
The Coast Star (06/28/2012): The Barclay guilty of 
several liquor license violations 

Two charges against the shuttered business upheld; third charge was not 
proven 

 

This sign was confiscated by the Belmar Police Department and used as evidence at The Barclay hearing on June 20. The defunct 
Barclay faced three charges in violation of their liquor license. Photo by HALEY BEHRE, STAR NEWS GROUP 

By Haley Behre 

BELMAR — After nearly two hours of hearing testimony and deliberating on June 20, the Belmar Council, 
sitting as the local Alcoholic Beverage Control [ABC] board, found the defunct catering business guilty of two 
of the three ABC charges leveled against it. 

The two charges that were sustained — providing alcohol to the public during the annual Belmar Seafood 
Festival and hindering an investigation, which both occurred on June 11, 2011 — resulted in a seven-day liquor 
license suspension for The Barclay. 

The other charge, holding a public auction in violation of the business’s liquor license on June 14, 2011, “was 
not proven well enough,” Mayor Matthew Doherty said at the hearing on behalf of the council.  

The three charges were served to The Barclay owners, Steve and Sue Vita, on Friday, June 8, and a hearing was 
held on June 20, in which testimony was heard from four people.  



The Barclay has been permanently closed since fall of 2011, Mr. Vita said. 

When asked why the borough still pursued charges against The Barclay when it has been closed for months, 
Bill Young, borough administrator, said the incidents occurred while it was still “up and running” and that is 
why the borough pursued the matter. 

Representing the borough was Edward Washburne and representing The Barclay was John Vassallo. 

At the basis of the charges were four conditions that exist on The Barclay’s liquor license. The third condition 
was the one in question. The third condition states that The Barclay must operate “as a banquet facility, for 
weddings and banquets only.” 

In order to confirm the violations, Mr. Washburne called Capt. Andrew Huisman and Chief Thomas Palmisano, 
both from the Belmar Police Department, who had investigated the three charges in 2011. 

Mr. Vassallo called Mr. Vita and Mary Brabazon, the borough’s tourism administrator who has coordinated the 
annual seafood festival since 2010. 

When Capt. Huisman took the stand, he presented an ad he had received from Chief Palmisano advertising the 
auction that was held on or about June 14, 2011, and said the public auction was in violation of The Barclay’s 
conditions of operation. However, when asked if he could say that an auction definitely took place, Capt. 
Huisman said he could not. 

When Mr. Vita took the stand, he testified that William Barron Galleries, in Wall, had booked The Barclay to 
hold the auction that day. 

In relation to the charges stemming from an incident on June 11, 2011 during the Seafood Festival, Capt. 
Huisman said Chief Palmisano and Patrolman Chris Lynch had told him about alcohol being served to the 
public. When he arrived, Capt. Huisman said he observed signage posted on the door, as well as, an A-frame 
sign stating “Bar open” and “live music.” The A-frame sign was confiscated and used as evidence during the 
hearing. 

In relation to this charge, Capt. Huisman testified Mr. Vita told the police the borough’s tourism commission 
had used The Barclay as a hospitality area for the Seafood Festival VIPs, and the signs were outside to attract 
people, which Mr. Vita hoped would help offset some of the costs for the hospitality area, which was offered 
free of charge for the borough’s tourism commission. This, Capt. Huisman said, was in violation of their liquor 
license restrictions. 

“How could he violate a condition that was not in place” at the time of the infraction, Mr. Vassallo objected, 
noting Capt. Huisman presented the wrong resolution as supporting evidence. The captain presented the 
resolution that came into effect July 1, 2011, meaning the conditions were not in effect during the actual times 
of the incidences.  

Capt. Huisman said it did not matter whether he presented the wrong resolution because the conditions are the 
same every year. 

“Do you often make mistakes during an investigation,” Mr. Vassallo asked. 

“Sometimes. I am only human,” Capt. Huisman replied. 



Capt. Huisman testified he saw people at the bar in The Barclay, but did not check whether the patrons were 
members of the VIP group or the general public. However, he assumed they were members of the general 
public because Ms. Brabazon had told him the VIPs were out between 2:30 and 4 p.m. that day. 

When Chief Palmisano took the stand, he testified he received a call from Mr. Vita telling him the signs were 
there because he was hoping to recover some of the expenses he incurred. He also testified Ms. Brabazon had 
said the VIPs were gone. 

However, he said he could not personally say whether there was alcohol or not, and he did not question Capt. 
Huisman if those allegedly drinking the alcohol were members of the general public or VIPs.  

When Ms. Brabazon took the stand, she confirmed what Capt. Huisman and Chief Palmisano said, adding there 
were about 50 to 75 VIPs who visited the business that day. The Barclay was to provide bathrooms, food and its 
facilities to the VIPs, but there was no alcohol in the agreement, she said.  

When Mr. Vita took the stand, he admitted to selling alcohol on or about June 11, 2011, but only to VIPs, 
adding The Barclay held the hospitality area for the Seafood Festival for three years — 2009, 2010 and 2011 — 
and every year alcohol was served and entertainment was provided. The VIPs had to pay for the alcohol.  

When asked about why, if only VIPs could drink, signs were posted outside stating “bar open,” Mr. Vita said he 
wanted people to come in to take a tour of The Barclay in the hopes of attracting future business.  

Councilwoman Claire Deicke said, after the council delivered the verdict, “if you want people to come in for a 
tour, you’d put “tour” on the sign, not “bar open.” 

As a result of the testimony, the first charge, conducting a public auction, was not sustained because the 
borough felt the charge was not proven. As for the charges relating to publicly serving alcohol during the 
Seafood Festival and hindering an investigation relating to an ABC violation, the council found the two charges 
were linked and proven.  

The Barclay liquor license is currently inactive until July 18, when it will be presented to the borough council 
for renewal. At that time, if the liquor license is renewed, The Barclay’s seven-day suspension will go into 
effect.  

Mr. Vita said The Barclay plans on appealing the suspension to the New Jersey Division of Alcoholic Beverage 
Control. 

	  


