
 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Licensing Sub-Committee A 

 
 
TUESDAY, 7TH SEPTEMBER, 2010 at 19:00 HRS - CIVIC CENTRE, HIGH ROAD, WOOD 
GREEN, N22 8LE. 
 
 
MEMBERS: Councillors Adamou, Demirci (Chair) and Reid 

 
 
 
AGENDA 
 
 
1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE    
 
2. URGENT BUSINESS    
 
 The Chair will consider the admission of any late items of urgent business.  (Late 

items will be considered under the agenda item where they appear.  New items will 
be deal with at item 8 below). 
 

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST    
 
 A member with a personal interest in a matter who attends a meeting of the authority 

at which the matter is considered must disclose to that meeting the existence and 
nature of that interest at he commencement of that consideration, or when the interest 
becomes apparent. 
 
A member with a personal interest in a matter also has a prejudicial interest in that 
matter if the interest is one which a member of the public with knowledge of the 
relevant facts would reasonably regard as so significant that it is likely to prejudice the 
member’s judgement of the public interest and if this interest affects their financial 
position or the financial position of a person or body as described in paragraph 8 of 
the Code of Conduct and/or if it relates to the determining of any approval, consent, 
licence, permission or registration in relation to them or any person or body described 
in paragraph 8 of the Code of Conduct. 
 



 

 

4. MINUTES  (PAGES 1 - 28)  
 
 To approve the minutes of the previous meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee A 

held on 7 June 2010 and the meetings of the Special Licensing Sub Committee on 16 
July 2009, 24 November 2009 and 29 June 2010. 
 

5. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  (PAGES 29 - 30)  
 
 The Chair will explain the procedure that the Committee will follow for the hearing 

considered under the Licensing Act 2003 or Gambling Act 2005.  A copy of the 
procedure is attached. 
 

6. EROS GROCERS, 120A ALEXANDRA PARK ROAD, MUSWELL HILL, LONDON 
N10 2AL  (PAGES 31 - 136)  

 
 To consider an application to allow Supply of Alcohol at the premises for 24 hours a 

day. 
 

7. SANDERO RESTAURANT, 434 HIGH STREET, ST ANN'S ROAD, N15 3JH  
(PAGES 137 - 198)  

 
 To consider an application to allow the Provision of Regulated Entertainment, Supply 

of Alcohol and Provision of Late Night Refreshment at the premises. 
 

8. ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS    
 
 To consider any new items of admitted under item 2 above. 

 
9. EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC    
 
 The following item is likely to be the subject of a motion to exclude the press and 

public from the meeting as it contains exempt information as defined in Section 100a 
of the Local Government Act 1972; namely information relating to any individual and 
information which is likely to reveal the identity of an individual. 
 

10. EXEMPT MINUTES  (PAGES 199 - 202)  
 
 To approve the exempt minues of the meeting of the Special Licensing Sub 

Committee held on 29 June 2010. 
 

 
 
Ken Pryor 
Deputy Head of Local Democracy &  
Member Services, 5th Floor 
River Park House  
225 High Road  
London N22 8HQ 

Helen Jones 
Principal Committee Coordinator 
Tel: 020-8489 2615 
Fax: 020-8489 2660 
Email: helen.jones@haringey.gov.uk 
 

Friday, 27 August 2010 



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

MONDAY, 7 JUNE 2010 

 
Councillors Adamou, Demirci and Reid 

 
 
In attendance:  
Ms Dale Barrett - Licensing Officer 
Mr Antonios Michael – Legal Officers 
Mrs Natalie Cole – Committee Co-ordinator 
 
Also present: 
The Applicant 
The Objectors 
 

MINUTE 

NO. 

 

SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 

BY 

 

LSCA01. 

 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSCA02. 

 
URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA03. 

 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA04. 

 
SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 The summary of procedure was noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA05. 

 
QUEENS WOOD LODGE, 42 MUSWELL HILL ROAD, LONDON N10 

3JP 
 

 The Sub-Committee received an application to allow provision of 
Regulated Entertainment, the Supply of Alcohol and the Provision of 
Late Night Refreshment at Queens Wood Lodge, 42 Muswell Hill Road, 
London N10 3JP.  
 
Further to no concerns raised by the objectors, the Committee agreed to 
accept a petition signed by supporters of the application tabled by the 
Applicant.   
 
The Sub-Committee noted the introduction by the Licensing Officer, Dale 
Barrett, including that the Applicant had agreed to the conditions made 
by the MET Police and Environmental Health Noise Team, and 
highlighted that point 9 on Page 232 was misleading and that the 
premises did not intend to restrict the sale of alcohol to patrons who 
purchased meals at the premises. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of Councillor Jonathan Bloch 
(Highgate Ward Councillor) including concerns about the potential for 
noise disruption and disorder if the application was granted in full.  
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Councillor Bloch urged the Sub-Committee to limit the sale of alcohol to 
patrons who purchased meals at the premises and to impose a condition 
limiting patrons to use the outside area of the premises until 20:00hrs. 
 
In response to the Sub-Committee’s questions it was noted that the 
nearest residential property was approximately 30 yards away from the 
premises. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of Mr Hindrich, Muswell Hill 
road Resident, objecting to the application being granted in full on the 
grounds of noise nuisance and public safety; the premises was in an 
unlit area, which was not policed and the ground was uneven and could 
be dangerous to those intoxicated with alcohol. 
 
Sub-Committee members, officers and the applicant had no questions 
for Mr Hindrich. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of Mr McLean, Muswell Hill 
Road resident, suggesting that alcohol should only be served for 
consumption inside the premises, which was near to a children’s 
playground, in order to protect children from potential harm. 
 
