. Davis also stated that he was reimbursed 'in 
· the 'sum of $475 for, a payment made by him to the Federal Govern­

ment for taxes owed by the licensee during Mrs. Mulligan's illness. 

, . · . , · After repeated a tt~mpts, agents finally interview~d · 
Mrs •. Mulligan and obtained a written statement. (D::ll. in 
evidence) from her on December 4, ·1962, In this-•tatement . 

. which was prepared in the presence of her attorney MrC> Palmieri, 
she stated that she purchased the subject licensed premises 
from Anthony Adelizio in January 1960 for $7,500, which sum 
came from her savingse She could not reca~l, nowever, from 
)That bank the money was withdrawn, nor were. those records 
ever produced. She then received $25,000 from Davis whom she 

·had. known since 1959~ In addition 3 to the ·alleged oral promise 
·:.·or .. ·h~r aunt to secure repayment, she execulted two promi_sorr 

._notes to Davis dated March ~5, 1961 and April 2, 1962 •. The 
first note bore no interest; however, the latter one bore .in­
terest at six per cent(!) and was secure.d by a chattel mortgage • 

.. No payments were ever made by her on account of this indel;>tedness • 
. . The money was used to make ·repairs to the tavern and was .advanced 

.. to her "as I needed .. it for the· repair of the tavern~ It. was 

.. usually cash or certified check.,~' In this statement ·she was 
asked the following questions: . 

"Q I understand you have been ill for a period· 
of timeo Will you tell me when this occurred 
and ·ror how long a period of time were you 
une:tble to attend to the business of the Village 
Tap Room? 

A Since app~oximately May of 1962. 

" Q Who took charge of the Village Tap Room in YRur 
absence?. 



PAGE' 6. 

~ ' _· : -~ ' f • •• ' • : 

•• :· w • f • . .• . ~ ~ 

' BULLETIN 1.~ 51 

A My cousin, Julie Corbitto 

Q Did Charles. Davis help you. out at the Village 
Tap R,oom d~ing that pe'riod of time? · · 

A Charles Davis did manual labor at the Village 
Tap Room· during my illnes-s. When I received a 
letter from your Division his -·services were 
discontinued. 

Q Did Charles Davis ever order any alcoholic 
beverages or accept any deliveries of alcoholic. 
beverages for the Village Tap Room? 

·A To t.he best of my knowledge, No., 
* * * * * 

Q How do.you explain the fact that various in­
voices were found at the Village Tap Room from. 
April. 1960 through July 1962 which bear either the 
name or initials of Charles ,Davis and that some 
of these invoices are circled as OK by Charles Davis? 
I how show you these invoicesu 

A I.do not know. I was not present." 

She· then denied that Davis had received any. salary or· I:»rofits 
from' this business and stated that she received no set $alary, 
although she states that she drew about $1,200 a year. She was 
then asked the further question with respect to Davis' affiliation 
with the business: -

"Q In-the signed st~tement giveri to Inspector· of 
the ABC, Charles Davis stated on 7/31/62 that 
during your illness he would keep an eye on·the 
business and if.he saw something that required 
your attention he would tell you. How was · 
Charles Davis so farniliar·with the business that 
he would be able to know wh.8.t·required your · 
attention? · ' 

A In an emergency~ Charlie Davis would give aid to 
Julie Corbitt, if. the need ar-ose. '·' 

She.fur.ther sought to explain two checks ~ssued to Charles Davis 
in.the sum of $500 and $100 by saying that these checks must be 

. for "purchases" made by him11 · 

An examination.of the invoices (marked D-8 ~n evidence) 
.. _shows· that a number of invoic,es for soda, stamps, food products, 
. radio and te.levision repairs and ·restaurant and bar eq.uipment ( 
- and supplies covered purchases by this tavern and the invoices 

were endorsed by Charles Davis either by signing.the full name 
·-.or affixing the initials CoD. or OK C.D. In addition, this 

exhibit contains twenty-two invoices reflecting purchases of, · 
.. alcoholic beverages, all of which indicate the receipt of this. '.. ' 
. merchandise by Charles Davis who_ endorsed these invoices '.'OK C~D. '' 
·It should be pointed out tha.t several of ·the deliveries of · · · · 
alcoholic beverages were made by the Liebmann Breweries, Inc. where 
Davis was employed; indeed, he signed these invoices on behalf of .! 

that company as its driver and delivery-man~ Exhibit D-9 in 
evidence contains ninr:: checks signed by Marie Mulligan during 
1960 through 1962, made payable to or endorsed by Davis. 
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Cont:tnuing their investi,ga tion, th~ agents rev.isi ted 
the premises on J~nuary 18, 1963$ ·They testified that they saw 

. Davis ~tanding pehind the bar wea1Jing a bar apron, .and .two 
customers were seated at the bar drinking beere No other person 
was behind the bar with Davis 0 When Davis saw th~ agents·, whom · 
he immediately recognized, he immedia teli came from behind the . 
bar·. The other man then put orJ. the apron and went behind the bar. 
~n hi~ stat~ment, referr~d to hereinabove~ Davis denied te.nqirig 
the bar. on this occasion.. · 

Mrs0 Mulligan sought to sell this business, and the 
contip.uing inv~stigat:l-on by thi.s Division, according ·to the 

. testimony, shows that on March 12, 1963, a transfer of the 
license was ·granted by the local ·issuing authority to the 
Village T~p Room, Inc., a corporation newly organized, and the 
pr·e~ent stockholders set forth hereinabove were its incorporators 
_and. officers. 

The.agents.then interviewed anq obtained a $tate~ent 
from Miss.'Margaret c. Davis (a sister of Davis) who liv~s at 
the s~e address a·s ·does Davis<> She is listed as the president 
anQ. ninety-eight per cent~ shareholder qf the newly formed· 
.corporation. In her statement she stated that she .. had never had 
any experienc~ in a tavern business but she purchase·d it . · 

· becauae her·brother.told.her that this would be a good invest­
ment. In her statement (D-14 in evidence) she set forth the ~erm~ 
of' the transaction in the following language: 

"An agreement was reached between myself a;nd 
Mari'e Mulligan where I personally and as nead. of.the 
new corporation., V_illage Tap ·Room, Ince) would ~.8'~ume 
all debts of Marie Mulligan.? t/a. Village Tap Roolfl, · 
tha~ is tne $25,000.00 chattel mortgage pl~s.all 
interests due on same© Marie Mulligan was to 
receive no money from the.sale of the business, 
however, she would be released from th~ debts~ ~n 
indemnifying agreement was signed by me to this 
effect, dtd0 1/25/630 Also a bill of sale dated 
13 March, 1963 was executed and signed by Marie A. 
Mu).ligan0 At this date no money has exchanged hands, 
however 3 I have a tentative agreement, verbally with 
JnY brother Charles Davis to repay· him the $25,000.00· 
plus the· $5,000aOO int~rest as follows·~ every tnree 
months$300a00 on the principal plus $100..,0Q _towards 
the interest. This arrangement depends on hpw the 
business goes. ~o my knowledge Marie A0 Mulligan 
signed the consent for the ·sale of the license. n 

She further stated that she had purchased the building in which 
the tavern was loqated on March l,· 1963, for $25,000, on which 
she made a down-payment of $13,000o · 

+n support of the Division's charge of the motiv~tion 
that generated Davis' action in purchasing and operating.this 
license in the na.mes of Mrs .. Mulligan and his sister Miss · . 
Mar~aret Davis, the Division introduced into evidence (Exh. il)it .. 
D-3) a certified copy of the record of conviction in the Essex · 
Coµnty Qourt of Quarter Sessions on March 1, l939, and on ·· 