Sub-Committee members, officers and the applicant had no questions 
for Mr McLean. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of local resident, Mr Harvey, 
requesting definition of the conditions of the application and objecting to 
the license being granted in full as it could impact local streets due to 
there being no parking management plan included in the application and 
potential danger to local wildlife caused by litter being left in the area. 
 
Sub-Committee members, officers and the applicant had no questions 
for Mr Harvey. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of local resident, Mr Johns, 
who raised concerns about noise disturbance and urged the Sub-
Committee to not grant the licence in full. 
 
Sub-Committee members, officers and the applicant had no questions 
for Mr Johns. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted the statement of the Applicant, Mr 
Shelmerdine, including that that the premises ran as a community 
project and was eco-friendly but required the licence to be granted to 
improve financial turnover.  The Applicant assured the Sub-Committee 
that there was no intention of the premises becoming a pub or nightclub 
of any sort and all evening activities in the premises would be private 
functions. 
 
In response to some of the objections included in the agenda pack, the 
Applicant stated that the relevant notices advertising the application had 
been displayed. Regarding concerns surrounding noise and disturbance 
the Applicant emphasised that he did not wish for the premises to 
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become a nuisance to neighbours and there had been no history of 
complaints in the past 12 year and the premises had supplied alcohol at 
private functions under a previous licence for 6 of those years.  
 
In response to questions from objectors, the Applicant: 

• accepted that there had been 2 previous complaints about noise 
from children at the premises and he had accepted the conditions 
of the Noise Team in order to prevent this.   

• stated that if alcohol sales were limited to consumption with the 
sale of food it would have a substantial financial impact on the 
premises over the course of a year. 

 
In response to Councillor Reid’s concern that the site was not well lit, the 
Applicant accepted responsibility for ensuring the safety of patrons and 
assured members that staff would be trained and instructed as required.  
The Applicant confirmed that there was flood-lighting (using sensors) 
around the premises and lighting on the veranda and when there were 
events, sometimes additional lighting was used. 
 
In response to Cllr Reid’s suggestion for the premises to use door 
supervisors the Applicant informed the Committee that staff members 
were always available to deal with any arising situation and that there 
was never likely to be more than 50 people at the premises at any one 
time. 
 
Councillor Adamou asked how the venue dealt with litter, particularly that 
which might be thrown into the children’s playground area. The Applicant 
explained that the premises utilised recycling facilities and event 
organisers were charged for the clearing of litter after an event, although 
there were not usually any empty cans or bottles thrown in the 
surrounding area. 
 
In response to Councillor Reid’s question, the Applicant confirmed that 
no amplified music would be played outside the venue but that the 
application included non-amplified music to be permitted outside until 
midnight. 
 
All interested parties were given the opportunity to summarise their 
previous submissions and no new information was presented. 
 
The Sub-Committee adjourned at 20:35 hrs to deliberate and 
reconvened at 21:35. 
 
RESOLUTION 

The Sub-Committee fully considered the application, the objectors’ 
representations, the representations of the applicant and those of the 
responsible authorities.  The Committee also gave regard to the 
borough’s Statement of Licensing Policy and the Section 182 guidance. 

The Sub-Committee decided to grant the application but only subject to 
a number of conditions.  It was considered that the imposition of the 
following conditions would be sufficient to promote the licensing 
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objectives and that the application should therefore not be refused 
outright. 

The conditions proposed in the operating schedule are imposed unless 
they contradict the following additional conditions: 

•     The premises will close no later than 11pm on Sundays to 

Thursdays and at no later than midnight on Fridays and 
Saturdays.  Alcohol, however, will cease to be served no less 
than one hour before all closing times. 

•     The conditions proposed by the police in relation to required 
proof of age are imposed as is the implementation of the 
Challenge 21 scheme volunteered by the Applicant. 

•     The conditions proposed by the Noise Team are imposed except 

that windows will not be required to remain closed at all times on 
the strict condition that no music played in the premises is audible 
at or within the site boundary of any residential property. 

In addition, staff are to encourage patrons to not congregate 
outside the premises and to remain inside the premises after 
10.30pm on all days except to go out for short periods of time for 
example for those patrons who may wish to smoke. 

•     Recorded music may only be played indoors. 

•     Non-amplified live music may be played indoors during operating 

hours and also outdoors but only until 9pm on Sundays to 
Thursdays and until 10pm on Fridays and Saturdays.  The 
Committee considered it to be unduly restrictive to impose an 
outright ban at all times on the playing of non-amplified live music 
outdoors, for example, the playing of a guitar. 

•     The erection of any tents is not permitted. 

•     The standard mandatory conditions apply and all parties are 

reminded that if, following the granting of this licence, the 
licensing objectives have been compromised procedures exist to 
have the licence reviewed. 

 

LSCA06. 

 
ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no new items. 
 

 
 

The meeting ended at 21:40 hrs 
 
Councillor Ali Demirci 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 

THURSDAY, 16 JULY 2009 

 
Councillors Beacham, Demirci and Dodds 

 
 

SLSC01.   
 

ELECTION OF CHAIR  

 RESOLVED 
 
That Cllr Dodds be elected as Chair for the proceedings. 
 

 
 

SLSC02.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

SLSC03.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

SLSC04.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

SLSC05.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 NOTED 
 

 
 

SLSC06.   
 

THE CROWE BAR, 58-60 HIGH ROAD, TOTTENHAM 
(SEVEN SISTERS WARD) 

 

 In the absence of interested parties at the hearing, the 
Committee agreed to hear the application in the absence of 
the interested parties. 
 