,March. 8, 1939, of the respective crimes of atrocious assault .. . 
and 'battery, assault with intent to rob, and possession,. of~ con-· 
cealed w~apon, which convictions are against Davis, the person 

·mentioned hereinQ Thes·e convictions are for crimes involving 
moral. turpitude. On the fj .. rst charge he was sentenced to. five 
to eight yeav~- in State Prison on March 10 j 1939" , Davis ha$ · 
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· '~,-::.:; \:;:,;;1t:tneJV.e.r had his disqtialificatiori removed,. and admitted to the . 
;::.\fJagents during q.uest~oning that in his answer -to the "e~ployment 

:-·;· -~;·~r·,:: :".:-'._questionnaire 'filed with· h:lls employer, the "Liebmann Breweries, .. 
;:··,' ~ .: .... '.·:-.r:he falsely ,denied ·-that he· had ever. been -convicted. ,of a crime • 

.. ·· ·. ~-- ·.The Dlvision, therefore, co:ntends that,. since .. he wcis c,riminally 
·:,-1 . disqualified from being .actively engaged ·1n the .alcohqlic 

'· 

... .: . 
.: .,•} 

·' • • : • ·~J : I 

·beverage. industry, he us·ed the $Ubter.fuges· .as he~rei_nabove de·scribec 
. . . 

. . ·. . 

At. the conclusio'n of the Division's .. ·case a motiori. was 
made by the :attorney for the licensee for dismissal of the charges 
on the ground.that no affirmative evidence has been introduced in 
support thereof .but that_ the. case is based upon ·"merely a 
suspicion, maybe a strong suspicion, that everything was not as 
it should have been but .certainly no proof sufficient to which we 

. are. called upon to_ defend-,Q" I recommend that this· motion be denie< 
. . 

The licensee produced as witnesses.in, its.behalf 
Margar~t'. C'<» Davis, Julia Corbitt, David' Amster and· Charles Davis_ • 

.. . Margaret Davis essentially reiterated the information given to the 
ag.ents in the statement here_tofore: referred. to, ··and deniep that 

::.her. brother ·was the actual owne·r of the business" She·- -stated that 
she was not aware of any. indebtedness other .than. ·the_ chattel 
mortgage in the sum of $25,000 and approximately $s;qoo interest 
due thereono However, she was prepared to mee.t. any other out-

. standing indebtedness which was not brought. to her .. ·at~ention up 
to this timee · · 

With respect to the chattel mortgage, s·he stated that, 
to her knowledge, there was one payment made thereon in the sum . 
of $300 and that, according to the arrangement, she was obligated 

.. to pay $100 a montho She reiterated that her brother Charles 
"lmd ·.no connec tlon or aff ilia t:Lon with this business. 

On cross examination Miss Davis stated that she wa-s not 
familiar with any of the accounts payable, and referred such 
matters to ... her accountant. She also· stated that the trc;i.nsaction· 
was consummated without Mrso Mulligan receiving any monies, and 
in fact Mrs~ Mulligan was not represented by·counselo Mr. ·palmierj 

,- was the only attorney who participated in the transaction, and 
he represented hero 

She further admitted that she entered into an oral 
arrangement wj_th Julia Corbitt ·whe.reby Mrs .• Corbitt was to manage 
the business, and was to receive twenty~five per cento of th~. 
profits thereftoDmo S_he was then aske'd the follow&ng questions; 

"Q Are you aware that Question No. 31 (of your 
application for the transfer of your license to 
the corporation) reads, WHave you agreed to pay 
(by way of rent, salary or otherwise) -to any 
employee, or other person, any portion or 
percentage of the _gross or net profits or· income 
derived from the business to be conducted tinder.the 
license applied for?' and you answer,d, 'No'? · 

A I don't remember that particular question. 

_Q Is that correct? 

A It.evidently is~" 

Miss Davis then was questioned about the purchase. of 
the building for which she made a cash payment· in the sum of 
$13,,000o She explained that approximately $8~000 of that sum 
was taken from her sister's safe deposit box which she explained 
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· , .. ·,, .'~~s .' being kept . for ·her for eme;eg'ency purposes. ' She. ke,pt . no . . .. 
. · r~c,.ord_ ·o,f. the amount that she· gave to her ·sisteri.· ·nor .. did_ s.he·· ·._ ._ .. '.- . 

.. '-':'ret~ilJ. ,any -r.ece:ipts therefor. Upon the withd~awa·l. ·of· this··am~~~· ... 
,., .. she· ·.-s~at.ed tba t she had a total of $300 lef~, ··for .:em~-rgency ':. < ... ~·. 
· ·:J):url>os.es·. · · .·_. :. · . ·; ... _, 

. · ·she was. -then questioned about tl~e .a~vances'·1nia~e _by··be,,::<· .. ~ .. -·.·'"" 
br,o·ther to Marie M}llligan in the· sum of $25,000, .and ._she d~sc-;I.aialed<.··· .. ·< 
an,y.knowl~dge thereof. She also st·ated that she_kn.ew.that- ··her··:.~ .... · ::-:,'. 

· · br9ther had a criminal record but prQf essed ignorance. of. tn• ·'tac.t ·: · 
,that this would constitute ·a disqualification of· his ·.1awflil .. · ... 

· par.t~c~pati~n in the alcoholic beverage ~n!3-ustry. · 

. The witness was then questioned apout the income,·ancf 
e~penses of this business, and admitted that.she had no · "·: 
knowledge of whether the business was making ·oa prortt._ . -Sh'e>. ·· .. · 
stated that hhis was handled· by the1 accountant for. the: .11e.·en;s·ee '. .. · . . . 

.. an.d that· _in fact she bad never received a writ~en p:ro·fit· ·arid'·lqs_$>'.. · .. 
's.t~teiiient ·or report from the accountant, or anyo~e: ei·se.· H~weve.t, .. 

· :.. whilE;l .she -personally has . never.received a:q.y pi;-of~ts.,, . ~h~- wa~·' assur~4- · 
.·' .... by her accountant that all bi+ls are ~eing paidl · .. · . · .-·, : .. · 

. . · _This -witness returned at an adjourned hearing .of· .t~s'.:: ·r · 

· •·. matter .and recanted on that portion of her previous -testimony. 
· .'W'herein ·she testified·· that she had entered into a ve:rbal · 
ar~angeme.nt to pay a fixed percentage to Mrs. Co:J.9bitt. .S·l).e.~ .. 
stated .. that act~lly this.oral _agreemen'tf was .. ~n her· own mind·,. 
and that she was really quite confused when she previously . 
te$ti;fiede She .was then· asked by me: · · 

"Q Why were you· confus.ed the ·other day? 

·A I guess it.· was the first time being on t;be stand·~·'. . 
It wasn't because of .the treatment; I don't me$n · 
that •. I was confused, I rea+ly.·was. I .. never ;·bad.·" 
testified or anything whatever. It was ·brand. n-wr 
to me. But I did say that the <;>the:r day." 1_ 

Sbe was then aslted·, "Did you mention a percentage ot,.prpf1ts ~o 
:-.Aer without speeifying what percentage?" and she answ~r,d,. · ... · 

.:. "l· really told her I w~s .going to give her a bonus· at t~e. en4 
·. ' ot· the year." · 

' ~' ·, 

'':- '' - •' ~ 

"Q · Bu.t you did not agree it would be· based· ·upon· · 
.. a: percentage of the profits? . 

.A No, out .. I hoped it would be. n . 

Julia ·corbitt testified that she holds 6ne abar.e. 9.f ... ··," 
·~:'.-.:.:stock· in: the present corporate licensee and thµt_ S..he is ezuployed 
. . ·a:$ .the, manager for· these· premiseso She had no priQr. exp~rlence··_ 

. .'~·<.·in thi.s activity. She ~ook over the management or. this ·bus1ne~s 
· ·; wlien Marie Mulligan {her first cousin) became lll, She stated· .. 