The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, presented the application 
for a premises licence variation to allow the provision of 
regulated entertainment in the form of live music and 
anything of a similar description to that of live music at the 
Crowe Bar, 58-60 High Road, Tottenham. Ms Barrett 
reported that all points raised by the noise team in the 
representation made against the application had been 
agreed with the applicant, and that a further letter of 
representation had been received from a number of local 
residents expressing concern regarding the noise nuisance 
caused by the premises. Ms Barrett reported that in 
response to the concerns raised, the applicant had offered 
to clear the garden area of the premises at 23:00 so that this 
area would only be used for smoking after this time. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Committee considered the written representations of the 
applicant, responsible authorities and local residents and 
decided to grant the application for a premises licence 
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variation for the provision of regulated entertainment: live 
music and anything of a similar description to that of live or 
recorded music for the hours: 
 
Friday to Saturday:  2000 to 0100 
Sunday:   2000 to 2330 
 
The licence was subject to all conditions attached to the 
existing licence, and the following additional conditions: 
 

i) All doors and windows shall remain closed during 
the regulated entertainment licensed activities or 
in any event after 11pm. The entrance door will be 
fitted with a self-closing device and staff required 
to ensure that it is not propped open. A member of 
staff shall be made responsible to ensure the door 
is opened for as brief a period as possible. Where 
necessary, adequate and suitable mechanical 
ventilation should be provided to public areas. 

 
ii) All speakers to be mounted on anti-vibration 

mountings to prevent vibration transmission of 
sound energy to adjoining properties. 

 
iii) Entrance and exit from the premises whilst 

regulated entertainment licensable activities are 
ongoing shall be via a lobbied door to minimise 
noise breakout. 

 
iv) The licensee shall ensure that no music played in 

the licensed premises is audible at or within the 
site boundary of any residential property, including 
any noise escaping the rear sky light. 

 
v) All regulated entertainment amplified activity will 

utilise the in-house amplification system, the 
maximum output of which is controlled by the duty 
manager. 

 
vi) No music shall be played in, or for the benefit of 

patrons in external areas of the premises. 
 

vii) No form of loudspeaker or sound amplification 
equipment is to be sited on or near the exterior 
premises or in or near any foyer, doorway, window 
or opening to the premises. 

 
viii) Signs shall be displayed in the external areas / on 

the frontage requesting patrons to recognise the 
residential nature of the area and conduct their 
behaviour accordingly. The management must 
reserve the right to ask patrons to move inside the 
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premises or leave if it is felt that they could be 
disturbing neighbours. 

 
ix) Deliveries and collections associated with the 

premises shall be arranged between the hours of 
8am and 8pm so as to minimise the disturbance 
caused to neighbours. 

 
x) Empty bottles and non-degradable refuse shall 

remain in the premises at the end of trading hours 
and taken out to the refuse point at the start of the 
working day rather than at the end of trading when 
neighbours might be unduly disturbed. 

 
xi) All plant and machinery shall be correctly 

maintained and regularly serviced to ensure that it 
is operating efficiently and with minimal 
disturbance to neighbours arising from noise. 

 
xii) A complaints book shall be held on the premises 

to record details of any complaints received from 
neighbours. The information is to include, where 
disclosed, the complainants name, location, date, 
time and subsequent remedial action undertaken. 
This record must be made available at all times for 
inspection by council officers. 

 
xiii) Where people queue to enter the premises, a 

licensed door supervisor shall supervise and 
ensure the potential patrons behave in an 
acceptable manner. 

 
xiv) Signs should be displayed requesting patrons to 

respect the neighbours and behave in a courteous 
manner. 

 
xv) When licensable live entertainment is occurring, a 

licensed door supervisor shall be so positioned at 
the entrance and exit door to prevent unwanted 
persons entering the premises. 

 
xvi) When the premises turn out, a licensed door 

supervisor shall supervise patrons and ensure that 
they leave in a prompt and courteous manner, 
respecting the neighbours. 

 
xvii) A licensed door supervisor shall be positioned on 

the exit door to ensure, as far as reasonably 
practicable, that patrons do not leave with drinks. 

 
xviii) A licensed door supervisor shall patrol the 

curtilage of the premises to prevent patrons 
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urinating in public areas in the vicinity of the 
premises. 

 
xix) Illuminated external signage shall be switched off 

when the premises is closed. 
 

xx) Security lights shall be positioned to minimise light 
intrusion to nearby residential premises. 

 
xxi) The garden area shall be closed at 2300, and 

shall only be for the use of smokers after this time. 
 

SLSC07.   
 

GRAND PALACE, 1ST FLOOR, 242 HIGH ROAD, WOOD 
GREEN (WOODSIDE WARD) 

 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, presented the application 
for a new premises licence to allow the provision of 
regulated entertainment, provision of late night refreshment 
and supply of alcohol at Grand Palace, 1st Floor, 242 High 
Road, Wood Green. The Committee noted that an 
application had recently been granted for the ground floor of 
the premises. Representations had been made by the noise 
team and these had been accepted in full by the applicant. 
Representations had also been submitted by local residents, 
expressing concern regarding the proposed opening hours.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee regarding the 
difference between the new application and the previous 
licence held at the premises, the Legal Officer advised the 
Committee that consideration had to be given to the content 
of the new application presented, and the adequacy of the 
conditions proposed. The Committee made clear that, if the 
licence were to be granted, this would be with all the 
conditions of the previous licence transferred to the new 
licence and the conditions agreed with the noise team as a 
result of their representation. 
 