. :-::_ ·th8i t Marie Mulligan is an alcohQlic and actually walked ·out ;or, ... 
·:··'.>the.business :1,n May or June 1962. Th~s·w1tness·wa~ the-one:who' 

.· <::}::~ntroduced Davis {whom she had known_ 'for eight or nine: Y•.a.rs: · 
. ·.:,·pza,ior · the~eto) .. to ·Mrs. Mul].i-gan .and was responsible rot. lli,~: . ·. 
:. ~dvancing the a·pproximate sum of $i5,000·to Mrs.·Mull1g.an at" 

.... , ··the: .tim.e· o.f ·_and in ·furtherance of t}'l:e ptircha.se of the· busine~·s: 
, .. -ln · 1960. When :she took ove'r the management;, she p·erfo~med,' . 
·~many duties, including ti:iat· of, cook,. waitress1 ·port~r a_nq so«· 

..... ·f'orth~ ._ She· never re·ceive_d a,. fixed s~.lary;_ ins1·stea· .. that she, 
.. worked .actually for no salary·.·and received her, fr.ee rent, J, 

. '· . . ' . . 



... 

utilities ·-and money· for ·food for. herself-· and -her ,f9~. ,<!l}ilql\~.n .. 
. ·.-:She::.:.s:t,ate.d : ~hat .. her food bills ·generally· averaged .. 'a bo~"t! :·)~~O. .. ;. -~ 
Ja:1~. wetek,:· and.·she. would: make pay-out slips whiGh :MeJ::'.e·,: ~~:nEf.d.:: .. cr1rer 
to.:::·her. ::a-ce.ountant·e ···.,Norte ·of these slips, ·how9.ver.,. =.w~.f? .. ·_pr;qd.µ9_e,d 
at this hear'ing. She did not know whether the busin'?~~:.,9Pe:i:;~,ted 

.at·a profit or at.a loss, and stated that she was not really·· 
·"·":':;-1'·. honc:er.ned a:bo.ut .this since this was .. handled by .. the »accountant • 

. : ":t~.:-~.'}~_:{:> :.<.~· ,, . .. :<:. ·: ... -. : : . . .. ·., . . . . ' ", . ' : . : . . .· ,. :_»:-·., .; .. _ .;.: 

.... ,". ~,; . . : .. :··.~~ . "-,·"She· turned over the key ·to the premises'. to .-Da.v:ts;·:~.:"· :,·; 
> -.·-,:-' Whe;t °:'-~he·'.··ha(i: ··to. go· to "the. -seashore to 9a.re for her, sick 'C_hj_;ld, 

. but ···returned when She was· informed that Davis was: unab1'e, ·fa)·f/:; 
continue the act"ive-manag·em.ent af'ter he was advised··by ·this< .. 

· ,; _Di v~~;i.on tha ~·.he was criminally disqual:J_f ied . from such employment. 
:>she · fur_th~r .. insisted that she had not entered' into !.any agreement 

Wi ~p_- .~S '•, JtJull-ig.an .for any salary, but ;::hoped that . she :.'WO'uid.·.:. i · 

. re:9 .. eive _a_ ·bonus at the' end ·of each yearo · · · · · .. ·i· . · . .-.·;:.J 
>~'.; ·:::·. ·t-:--.. ·~t:~. \. 0

!;
0 

_ .. : ,-, '.. -. • • •• • ,~: .:· : r.·; ·, 

:.~-.?..:>·_:_i~.5:.~~ ,·),:·.' .--~s·he ·was· 'que'stioned ·closely on. cross :examin~tion .. ab~ut 
. ~~·::_.:·th~' va)•:f<:fus· lnvotces whi'ch -:~ier'e, ·signed. "C. Davis". or·.''''-.C~D~' tt .>:·: . 
.(;; .. '"Her:· e'~pla·n-S.tfolj _'W~s-·t:q.at ·they· were probably. s:igned:_bf:·••Ga."DeJ•·-.:who 

was. then employed -:as· a bartender and, in :any event, she· ;deriied 
.. ~nowledge of .. the fact that this merchandise was ever received 

,,:~::i ;l;>i :P.av'._1.s·-.:_: .. '_Sl).e ·was·, then. asked the, following question: . 
~,=:~:·:~-::~:! ·1 •• • : ' •• •• r:'.:, " , . · •. < · · · · · · ~ · : . , . · . . .. 

, --' i·~: .. >.\··: -: .... ,'.Q. D~d ·he. (Davis)· in any way indicate ··to ·you or·"'· .. :,, .. , 
~- '.' ~- _. . _,_·_ ' . .' .. ·. d19.. yo_u know ··in· any way ··rrom ·your · convers'a·.ti'oris ·;' 
·: ..... ;.-_,.,j' .. ,; · · ·· wfth 'him· that he was in fact .either the .oW!ler·:·-

,., ... ~._ ... :·:.····'··of' ·that :tavern and Marie.Muiligan's name.-··was ··on· it 
·or he had ·anf interes·t ·in· the tavern as> far 'as···. 
<?.wners~~P WB:S concerned? 

· !a- I kn_ew he had an interest in the tavern as ·far 
J·./-··.: :~ ': <_ ~·~'-' . · : :a·s-- ownership; I_ khew ·he bad loaned Marie Mulligan 

<;~~ii;~~~h~);;;:t::~!s~a~;sth:~t~;i~:~:~v;~ •:~~ ~~t~~;=· ~:~fits 
.. < .... :· .... : .. · ·_·;, · : .... _Sh.~ .. -Was. ·ri.µ-ther questioned with respect to ':·the:- · ..... 
~a.:rr.ari'gements: that she:'had with Miss Davis. ·-she -stated·(.tha~ ., 
Miss Davis did not know what her financial arrangements· ·were 
with .. ~rs'"·· Mulligan. but. th~ t, . so far as Miss Davis. was concerned, 

· ··all >t11at she was· ~-to· r·ecei ve ·was free rent- and- utili.ties. Miss 
.. Davis also told her that she would receive a bonus at the end 
_·.>·of .the year.-·. She emphatically denied that she actually took 
.... '._any money from the business for food, but· stated that she would 

. · :-.9,,iV~;I'.~_,,_som~. of .. tl:le food purchased for the tavern for her own 
.,,{~,; ;-~$-~;:>;a~d· .·.th~ t_. ~he . b:Llls ·tJ:ia t ·were· ttirned over, to· -t~e a?c.oun,tant 
· .:,.:.,;:_: .. '~~#~t~act.uall~; ·bills·.· .. ~or purchases· made ·by. the tavern and ··no:~ on 

_:·;:,~,:>; .. p._et:.J';:·~wn_ .. :.:. ··;~c·c<?~ ~ •·. · · - < . '. · , :·;' · , · · 
- ... ~· ~ ·~· .. 

. . ·::'·, ·::~'.·::>· :-.,'·. : .. '_:.~,.·; D~vld .. Amster, '-th_e· ac<?Otµltant· for·· the __ corpora~e. :_;·,, __ ·· .. 
:,,, .. _·:1i.cetiS:.ee:/ .. test:ified· that, according to the records given:.to·:him 
~-~··;.·,_-':··b.~,L~~s';_:.;Mul'l:Lgari,-_ the_ ind_ebtedness· to Davts ·~as· or· D'ecemher ::1960 
'.'.,· wa.s:.~<.$~l-°'900.;' iHe was th.en told that a. chattel mortgage -.1n:·.the . 
. ,, s~· ·o.t;.:., $·25,;9bo : wa.-s. execµt<?d. by Mrs_. Mulligan·" an~. the· ,.diffe~.ence 
' ... · oet·wee.ti · .. $21,000 and $25 ;-ooo represented accumulated .int~r~ls:t~ . · 

;" .).:)· ~ ~ ' : : . : . _.'.. ·, i . ·.' . ·· , ·; ·. . · .. _ . • ... : ___ . . · ··: J • • · • _ . • r i ·· • • . '. • • • .; , . -: · • • -::.· , • . • • ., 

•• ::·~ :.:··-:- ·'"~: • • • j .. . \ • 

... ·_, ·· " . -~ .... - .. ·.,.:He. ~ t~th.er~ · ex_plai.ned'"th~ t Mrs· o · Mitll!°g'a·n .:took. out ... ·very· 
:-_·ii.ttl;.e .. £rqn;(:tl;le .. btisiiie.ss. b~c'.a,us·e the· business· showed·' ·practically · 

.·. 'i16'.'pr;o,fi.t'~·~, ·".F''or: the, y.~ar 1960 the "books "refleqt a '·pror1:·f·of; ' . 
. $1, :too;· iiL "1961 a· profit of $938. 73., ··and in· 1962· ·a'.-pro':t:i:-t··~d'r$i, 341. 
·.He furthe~.:, explained_ that. he determined the r_eceipts on~r 

.. .;_.,· "c..... 



.'~:·-·as ·they· were shown on· the· bank .. statements that we.rEL.deliV:ered"< 
.... ·:>·:~o him~. -~nd· d·etermined ··the· ··expenciittires by the~·:vouchers'.:"tl'iat· .. ,· · 

.• ··········::'~~re···~r~~:::e:r:::Q:mi~tio!lraslt~r •··.·~d~~t~ed '·~~·~} .. :~thit.i{~~n .. ·· 
· · ... ·:.deposit~.· re.r+·~·cted. i.n .·_the .. ~n~. ~ic.qciuµ.t,,. he, had .. ))c~fJqai.-.·.of'> ... ·

1 
.... ::<.·· . · · 

· .... v.~~tf~i-ng , o:r.· .... Qheg-k~ng :. oq.: t_he·: ·~c· ~~L rec·e.~:Pt.$ · :cir·::··.~~~s.~i"· .. 1:l~{:l~~~:~:S.J 
he: dapenQ.ed ·entir.ely upon what·· was· told -to him<or: :·wna..t·_:W~$ ... :· · · 

. act~lly d~pos:tted. .~o~ too, "with the :capital s:tructµre· of''--the. · 
. · ::.1i9e~see. ·,He ·wa-s the·reupqn examined wi'Ph riespect to _the net value .. : .. -':.: or. ~·the business·•'. · ... ' '' ' ' ........ : . -,:, ' ' .. · .. ';" ' ' ' ' '.· . ' ". .· ·, .· ' ' 

··' . '.. ,., ' ' . ·, . ' ' . . . ' 

' ' • ' ' \ • ': ~ '. ' ' ' I; I J T .' ' ' •' 

.,;··_ .... ,. .. ·nQ· .So "t~t your:'.·records· show tnat no investment was 
. :,_·" .. ' · .;.:' ~ade :·by·· Ma~ie ~u+ligan in a:cqtiiril}g· .-the: .. b.u~~neEfs. 
· .··,"from ·her own ftl.nds? · · · ·. · · : ·. · .... ..: ·. 

' ' ' ,I •• ·1 •• •,,. • • I·. ' . ' ' I. • • I 

., ' . ,· 

' , r.~~!;e~~)"hat ···~ \.ta s tcjld by Mrs~. Mulligan; . that. is · 
' I ~: .• 

. ::.· .Q ::.:-:~mx·t .a.1:i ., the·;. mon~y·· .came ,_,:r~·om. · cha'.r.1es .. riav1~1 ·· 
'' ' : :' ' ' ' ' ' ; ' ., ' ':'. ' ·.:. ,; " •' ' '~ ' ' I ' " ' ' ' ; ,: • •, ' I I' ,, ' ' • ' ' ' ' ' ' '11 ' ' ' • • ' • ' • ', 

·"»A·· T~t,is what· my ·records show;.· loans payaQle 'to 
.. Mr.'. ,Da\Tis, $21,90Q. " · . . . _ · .. . . . . ... ; . ' 

. . ' '·~. 

:':.Q":··Wh~J~hf1s.· the· to.tal. money. inv.·e:st.e.a:. lh--.the" ... buSin~ss? .· 
•• ' ,•' I • ,. ' ' • .., ,' ., ' ' .'· ' •• ' • • , ' • • • I ; . 

1 ••• ·.' 

... · :>: .... : .... A :·'.correct~·" .. : ·. :".· : · ..... . _:. 

j.}i;, '1, . < \ ,. ClJ!lrl~s n:viS qenied 1t~e gravamen of the charges, in so 
·J;.}:~:.~::'.Yi--\>tar ·as they _J!;elated .. to·'. his -~·s·so.c1a:t1on, participation or . ": . 
·· 1(:~:;(((\<:.::'_'attilia tion: in .. the co~.pc»:ra te: .. i1·certsee . except in· .,so." far·. as·.-. ·such 

·."·}.;i:?.>::·":Y)··\:·::.·te·~:t~jno.nr as· i-.e1a·tas · ~~" h.~S." p9s~,t1on a.s. a mortgagee· ·the·reo'f'.• .. " .· · 
J(.~:f/.;-{::::\.,:·lfe· ~ $t~t~d tha,t.· he .. is .:pres.el'.ltiy ~J'.llploy.ed. {an~ has; 'been to~ so•e · . · 

·;'.:.~,::.i.::::; .. ·,-.·.:\<·: •. time·"·here~of'9re). with 1:,ie.l:>mann· Breweries, and gives·~ the· following 
·i;_;J'~:\ .. '.:·:'.:~:·-.:·"":·pict-µr·e ·or his past dealings·.~s they_ relate hereto: Six month$ .. " .. : 
;:/:y,;;.;;::,:-,.:'.'.;·~:. {)I'~o~ · toJ th~, purQ~se of. the t·~vern by Mrs •. M~ligan, he gave her . 

.''.·.;;i;i~\:~',.:
1

'.:\'·:-.. ::>'..131000: and thereafter loap.~9, h~r sums of money. from time to .time 
-... ~~::~:;/;.;;,:·:,.;:· "h1ch aggregaged the· sum .or $25,00p. She exec-µ.ted .a note but 

. ::·/: ... ~~<~<t.:.''./·· .pa14. ·nothi~g on that ... note.· for .. the fir·st y~ar. ····In 1961 she . . . : . 
. ·.,·'·_<?'./~t;y;.:);'..'. .. ::$·xec:-q..teq ... ~:Qother note in the.-su~· or $25_,000·which,. he explains, · ... 
·:·\"':';"·:"-:'::;:.):.'..>:r.ep~esented· .. a total-'>~- $22,000"plus the $).,000 she had taken from him 

... ""·;<·:.:?_:./ .. _.priO,r.·. to :th8.t ·~ate.»·~ ..... All or this was ·noted i?l a ·black ·book which .. 
· ·. '.: · .. fi:'·:<:"::-,.,h~· no·· 1-onger has. in his pos.s.e$s1on •. He never ·demanded ·any .. paY?l.ent 

· .::.:·:::.x: .. :·:..:::> .. o~. -.~~e· first·not.e and ~hen ~d .... :the 'Qhattel "mor1'g~ge· exec~ted by . 
· "· . < ·:·M~s .... MUlligan : in ord,e~ ·to secure payment o.r ·the sec.and no~e ~ .. 