The Committee considered the representations made by 
local residents, and noted that the hearing had been held in 
the absence of the interested parties, following attempts to 
make contact with those residents who had made 
representations.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
Having taken into account the written representations of the 
applicant, responsible authorities and local residents, the 
Committee decided to grant the application for a new 
premises licence to allow the provision of regulated 
entertainment, provision of late night refreshment and supply 
of alcohol at Grand Palace, 1st Floor, 242 High Road, Wood 
Green as requested, subject to all the conditions that had 
been attached to the previous premises licence and the 
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following additional conditions: 
 

i) All doors and windows shall remain closed during 
the regulated entertainment licensed activities or 
in any event after 11pm. The entrance door will be 
fitted with a self-closing device and staff required 
to ensure that it is not propped open. A member of 
staff shall be made responsible to ensure the door 
is opened for as brief a period as possible. Where 
necessary, adequate and suitable mechanical 
ventilation should be provided to the public areas. 

 
ii) The regulated entertainment licensable activity 

shall conclude ten minutes before the premises is 
due to close to prevent excessive noise breakout 
as the premises empties. 

 
iii) The licensee shall ensure that no music played in 

the licensed premises is audible at or within the 
site boundary of any residential property. 

 
iv) No music shall be played in, or for the benefit of 

patrons in external areas of the premises. 
 

v) No form of loudspeaker or sound amplification 
equipment is to be sited on or near the exterior 
premises or in or near any foyer, doorway, window 
or opening to the premises. 

 
vi) Signs shall be displayed in the external areas / on 

the frontage requesting patrons to recognise the 
residential nature of the area and conduct their 
behaviour accordingly. The management must 
reserve the right to ask patrons to move inside the 
premises or leave if it is felt that they could be 
disturbing neighbours. 

 
vii) Deliveries and collections associated with the 

premises shall be arranged between the hours of 
8am and 8pm so as to minimise the disturbance 
caused to neighbours. 

 
viii) Empty bottles and non-degradable refuse shall 

remain in the premises at the end of trading hours 
and taken out to the refuse point at the start of the 
working day rather than at the end of trading when 
neighbours might be unduly disturbed. 

 
ix) All plant and machinery shall be correctly 

maintained and regularly services to ensure that it 
is operating efficiently and with minimal 
disturbance to neighbours arising from noise. 
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x) A complaints book shall be held on the premises 

to record details of any complaints received from 
neighbours. The information is to include, where 
disclosed, the complainants name, location, date, 
time and subsequent remedial action undertaken. 
This record must be made available at all times for 
inspection by council officers. 

 
xi) When the premises turn out, a licensed door 

supervisor shall supervise patrons and ensure that 
they leave in a prompt and courteous manner, 
respecting the neighbours. 

 
xii) Signs should be displayed requesting patrons to 

respect the neighbours and behave in a courteous 
manner.  

 
xiii) A licensed door supervisor shall be positioned on 

the exit door to ensure, as far as reasonably 
practicable, that patrons do not leave with drinks. 

 
xiv) A licensed door supervisor shall patrol the 

curtilage of the premises to prevent patrons 
urinating in public areas in the vicinity of the 
premises. 

 
xv) All ventilation and extraction systems shall be 

correctly maintained and regularly serviced to 
ensure that it is operating efficiently and with 
minimal disturbance to neighbours arising from 
odour. 

 
xvi) Illuminated external signage shall be switched off 

when the premises is closed. 
 

xvii) Security lights shall be positioned to minimise light 
intrusion to nearby residential premises. 

 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 19:25hrs. 
 

 
Signed by……………………………. 
Date………………………….. 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 

TUESDAY, 24 NOVEMBER 2009 

 
Councillors Beacham, Demirci and Dodds 

 
 
 

SLSC01.   
 

ELECTION OF CHAIR  

 RESOLVED 
 
That Cllr Dodds be elected Chair for the meeting. 
 

 
 

SLSC02.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

SLSC03.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

SLSC04.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

SLSC05.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 NOTED 
 

 
 

SLSC06.   
 

APPLICATION FOR A REVIEW OF A PREMISES 
LICENCE AT KARMENZ RESTAURANT, 192 STROUD 

GREEN ROAD, N4 

 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, presented the report on 
an application by Environmental Health (Noise) Team for a 
review of Karmenz Restaurant, 192 Stroud Green Road, 
London N4 on the grounds of the licensing objectives 
Prevention of Public Nuisance and Prevention of Crime and 
Disorder in relation to complaints regarding noise, patrons 
congregating on footpaths, unlicensed activities and 
operating beyond the permitted hours. Ms Barrett reported 
that a variation to the existing premises licence had been 
applied for and heard at a meeting in May 2009, at which a 
number of  representations had been submitted by local 
residents. A varied licence, including the provision of 
regulated entertainment and an extension of opening hours, 
had been granted on condition that the new licence could 
not be used until an acoustic report had been submitted and 
a number of works carried out. It was reported that, despite 
this condition not being complied with, regulated 
entertainment had been taking place at the premises, and 
letters had been sent to the licensee reminding them of the 
need to comply with the conditions of the varied licence 
before this could come into force.  
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In response to a point raised by a local resident, Ms Barrett 
confirmed that the original date for the hearing had been 
cancelled due to the unavailability of the parties, and that all 
parties had been informed immediately of the re-scheduled 
date.  
 
Mr Malcolm, Enforcement Response Service Manager, 
confirmed that the review had been sought on the grounds 
of the prevention of public nuisance and the prevention of 
crime and disorder. Mr Malcolm reported that instances of 
noise nuisance, disorder, unlicensed activities and 
exceeding the permitted opening hours had been witnessed 
and that the review had been called as a result of the 
numerous complaints received regarding the premises. An 
application for a licence variation for regulated entertainment 
and increased hours had been agreed by the licensing 
committee in May 2009, but conditions had been imposed 
on the new licence which had not been complied with. Mr 
Malcolm reported that the Council was not satisfied that the 
acoustic requirements had been met and that a letter had 
been sent to the licensee to remind her of the need to 
comply with the conditions of the varied licence. Mr Malcolm 
presented a summary of the occasions on which the noise 
team had attended the premises in response to complaints, 
and requested that the Committee revoke the licence as the 
licensee had shown disregard for the Licensing Act and the 
licensing objectives. 
 
In response to a question from the Committee, Mr Malcolm 
confirmed that the noise team was not satisfied that the 
acoustic work undertaken was compliant, as it had not been 
possible to set the sound limiter at the nearest premises due 
to the refusal of the resident of the nearest property. Mr 
Malcolm clarified that this would mean that the original 
premises licence was still in force, as the conditions of the 
varied licence had yet to be met. In response to a question 
from the Committee regarding the application of the 
licensing objective relating to crime and disorder, Ms Barrett 
confirmed that case law had established that operating 
licensable activities for which a licence was not held 
constituted a criminal offence.  
 
The licensee’s representative asked when the Council had 
formally advised the licensee that the acoustic work 
undertaken was not acceptable. Mr Malcolm referred to 
correspondence sent from the Council to Ms Singh 
reminding her of the need to comply with the conditions of 
the varied licence, and advised that he had spoken in 
person to the licensee to explain that the acoustic report was 
not acceptable to the Council, but did not have a record of 
when this conversation had taken place. The licensee’s 
representative asked what the specific licensing offences 
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were on the occasions referred to in the noise team’s 
representation. Mr Malcolm reported that the offences were 
opening beyond the permitted hours and carrying out a 
licensable activity for which no licence was in place, namely 
regulated entertainment. In response to a request from the 
licensee’s representative, Mr Malcolm clarified that music 
was audible from the premises at 0300 on 23 August 2009 
and that music was audible on 6 September 2009.  
 

Joyce Golder, Legal Services, asked whether there was a 
record of whether the licensee had been spoken to 
personally, on the occasions listed in the schedule, 
regarding the concerns raised. Mr Malcolm referred to the 
correspondence and notes from the occasions listed and 
reported that a letter had been sent on 20 July 2009, 
referring to the events of 18 July, but that there was no note 
of the discussion held with the licensee. It was noted that a 
discussion had been held with the licensee regarding music 
being played on 23 August 2009, but no letter relating to this 
incident was on file. There was no record on file regarding 
discussions held on the other occasions listed. Mr Malcolm 
reported that, as standard, a letter should be sent to follow 
up discussion with a licensee regarding any licensing 
breach, by first class post to their home address and 
business premises, copies of which should be kept on file. 
Ms Golder asked whether there was any record of the 
licensee stating that an acoustic report had already been 
submitted in the course of any of the conversations with the 
noise team, and it was reported that there was no record of 
this.  
 
A local resident referred to local concerns regarding noise 
nuisance and litter from the premises, and gave details of 
the dates on which he had called the noise team regarding 
noise nuisance from the premises, outside of its licensed 
opening hours. It was reported that the premises was quiet 
during the week, but caused a lot of noise and disturbed 
local residents at weekends. It was also reported that 
customers of the premises standing in the alleyway outside 
made this access very threatening.  
 
In response to a question from the licensee’s representative, 
the local resident reported that the noise team had visited 
the premises in response to his calls, but had not been 
inside his home to assess the noise nuisance.  
 
The licensee’s representative reported that it was notable 
that the police had not made any representation, as crime 
and disorder was one of the grounds on which the review 
had been brought. He reported that further information on 
the case-law relating to the operation of licensable activities 
for which a licence was not in force was needed before he 
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would accept the point that this constituted crime and 
disorder under the Licensing Act. It was reported that the 
licensee had managed the premises for a period of five 
years, and had carried out the acoustic work required by the 
Council at the previous hearing, but had not been advised 
by the Council that the work undertaken was not sufficient. 
The licensee’s representative suggested that the work 
carried out was sufficient, as steps had been taken to adjust 
the sound limiter to a reasonable level. He reported that the 
occupant of the nearest sound sensitive premises was within 
their right not to comply, in which case it would be necessary 
to set the limiter to the next nearest property. It was reported 
that the licensee had submitted an acoustic report and, 
having never been notified by the Council that this was not 
acceptable, had assumed that this was satisfactory. The 
licensee reported that she had not been receiving all her 
post and had advised the Council of this.  
 
The licensee’s representative contended that it was not an 
offence for the licensee to operate beyond the permitted 
opening hours if no licensable activities were taking place. It 
was reported that the licensee was trying to address the 
residents’ concerns regarding noise nuisance but it was 
noted that no statutory nuisance had been observed from 
within residents’ homes and that the complaints received 
were from before the installation of the sound limiter. There 
were still some minor works to address noise issues to be 
completed, and the licensee was willing to offer further 
conditions to address the concerns of residents, for example 
limiting the number of smokers permitted outside at any one 
time to five. It was reported that the licensee was in difficult 
personal circumstances, and that during this time she would 
be happy to agree for someone else to replace her as DPS 
at the premises.  
 