·· '.·:::·Arter .. this. ·traneac;:tion··he sta·tea· that he.: woUlci co?Jie .. down tp· ~he 
):.:;. taver·n: .. •nd:" help out arQ:\Uld.· .~he'.J>lac~.; but.·: he never P.ar;~icipa_te·di 

.<·,::·::1Ji"~:ts .... management.· .;._.:-
1 
.. .:-··,- .. ·· · ... · · · ·· ·•· · 

'· .-;;: .. c ". ' " " .. · " ' ' ... ''. ' " '' '. : ·, . "· ":' ' ' ' ' ' . " : .· ,.· ' ' ' .. : . . 
· ; ... ,: .. .,:· .. >:':·'.: .. : ... .''.. , .. · \ .. · ".· A nw1fber of'" 1nvo1ce·s" .. :in ·t.he exhibit:- D~:S"'. .. wer·'e'~sh9~~ :t_o 
. ;·/',~_.::<}) >.;h':l.m' ·tor ver·1fi'c.a ti'ori of.' his· 's:l'gna ture, and 'h~s a.n.s)ler: 't~)~m:o$~~::~;;, 

;·, .. >·?"::;:;;.:.:::··~·:" C).t. "the .Ql.les··ti~~$ .was 1.·tha·t.'. ·.t}iey :·might"'. ~1PO$S1blyn .'·~.e" his~ ae ... :~· . 
· i:.?;;::::· .. ;.:.;1.·a·dmitted .. J~ha:.t"he.·eould.'·have· rec.eived· some or the> merchandise, 

••• '·
1
::.::\:}'J/ ·";'b~t.:.·he .·.~9~~~.ct.:th~~~ · ·s .. om~: o.r-·t~e" ··s·1gna tures p~por~ed· .'t9 .·be~-,~~s 

• : .-"_.:
1.>>::-:.: .. ;.'. ): :we.t~ ... ac.·t,.l:Lt:·;:end:Q:r$.e(l._. by .. h~~·· .. However, .. i;n ans~~r'.,to : mr·.:'. _: .• 

:.'.-. 1 .. ·\':;;~.';~ ........... :qU.es·t1on.~-.'l~e ... ··S:tat·e~·"" .. th~t )';le· .. _:d·i~,: no.t.· ~uthor1ze :anyp~e els(! to .. 
(',1~W;'S.f~°:'.'-~,·,~s 13e~:~r-, · : , · > , . ·. ·. · ·•.. . >. > · •.... · · :·, 

. ',' ,:r::··:·:'.:··\//'.;-.'~_\.:··~- ...... ·,'-,:'. :.:.> ... <:?:Jie:_·~.:~id!::>,id:entify .. ·the,· stgn~t~e.s' :on seve:ra.l ' .. d'elive·ry' s~i,p~( ' 
: ... >.:r. .. '.:;-,·,:·~ .. :".-\.s~riom .. : .. tiie/!iielimanrfJ3rewerle.s".as" being $igned by. him ·as'" .. driv.er ... · .... ·._ ... , ... 

.. , .... ': .. :·y::·/::>.~::-.>tor·:·/that<·¢·omp~nY'.~/.: .... H.e .e~pl~.:Lri~d. the .vari9.us .. :check~ _which .. ~ere .. ::· 
'.·:-<·<<7.":<>1ntr.'oduced·~ .iritci ev'iden.c·e· 'as ·repre·s·enting.,. r.e·imbursements to· .. 'him· . ~ . 
· "·":"·I .. /'. :';.tr.o~ Jti~ ..... M:µ;tig·ari· for · mon~t whic.l?- ·ne . "loaned"" to ·the buslness· -.. · · 

' ~ "' ., :~ . ' • ' • • • • ~ ~· 1".. :' .• ••· •.• 
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· d~'ing .its daily. operations··.·· 
.. ; 

. The w.j,tnes·s ftµ'~her .insisted that, after he· receive.d 
_·the.;notifi~ati-on front this Diy-ision that his employment at his 
tavern conflicted lawfully .with_ ·hi& employment at the Liebmann 

, J3rewe,~1es,: lie. di~cOntinued · any ·further work and ha:s .. not·," ::_ -· . · 
.. performed. ariy ~servi'ces el ther on a compensatory or non- ·. · .· 
· c_ompen~a tory. basis'. . · - · 

' . . 
. . . . . 

"He explains his presence at the bar on January 18, 
196?, as follows: When the agents came in he was ·speaking to 

. Gabe. (the bartender) and told him that· ·he recog~ized ·the two 
·o-:agents, and ·"You better serve them if they want to get served." 

He d~nied that he had an apron on and was asked the following: 

-~Q Did you have a towel or something in your hand? 
· Do ·you know? 

A Well, I ~now I was cleaning my care I coul~ have 
·had a rag in my· hand, yes." · 

. ' 

. He further stated that his arrangement with his. 
sister_ when she took over the license as the major stockholder 
was that .she was to pay him $100 a mmnth and, if he _wanted · 

i reimbursement of the mo'nies due to him, his sister sq.id, 
''Any time you want the. money, feel you heed money, want to use 

··i~, I'll· go down and cash in stock and I'll pay you. 11 He was 
: fU.rth~r ~sked to explain why he told the ABC agents on their 
first visit that his name was Charles Willi~ms and~that he 

.. ,worked· at ·a gas station. · His explanation for that was· that they · 
· · had not. identified themselves and he didn't· feel that 1 t" was -
. : necessary to .give them his true name. . ; 

. .. At this.point it wa~ stipulated by counsel that ·this 
·witness will admit· that he was convicted of crimes involving 
moral turpitude· and that he was' therefore' 9riminally 'dis~-. 
-q:Ualif+ed .from partic~patmgg in any way in the alcoholi'c · 
.beyerag e . fnd us try. 

. . 

. . . . On cro-ss ·examination he was asked whether his· ·s'igna ture 
. on ··the ~nvoice reflect~ng purchases made by this tavern "from the · 

Haw,thorne Lumber Supply was his signature. He denied· that it was .• 
He was- then asked whether .or not he admitted that that was his 

"'..signature during a hearing on· an application to remove. his .. 
disqualifi'cation which toak place on April 22, _1963. ·His answer 

. was, "I· believed it was my signature five weeks ago. ~- (now) 
'. s_tilli .say it .. is not my· signature." ·.Subsequent e:x;amina tit>~ 
·:.on thi_s point produced hi~ admissio~ that he did in fact sign 
· . that .invoice -'at. the Hawthorne Lumber Supply. . 

' \ ~ . 
. : . . . . 

. , He· was· then asked whether he signed t~e questionnaire' 
wherein he. denied that he-had ever been convicted of crime· 

_: (Exhibit D-1 7) • . He a·dmi t tad· that he had, and explained tlia t 
.: this was. the. only way that he could get employment at the , . 
Liebmann Breweries. He then explained.that he was advised ·'·to· 
go down to this Division ~o determine whether he_ was .. q~li~ied·. 
At.this office he spoke to a receptionist and gave her his name· 
a.nd · adO,ress·, but insists heard nothing further with respect 
thereto. · 

. He was. then questioned with respect to the ·c.losing of 
title>in·l960. He-stated tha~ he did ll:Ot participate iri the. 
closing but remained in the outside office, .of Mrs. Mulligan's 
la"fYer Mr. Palmieri, but denied that he advanced to Mrs·. Mulligan 
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any money for the purchase of the- taverno He was then shown 
E:x:h:ibit 0~13 which shows that on the same ·date he closed his 
~cc.ount at the Howard Savings Bank and withdrew $9,000. : This 
was admitted., but he could not explain what he did with the· 
$9,000.- 11,ith respect to "the $22,000 he loaned to Mrs. Mulligan·. 
on the chattel mortgage, he was repatd a total of .$100 in · . 
two years.· . . ,_; . 

. He w~s then further questioned with respect to .the· 
·incident of January 18, 1963, when the agents testif~.ed that 

i they saw him behind the bar .. · He denied this and stated that 
there was .no one who was actually bartending at that time, and · 
that the two men who were . drinking beer at the bar had been... , 

. served be~ore he got to the tavern. · 

I have carefully examined and evaluated the testimony 
and exhibits with respect to these charges. I have also 
observed the demeanor of the witnesses as they testified before 
_me. We are here dealing with purely disciplinary measures and 
their alleged infractions; such measures are vivil iri nature . · 
and not criminal. Kravis v.·Hock, 135 N.J.L. 259 (Sup.Ct. 1947). 
Thus the Division need establish its case- only by a fair 
preponderance of the credible evidenceo Freud and Pittala v. 
Davis, 64 N~J_. Super. 242; Butler Oak Tavern v. Division of 
Alcoholic Beverage Control, 20 N.J. 373. 

. . In other words, the findings must be -basedupon a-
reasona ble certainty as to the pro ba bili ties arising from a fair." 
consid.eration of the evidence. 32 C.J .s. Evidence, sec. 1042. . 

.By a preponderance of the evidence is meant evide,nce which is of 
gr~ater weight or more convincing than that which·is offered in 
oppositio_n. 32 C.J.S. Evidence, sec. 1021, at p. 1051, and cases 
cited therein. Cf. Hornauer v. Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
-Con~~ol, 40 N.Je Superc 501~ 

The very nature and characteristic of a "front" case 
~is concealment and subterfuge.. Very rarely is the Division's 
proof buttressed with confessions and/or affirmative admissions. 
Thus the testimonial presentation must be largely circumstantial 
and document~ryo Therefore, much depends not only upon the 
credibllity of the witnesses but the logic, probability and 
credulity of the testimony its elf. Testimony to be_ believed must . 
not _only proceed from the mouths of credible witnesses but must 
be cre.dible in itself and must be such as common e~perience and 
observation of mankind can approve as probable .in the- circumstanc-es~ 
~pagnuolo v·. Bonnet, 16 NQ>J •. 546; Gallo v. Gallo, 66 N.J. Super. 1. · 

The accepted standard of persuasion relating to· the 
testimony governing the_ trier of the facts is that the. de­
termination· must be founded in truth. Riker v. John Hancock 

·Mutual Life Insurance Co., 129 NeJ.L~ 508. No testimony need 
. be believed but, rather, so much or so little may be believed 
· as t-b.e trier finds reliable. 7 Wigmore Evidence, sec. 2100 

(1940); Greenleaff Evidence, sec~ 201 (16th Ed. 1899). Using 
., these principles .. a.s a guide, I am particularly disturbed and 
. singularly unimpressed by the conflicting testimony given by 

the primary witness for the corporate·licensee, Charles Davis. 
It should be noted thatDavis admitted that he lied when he 

.. ,. answered the .questionnaire for his present employer. Liebmann 
Breweries in which he stated that he had never been -convicted of 

· crime. · His explanation that he needed a job and ther.e.f ore . felt . 
it necessary to set forth this. falsehood is unconvincing. in th~ 1 ·-, 

·circumstances.. This was compa.~ded by his testimony that,.. . ' 
·knowing of his legal infirmity to participate in t~e alcoholic 
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beverage industry, he visited this Division for ther alleged 
purpose of determining whether he was qualified& I am not 
p~rsuad~d- that '.t1e made any sincere effort to, ·or that he'did, 
reveal to this Division the facts conoerning his criminal record. 

His credibility is further impugned by the co;n- ,,· 
'tradiction in his testimony with respect to the invoices-'_ stgned 
by him wi.th his initials or with the legend 1v.c. Cavist>" While he 
admitted that some or· them were signed by hlm, he denied tllat 
some of the other invoices were s.igJ,1ed ·by him or the merchandise wa: 
received by him upon his signatureQ Not only is this contradictory 
to the tes~imony which he gave a-t the prior hearing oh his: apppl.i­
ca tion for .the removal.of. his disqualification, but my examination 
of the signatures on these invoices clearly-satisfies me that 
they are the·. signatures of this· individual• The similarity 
of the signatures, together with his prior admission that they., 
were his, convince me.that this witness was ·1acking in forthright­
ness and ·candoro It should also be' not.ed that,_ since he has been 
convicted of crime, the trier of the facts may consider such 
prior convictions-as affecting that witness' credibility •. 
State ·v., McNail:~, 59 N Q Jo Super., 453, at 458, cert o denied 365 
U .• s. 459. Therefore, vi~wing his entire testimony in the light 
of these circumstances,· I find little probability of truth .in 
his testimony and it is entitled to little creditG 88 C.J~S. 
sec. 276j P~ 738. 

As I stated hereinabove, I shall made determination 
of the charges as they relate to the case chronologically. rather 
than as set forth in a statement of chargeso 

\ 

, Kith respect to Charges 6, 7 and 8: I am convinced 
·through the credible testimony of the agents, fortified through 
the exhibits includj.ng ·statements of Marie Mulligan and Julia 
Corbitt, that the .money for this venture was put up by Davi$ 
and that no part of it was money belonging to Marie Mullfgan. 
According to the testimony, as pointed out hereinabove, the money 
allegedly paid by Mrs~·Mulligan was first deposited to her 
account on the same day that money was withdrawn from Davis' 
account by him(\ When he was ,-asked to explain the reason for his 
withdrawal.si he stated that it was for personal reasonst) It, 
does not seem consistent with human experience for an individual 
to loan a total of.$22,000 (which, with interest, exceeded 
$25,000) without obtaining any substantial collateral" The 
note signed by Mrs" Mulligan was of obviously little value. · 
·since she was a person .of no resources. Also, the very ,· 
circumstances sur•rounding the entire tran~action were suspect 
since there was, in my opini'on, no adequate legal representation 
in this transaction.c It is, also significant that, during ~l!.e 
transaction relating to the alleged purchase of this tavern; 
by Mrs. Mulligan, Davis was,present in the office of th~ at~orney 
although he explains that he remained in the outside office 
during the actual transactio~.. · 

With further ·reference to the monies invested, I am 
particularly influenced by the rather forthright and acticulate 
testimony of Mr$. Amster, the accountant for the licenseeo 'His 
statement that the books and records do not reflect any investment 
of monies toward the purchase of this business by Mrs". Mulligan 
is, in my view, dramatic corroboration of the allegations of this 
Division that all of the money used both in the initial transaction 
and, in the physical,develop~ent and improvement of this business 
was that of Davis" A clear inference must be drawn tha.t Davis 
was well aware that he was criminally disqualified from. assuming 
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the title. to these premises. It is thus q.uite a_~pa:;rent·':'hy.:he. 
' "put Said ... title .in·. t~e.< n~me: 'o.f ·Mr~.'. Mulligan.·.. , I 

' · ... : .,_·-.: ." ._: ..... ._- '.: '" . .- ·~·::. :· :: ··:. ~· :. ·.·_: ,! ·; .~· . -· .· '<· ( .. . . . :, ; 
·· ·-.. -.· . The te$timony· ·,fur-ther shows :that·rthe.re_.was a'··very .... 

small·profit shown to have ·been derived froni this .busiri·ess 
· dur'ing mos.t of the period set .forth in th.e ·s~venth c~rge • 
. '+h~r explana ti oh pro.ffet•ed by : bo~lf Mrs. Corbitt· and" Mr.. Amster· . 