A local resident asked how the licensee proposed to 
address the issue of the premises opening beyond its 
agreed hours, in response to which the licensee’s 
representative agreed that on occasion the opening hours 
had been exceeded and that a new DPS would ensure that 
management arrangements were stronger to make sure that 
hours were not exceeded. It was also suggested that local 
residents could be given prior warning of any private parties 
that would be going on late. The licensing officer clarified 
that if there was any charge to hire the room or for 
attendance then music and dancing would constitute 
licensable activities and would be covered by licensing law, 
regardless of whether these were called private parties. The 
licensee’s representative confirmed that the parties referred 
to were for family and friends, for which no charge at all was 
made, and were therefore not licensable. The licensee 
offered to cease holding any private parties in the premises 
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if this was a concern, as a concession to local residents.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee, it was 
reported that the licensee had delivered the acoustic report 
by hand in July, as soon as it was received, and Mr Malcolm 
confirmed that the report had been received by the Council 
on 20 July 2009. The Committee asked whether the licensee 
had told the Council that she was not receiving her post, in 
response to which the licensee reported that she had 
advised the Council of this but was not sure when this was 
and that it may have been when the acoustic report was 
hand-delivered. In response to a question from the 
Committee regarding the licensee’s understanding of the 
conditions imposed when the variation of the licence was 
granted in May 2009, it was reported that the licensee 
believed that once the acoustic report had been submitted, 
the condition had been complied with. The licensee 
accepted that this had been a misunderstanding. In 
response to a question from the legal officer, the licensee 
reported that she had never received a letter accepting the 
acoustic report submitted, and that she could not recall 
whether she had received written confirmation of the 
decision of the Committee in May 2009. The licensee’s 
representative confirmed that the licensee had not been 
receiving all her post, and that her understanding of the 
decision of the meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee she 
had attended in May 2009 was not as clear as it could have 
been.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee, the 
licensee’s representative expressed concern regarding the 
inconsistency in the evidence of offences provided by the 
noise team. The licensee was able to confirm that three of 
the occasions were private parties held at the venue, but 
that she did not recall the other occasions listed.  
 
Ms Golder reported that a variation to the licence had been 
granted in May to permit the provision of regulated 
entertainment, but that this was not to be used until such 
time as a scheme of works drawn up by acoustic consultants 
had been implemented to the satisfaction of the Council. 
Although the premises had been operating as though the 
varied licence was in force, it was reported that, as the 
conditions on which the variation had been agreed had not 
been complied with, the variation should not yet be used. Ms 
Golder advised that the crime and disorder licensing 
objective could be taken into account without 
representations being received from the Police, and that it 
had been established that the issues of crime and disorder 
could be considered separately from one another. The 
licensee’s representative reported that there was no 
evidence of any criminal offence in the documentation. 
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In conclusion, the local resident stated that until the licensee 
could prove their ability to comply with the conditions in 
place on the licence, there should be no extension to the 
licensable activities.  
 
Mr Malcolm reiterated the grounds for the review and urged 
the Committee to revoke the licence or impose stringent 
measures until the licensee had demonstrated that they 
would comply with the licence conditions.  
 
The licensee’s representative concluded by asking the 
Committee not to revoke the licence. He reported that the 
licensee had been going through a difficult time and believed 
that she had complied with the conditions of the licence in 
fitting a sound limiter and that she now fully understood that 
no regulated entertainment could be used until the acoustic 
works had been approved by the Council. It was also stated 
that the additional conditions offered by the licensee should 
address the concerns of local residents. The Committee was 
asked to exercise their discretion, and to realise that in 
revoking the licence they would be taking away a large part 
of the licensee’s income.  
 
The Committee adjourned to deliberate.  
 
The Committee reconvened, and the legal officer made 
representations on the status of the varied licence which, it 
was contended, had no status as the conditions on which it 
was based had not been met. It was suggested, on this 
basis, that the only licence in force was the original licence 
which did not include regulated entertainment, and that this 
was the only licence that could be considered by the 
Committee under this review. The licensee’s representative 
disagreed with this position and did not accept that the 
varied licence granted in May had no status. The licensee’s 
representative stated that this was a decision for the 
Committee to take. 
 
RESOLVED 

 
The special licensing sub committee considered quite a 
novel point in relation to the matter at the hearing. The brief 
background was that Karmenz Restaurant had a premises 
licence, number LN00002125, permitting the supply of 
alcohol and provision of late night refreshment, the opening 
hours of the premises being Monday to Saturday 0800 to 
0000, Sunday and Bank Holidays 0800 to 2300, and 
subsequently applied for a variation to the aforementioned 
licence on the 14 May 2009, principally to include the 
provision of regulated entertainment, namely live and 
recorded music and an increase in opening hours of the 
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premises. Whilst this was granted by the Committee, it was 
conditional on the applicant implementing a scheme 
approved by a noise consultant to the satisfaction of the 
Council and on both the licence and the written decision it 
stated that the applicant could not use the premises licence 
until she had satisfied that condition. It was made clear in 
evidence provided by the authority and the applicant herself 
that, despite the applicant being confused as to the meaning 
of the condition, the Council had not to date shown 
themselves to be satisfied that that condition had been met. 
The Committee therefore considered the varied licence not 
to be in force and that it therefore could not be reviewed. 
The Committee reverted to the only premises licence 
currently in force, to consider the application for review 
made by the Environmental Health Noise Team. 
 
Based on the representations heard by all parties at the 
hearing, and with due weight given to all representations, it 
was the Committee’s decision to suspend the original 
premises licence for a period of two months, namely until the 
25th January 2010, effective immediately, at which time the 
applicant would then be permitted to operate under that 
premises licence number LN00002125. The Committee 
gave the applicant the opportunity to operate under the 
premises licence number LN000003217, dated 14 May 
2009, from the 25th January 2010 only if its conditions were 
met to the satisfaction of the Council, which satisfaction 
should be conveyed in writing by the Council to the 
applicant. Until such time, the varied premises licence would 
not take effect. 
 