__ :_-: i.'S ·.that' the. b\isiness· d·uring thi·s: time· was. being opera t·ed. in an. 
·r·:·.unprqf1tabl·e·manne_r~"-This ~as .. due,:they .. say, to .the fact that· 

···:there wer~ t9o many .employee·s and,' as .Mr.· ,Ams.ter pointed. out, .. · 
.: .thirty-five per~ cent •. o'f: the·· gross inc:ome was· .being paid :(or · 
· · :s8:larles whereas· twenty p·e.r.· cent. ·of gro·ss·· would be the be.tter 

·business f~~mula and.more consistep.t with comparable operations_~ 

. . '. . ·~ However, I do ·not believe that we_ have· .really __ 
re"ceived ·an. a-ccurate statem~nt 9f tl?-e ·true gross rec~ipts. It'· 

· shouald r-be bor~e iri mind that. there is testimony that Dav.is 
. ·. asE3isted -in ·the.- operation of this' business for two. years·· and 

.. · .·.>was. in· the· premises prac.tically every. day. . For . s.ome :pe~iod· of·. 
>-::.time-Jie also had the key' to the .. pr¢mises with unimpeded ac.cess, . 
... thereto, and would open and close the ·tavern each day. No'·;real. 
· check was made on the ac:tual receipts other than as deposited 
, by· ·h1ni i'?l- ·the ba~k. · · 

. . . . . . . . 

. . .. . ........ ·>.Mrs·. Corbitt also' testifi~d that she ·used receipt$ . 
'· ·::.for:" 'her> ow personal needs· in terms of food and other· expez:ises •. 

· I~ is· not· clear .whether sne actually made pay-out slips;. '·in · 
B:ny .. event, no(such slips were produced. 

- . . ' - ' . ' . . . 

..... · . 

'-'· ... < · ;: ·; ·. · , , Mr• 'Am$ ter ·frankly concedes that his records . only --
.· . :·reJ'lec·t· the receipt·:s that were deposited in the bank. . No · . , . 

:: r~g.fs'.ter. tapes 'we~e deliv·ered· .to '-him, .nor does he have an~:;~other. · . 
. empiric:._ evidence of the actual receipts·. Therefor·e ·I· ani persuaded. 
:tl:Ui·t:'tlie net.profits of this busine.ss, as reflected.in·the books· . 
. :.:~nd re·c_ords .of .the B;Ccoun~~nt, are not accurate and t_hat a logical· 
. iriferenc:e can be drawn that Davis retained the prof~ts.·and in-
... ~bme" derived from this business. This was ·further· supported by 

... the fact:that Davis did not require obtain any"z.repayment on his 

., .. advancement·: to the business for at least two years except. for. the 
:· ... $1lm .. _or $loo. . . · · · 

. > :: . ·: .. ,·: . · ·: · " iuiing. · o:ut a philanthropic a tt.i tude on· his part, I 
.:· .. mu~t·:clraw the inference that· Davis retained repayment in the. 
:: . form "of income" from the business itself.· Orie further point 
. $hoU,ld ··oe· noted.-. During most of this period Mrs. ·Mulligan ·had. 

··-.·:suffer·ed .·from a. :nervous condition and wad described by both Mrs. 
··:~;c.c.rl:>i tt "and D~y,_1·s· as being a· chronic alcoholic. T am," there-· 

.. >:~01•~;-";·s~~~s·f:ted "that she had less than fu11· control over the 
, ,,-.:·activl.ties :.of. this ·business. The evidence is convincing that 
.. :._.not: only .. dtd ;Davis advise Mrs. Cor·bitt and the sister in the . . 

.. · pnfr1agemen~. but was. in fact the'. true ·_owner and ope~a ~or- ·thereof.· 
; ~ ; . . ... - . ;".' f: . ~ · · r r. · ' · · , · · 

. · ,, . '·· >.· T .am also .. satisfied .·from ·the invoices which bdre "his . 
.. ·,~igna.tru,;~, and the checks made payable ~o him, that ·he not only 

.. ·· ·maq.e .. :S\lbstantial: purchases of alcoholic. beverages and other 
. :·'.·:products used" in· the operation :of. this. bti'sines·s ,. but clearly 
. ',.'. Pa~_: propr.i'et~'ry 'conµri~nd, ot; its' operations~ .. '.' . . 

·. . . . . . '.· . 

... -,:·. . : .. _, · ·.: ~;. therefore·, recommend that the .. 1fc.ensee :be· ·found·· 
· gu~l~y ·Of CPa.rges.·6, 7 and 8.. · 1.,. ~ · · 

.. 
;. 

With. ~espect to C~rges ·9 and 10. It is admi.tted' by' 
stipulation of coilnsel for. the -l~censee that -Davis was .c.onvicted. 
of a crime irivolvin~(moral turpitude ·,(1.e~, a conv1ction ·the Es·s·ex 

• • ' ,'I ' ' '< ' I· • 
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i=crt>· .. ~:b:csurity· C'ourt. of Qlla;rter Sess'ions_J_'on March. 1;.· 19.:39, ,.of"a_tr:o_c'ious 
. assault and battery; and on Marqh 8, 1939, pf assaµJ_t,-·with in~ent 
.. t9.-,_~qb ~~d:,_ .vo.~~.ess~~~--:~E.c a_ concealed weap.oh)'.:.. . · 

. :. :... .. . Dayis admitted. that.he performed services ·at these-
1 .·:·premises Unt;ll Sep_tem'Qer .1962 when he wa~ notified by warning 
'. .. Jett.er of :·this Division that he was ineligi:ble ·to 'Continue such 

1

: .. -·~ip.ploynient .since ·pe· was· co1ic-urrently einployed by ... the Lie"bmanh 
.:· .. _Brewe:ries (a Irianufacitµrer "and distributor of alcoholi·c bev~rages) • 

... ~ '.·~ _H~ ~tat~s that .. he -performed ~no services after. that .. date-. .. ·~:· ·.However, 
. ;·:·· .. ·:"·~"~-~o .... AJ~C. age~ts posi ~iyely 1¢1.entifi.ed · him. as the, bartender ·)of these 

· .. , · 'prernises on January 18, 1963. They described the two patrons .. 
s·ea ted .a~1 tre . bar "with. alcohol_ic beverages in· front of -them, and 

, .. D_avis, with. his white apron. Davis sought:- to· explain that .·he·- did 
'··not ... ~ve an apron on but actually had a towel. which he .had· 

. ,lJJ~nne(l ·to' USe to poiish.hi'S car. on ·this presumably.c,old.:.f;,;.. . . : 
·'L· ~ ... '.·~wiu,'t~y · ?f.ternoon: in. JanUa.ry.. His -explanation. appears. .. to· .be quite 
:,;.~''.'.<!'}::p.m,·~y;. ~~d: transparent, anq the 't(ersion as" given by ,th~· a-ge~ts is 

,:;.~,!· .. ,~:m:Q.Ch ~ta.ore ·believable. · . · 
.... " .. ";'' ·:, I 

:~: .. -.v, .. :. ". It. was admitted by Davis th~t on January IS, and for· 
a long period theretofore., be was employed as a truck driver .for 

. , ~he. Liebmann Brew:eries (a company eriga~ed in_ the. manufacturing 
:.-: 1 ,. ,; .. ~~d .wholesaling of a·lcoholic bev~rages) • . I ttierefore .re:conunend . 