The Committee’s reasons for the decision to suspend the 
premises licence for two months was because the 
Committee had given due weight to the representations 
given by the noise team and the local resident under the 
prevention of public nuisance licensing objective. The 
Committee felt that these were compelling and clearly 
outlined a serious concern and therefore warranted a 
serious response. The Committee reminded the applicant of 
the responsibilities imposed on her as the premises licence 
holder and DPS to ensure compliance with the Licensing Act 
2003 at all times. 
 
The meeting closed at 22:00hrs. 
 

 
 
Cllr Ray Dodds 
Chair 
 

 
 

Page 17



Page 18

This page is intentionally left blank



MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 

TUESDAY, 29 JUNE 2010 

 
Councillors Browne, Demirci and Jenks 

 
 

SLSC07.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

SLSC08.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

SLSC09.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

SLSC10.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 The summary of procedure was noted.  
 

 
 

SLSC11.   
 

EKUBANZ, 651 HIGH ROAD, LONDON N17 
(NORTHUMBERLAND PARK WARD) 

 

 Dale Barrett, Licensing Officer, presented the report on an 
application by the Metropolitan Police for a review of the 
licence in respect of Ekubanz, 651 High Road, N17 following 
a Closure Notice referred to the licensing authority by the 
Magistrates Court. The review had been brought on the 
grounds of concerns in relation to incidences of serious 
crime in relation to the premises. Evidence had been 
provided by the Police in respect of the review, and 
representations had also been made by the noise team, 
environmental health and local residents. Ms Barrett outlined 
the options available to the Committee in considering the 
application. Ms Barrett advised the Committee that it had 
been requested that the evidence provided by the Police be 
considered in private session, as this information was 
exempt on the grounds of relating to an individual or was 
likely to reveal the identity of an individual, and due to its 
nature might relate to any action taken or to be taken in 
connection with the prevention, investigation or prosecution 
of crime. The Committee considered this request, and 
agreed that the the public interest in preserving the 
confidentiality of the evidence outweighed the public interest 
in that part of the hearing taking place in public.  
 
Two local residents addressed the Committee in support of 
the review application, and reported that for a number of 
years they had been woken between 2am and 5am by 
people fighting, arguing, the sound of car engines, loud 
music, gunshots, screams and over the top behaviour. It 
was reported that there was litter left outside the premises, 
and people loitered on the street outside and tried to sell 
drugs. The effect of all this was that it was almost impossible 
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to sleep before 5-6am, they were exhausted by Monday 
morning, and they felt nervous and intimidated coming 
home. Residents felt that they ought to have the right to 
peaceful sleep at weekends. It was noted that the premises 
was in a residential area with many families and children 
living nearby, and that the noise from the premises affected 
the lives of all the local residents and children having to go 
to school shortly after being stopped from sleeping by the 
noise. Residents stated that they did not object to people 
running their business, but that they felt that nobody was in 
control of the premises.  
 
The Designated Premises Supervisor asked how residents 
could tell that the people offering drugs for sale were related 
to the premises, as they said that this took place on the 
street, in response to which a resident responded that they 
were standing right next to the entrance. It was reported that 
a number of people had been hanging around the premises 
after one of the Ghana Wolrd Cup games, however the DPS 
stated that the premises had not been open for that game.  
 
It was agreed that the hearing would move into private 
session and the two local residents who had made 
representations withdrew from the proceedings. 
 

SLSC12.   
 

EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the press and public be excluded from proceedings 
under Categories 1 and 2 of exempt information as defined 
in Section 100a of the Local Government Act 1972, namely 
information relating to any individual and information which 
is likely to reveal the identity of an individual.  
 

 
 

SLSC13.   
 

EKUBANZ, 651 HIGH ROAD, LONDON, N17 
(NORTHUMBERLAND PARK WARD) 

 

 During the private session of the hearing, the Committee 
heard representations from a number of police witnesses 
referring to incidences of crime and disorder in support of 
their recommendation that the premises licence should be 
revoked in its entirety. All parties were offered the 
opportunity to ask questions. 
 
CCTV footage of an incident relating to crime and disorder 
was shown by the police and all parties were offered the 
opportunity to ask questions. 
 
The licence holder and DPS stated their case and all parties 
were offered the opportunity to ask questions.  
 
The Committee decided to allow summing up to take place 

 
 

Page 20



MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 

TUESDAY, 29 JUNE 2010 
 

in public and gave a specific warning to all parties that 
summing up should not include the disclosure of any 
information relating to an individual or information likely to 
reveal the identity of an individual. 
 

SLSC14.   
 

RE-INCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the press and public be re-admitted for the remainder 
of the hearing. 
 

 
 

SLSC15.   
 

EKUBANZ, 651 HIGH ROAD, LONDON N17 
(NORTHUMBERLAND PARK WARD) 

 

 In conclusion, Ms Crew advised that the police felt they had 
established concerns about crime and disorder in relation to 
the licence and that the Committee had heard evidence that 
the licence holder had lost control of the premises. It was 
reported that conditions of the licence had failed to be met, 
particularly in relation to door supervisors and opening 
hours. Given the circumstances, the police were requesting 
revocation of the licence, in accordance with the Section 182 
guidance as it was felt that any lesser steps would not 
address the concerns raised.  
 