· · · ··.tha,t t!J,t? .. ,licensee be fc;nmd· guilty_ of Charges 9, and .10,. · .__. :· .. : 

With respect to· Charges l_througU: The test.imony 
·. ~eveloped by the licensee in defense of. these charges is to the 

e·f:f'e'ct that Miss Davis (a s-ister of Davis, who lived :with.<nim) 
.:- ): purcha.sed thi_s tavern business from. Mrs. Mt;llligan through. the 

. ;.:, .. :. ::·:.'.c·orporate licensee herein,. of which she is the ninety-eight 
-~_·:<'..: .... ·~_ .. per cent. shareholder, with no actual· investment. All· -~,he:· d'id 

,,. '.) ·,,. : ,: was to sign an indemnification agreement in which she agreed · 
· · .;.:~~·to'. become primarily responsible for. the repayment of the .. · · 

~._.: · '. ._.$.25,, ~00 . chat tel mortgage. · · 
,. ··,;' 

,,·, .'. ·/. There is no affirmative evidence presented. tha-t Mrs. 
Mulligan was ever finally relieved from liability· on this'"·' · 
· instrumento However, again viewing the totality of cir·cumstances 
·in -th:i~. case, I am p·ersuaded tha_t, when Mrs. Mulligan be.came ill, 
J~>avis decided that it was necessary to d»btain a· 1egally :qualified 
• per~on, to a.ssume. a proprietary position. Surely no person. ·. 

·· .. could have been trusted as much as his own sister·.. Obvioµsly 
, ,; " Jl.~·s .. sister was. not. selected because of her exp.erience ·and ..... 

' ·.·k~owledge of the industry. She. frankly admitted that.·' she had 
·:;.had. no p:r;-ior experience· or a:ssocia tion in the alcoholic. beverage 

-_ fi~l.d, and" in fact. was and is still· employed as· a secretary for 
';;a ~Tocal manufacturing. company. Her. explanation for making ... this 

:0::;P1:ll'_cPa.se was that- she -thought it was a "good investment;." and: 
... ·she ·explained· that she invested $12,500 of her own money as a down· 

:. p~yment _for the _purchase ·of the , building in which this business 
, .w:~-~ located. · .. , 

. . . It is always suspect when an individual; particularly· ~ 
,: rela ti~e, a.s in this cas~, ·undertakes to purchase· such business 
. without prior experience. Added ·to this is the_ ·suspicious . 
-~iroumstance of her making this down-payment· with cash whi~h she 
·states was ta~en fr.om a safety deposit box which her stster:h$.ld. 
in trust for.'her. "An examination of her bank records and those of 

. ·-~ Davis discloses simultaneous deposits and withdrawals which seem 
..... ~~.to_ discredit much·of=·her testimony. It is also signifi~an~ that 

, ·not only have no monie_s been: paid .by her for _the actual .p~qhase 
· of this business but she has repatd on the $25 ;·ooo chattel mortgag~ 
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. a'.· tota.l of $300, which is .well below the actual amount ·accruing 
· 'and dlie. even on· the. interest· on said mortgage-. More specif~-cally ~ 

with.' respect to.· Charge 5 1 t is admitted that Davis· is still 
employed by the Liebmann Brewer'ies and was employed from· on or 1 

· 

about· ~arch 12,· .1963, to t~e. date of the institution ·of these 
proceedingse ·· · 

l . The testimony demonstrates his continued association . 
with the licensee. after March 12., 1963. Thus the invoice. o;f/. the 
Hawthorne.· Lumber Supply to li9ensee, dated April 22_, 196.3; .. ~ore 
the . signature ''C. Davis.'' . As was pointed . out in thi~ r·eport; 
Davis denied at this hearing that this was· his signature, 
althoµgh admitting that at the hearing held f.ive weeks prior. 
thereto:· he admitted that it·was his writing. I believ~ that his 
contradictory statement with respect to this invoice was will-

. fully false and unbelievable. The conclusion must be reached 
: ·that.he was employed and associated in a business capacity on 

a,nd ~fter March 12, 1963; with the. licensee .• 

. In conclusion, therefore, I am satisfied lthat the 
charges herein have been proved' by a.fair preponderance of.the 

·credible proofs, and I recommend that the licensee be found 
guilty.of these charges. 

Therefore it is my further recommendation that the 
· licensee be found guilty of all charges as above indiGated •. 

Re Sylvestri, ~ulletin 1513, Item 2; Re 339 Plane Street, Inc., 
.B.ul~etin 1220, Item 3. 

' . , . . 

Licensee has no. prior adjudicated .record. Since it 
appears that the·unlawful situation continues to exist; it is 
further recommended that an order be entered suspending the 
lice.nse for the balance of its term, with leave to the licensee 
or any bona fide transferee of the license to file verified· 
petition establishing correction of the unlawful situation and 

,requesting lifting of the suspension after the expiration of 
ninety days after its commencement. Cf. Re SJjtlvestri, supra. 

Conclusions and Order 

. Written exceptions to the Hearer~s Report and written 
arg.ument in suppor

1
t of the exceptions were filed with me _by the 

licensee's attorney within the time limited by· Rule 6 of State 
Regulation No. .16 o 

. HaV"ing ~areful1ly considered. the entire record herein, 
including. the transcript of the testimony, the exhibits, 
argument of. counsel, the Hearer• s Report and the. exceptions and 
argument with respect thereto, I concur in the findings and 

--<conclusions ·of the Hearer and adopt his recommendations. 

Acco.rdingly, it is, on this 23d day .of January, 1964, 

. ORDERED that Plenary Retail Consumption License C-11, 
issued by the Town Council of the Town of West Orange to Village 

·Tap _Room, Ince, t/a Village Tap Room, for premises 442 · · 
... , .. '·'Valley Road, West Orange, be and the same is hereby suspended 

for the ·balance of .its term, effective at 2:00 a~mc. Thursday,. 
January 30, 1964, with leave to the licen.see or any bona fide . r 

··. ,: :_.C· 

transferee of the license to file verified petition estab11$h~ng 
correction of the unlawful ·situation for lifting of the, 

·suspension of the license on or after 2:00a.m. Wednesday, 
:. '·· : ... April· 29, 1964.. . 

EMERSON A. TSCHUPP 
ACTING DIRECTOR 

\. 
/ 
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2o: . DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS - SALE TO MINORS - LICENSE SUSPENDED . 
·FOR 25 DAYS,. LESS 5 FOR PLEA. 

In the Matter ·of Disciplinary 
Proceedings against 

EDGEWOOD INN,. INC. 
t/a Edgewood Inn, Inc. 

·-1852 Noo Olden Avenue Extension 
Ewing To\amship 
PO Trenton 8, Na Jo 

Holder of Plenary Retail .consumption 
License C-15, issued by the Township 
Committee of the Township of Ewingo 
--------~~-----~~---~-~~~-~-~---~--~----

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

CONCLUSIONS 
AND ORDER. 

Edward Ao Costigan, Esq., Attorney for Licensee. 
Edward F* Ambrose, Esq., Appearing for the Division of Alcoholic 

Beverage Control. 

BY THE ACTING DIRECTOR: 

Licensee pleads non vult to a charge alleging that on 
November 7, 1963, it sold drinks and bottles of beer to four 

·.>minors, ... age 17, 19, 20 and 20, in violation of Rule 1 of State 
· . .Regulation No. 20 o 

: 1:-1 
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. Absent prior record, the license will be suspended 
for twenty-five days, with remission of fi~e days for the plea 
·e:ntered, leaving a net suspension of twenty days. Cf~ . 

.. , .. R~ Crystal Inn, Inco, Bulletin 1499, Item 10. 

I: 

Accordingly, it is, on this 28th day of January, 1964, 

ORDERED that· Plenary Retail Consumption License C-15, 
"issued by the TmAmship Comm! ttee of the Township of Ewing to Edgei.i 

· Inn,. Inc. for premises 1852 Noe Olden Avenue Extension, Ewin~ 
Township, be and the same is hereby suspended for twenty (20) 
days, commencing at 2:30 aom., TuesdayJ February '10 1964, and 
terminating at.2·~30 a.,m" Monday, February 24, 1964e 

6?~;~;:/ 
Emerson A.-~~hupp 
Acting Dii·ector 