Ms Coleman and Mr Ekuban concluded by stating that all 
the evidence heard related to hired events at the premises 
and that no problems would occur were the premises run 
simply as a restaurant, closing at 2am and with no provision 
for Regulated Entertainment. The Committee was asked to 
permit the premises to continue to operate on this basis. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Committee fully considered the review application, the 
local residents’ representations, the representations of the 
premises licence holder and DPS and the responsible 
authorities. Also taken into account was Haringey’s 
Statement of Licensing Policy and the section 182 guidance 
and the Committee gave due weight to all the evidence 
adduced. The Committee placed particular emphasis on the 
representations by the police, especially in relation to crime 
and disorder and public safety. The Committee also 
considered that nuisance was occurring from the premises. 
In all the circumstances, the Committee thought that it would 
be disproportionate to revoke the licence in its entirety 
because it considered that conditions could be imposed that 
could sufficiently address the Licensing Objectives. In 
relation to the existing premises licence dated 24 November 
2005, it decided to: 
 
1) Suspend the licence for a period of three months to 
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enable a clean break from the previous nature of the 
premises; 

 
2) Exclude Regulated Entertainment as a licensable 
activity; 

 
3) Modify the times that alcohol may be sold to the 
following: 

 
Sunday – Thursday   1100 – 2330 
Friday – Saturday  1100 – 0030 
 
The opening hours to be as follows: 
 
Sunday – Thursday  1100 – 0000 
Friday – Saturday  1100 – 0100 

 
4)  Due to the above, there is no longer a requirement for 
door supervisors to be present at the premises.  

 
As an informative, the licence holder and DPS are reminded 
of the need to adhere to the mandatory conditions which 
already feature in the existing licence and to seek the 
Licensing Authority’s assistance if there is anything they do 
not understand. The Committee also reminds the DPS that 
she must be present if alcohol is being sold. The Committee 
particularly reminds the licence holder and DPS of their 
requirement to disperse customers quickly at closing time 
and reminds them of the legal requirement to enforce a 
smoke-free premises. The Committee further reminds the 
licence holder and DPS of the need to adhere to the specific 
Tottenham Hotspur Football match conditions under their 
existing licence.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Ali Demirci 
Chair 
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LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
PROCEDURE SUMMARY 

 

  

INTRODUCTION 
 

 

1. The Chair introduces himself and invites other Members, Council officers, Police, Applicant 
and Objectors to do the same. 

 

2. The Chair invites Members to disclose any prior contacts (before the hearing) with the 
parties or representations received by them 

 

3. The Chair explains the procedure to be followed by reference to this summary which will 
be distributed. 

 

  

NON-ATTENDANCE BY PARTY OR PARTIES 
 

 

4. If one or both of the parties fails to attend, the Chair decides whether to:  

(i)            grant an adjournment to another date, or  

(ii)            proceed in the absence of the non-attending party.  

Normally, an absent party will be given one further chance to attend.  

  

TOPIC HEADINGS 
 

 

 5.       The Chair suggests the “topic headings” for the hearing. In the case of the majority     of 
applications for variation of hours, or other terms and conditions, the main topic is: 
 
Whether the extensions of hours etc. applied for would conflict with the four 
licensing objectives i.e.  

 

(i) the prevention of crime and disorder, 
 

 

(ii) public safety, 
 

 

(iii) the prevention of public nuisance, and 
 

 

(iv) the protection of children from harm. 
 

 

6.      The Chair invites comments from the parties on the suggested      
           topic headings and decides whether to confirm or vary them. 
 

 

WITNESSES 
 

 

7. The Chair asks whether there are any requests by a party to call a witness and decides any 
such request. 

 

8. Only if a witness is to be called, the Chair then asks if there is a request by an opposing party 
to “cross-examine” the witness. The Chair then decides any such request. 

 

  

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 
 

 

9.   The Chair asks whether there are any requests by any party to 
        introduce late documentary evidence. 

 

10.    If so, the Chair will ask the other party if they object to the     
        admission of the late documents. 

 

11.    If the other party do object to the admission of documents which     
        have only been produced by the first party at the hearing, then the     
        documents shall not be admitted. 
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12.    If the other party object to documents produced late but before the  
        hearing, the following criteria shall be taken into account when the  
        Chair decides whether or not to admit the late documents: 

 

(i) What is the reason for the documents being late?  

(ii) Will the other party be unfairly taken by surprise by the late documents?  

(iii) Will the party seeking to admit late documents be put at a major disadvantage if 
admission of the documents is refused? 

 

(iv) Is the late evidence really important?  

(v) Would it be better and fairer to adjourn to a later date?  

  

THE LICENSING OFFICER’S INTRODUCTION 
 

 

13.      The Licensing Officer introduces the report explaining, for      
            example, the existing hours, the hours applied for and the    
            comments of the other Council Services or outside official bodies.  
            This should be as “neutral” as possible between the parties. 
 

 

14.      The Licensing Officer can be questioned by Members and then by   
            the  parties. 
 

 

  

THE HEARING  
 

 

15.    This takes the form of a discussion led by the Chair. The Chair can  
          vary the order as appropriate but it should include: 
 

 

            (i)       an introduction by the Objectors’ main representative 
 

 

(ii) an introduction by the Applicant or representative 
 

 

(iii) questions put by Members to the Objectors 
 

 

(iv) questions put by Members to the Applicant 
 

 

(v) questions put by the Objectors to the Applicant 
 

 

(vi) questions put by the Applicant to the Objectors 
 

 

  

CLOSING ADRESSES 
 

 

16.      The Chair asks each party how much time is needed for their 
            closing address, if they need to make one.  
 

 

17.      Generally, the Objectors make their closing address before the     
            Applicant who has the right to the final closing address. 
 

 

  

THE DECISION 
 

 

18.     Members retire with the Committee Clerk and legal representative 
           to consider their decision including the imposition of conditions. 
 

 

19.    The decision is put in writing and read out in public by the  
          Committee Clerk once Members have returned to the meeting. 
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EXEMPT MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 

TUESDAY, 29 JUNE 2010 

 

 
Councillors Browne, Demirci and Jenks 

 
 

SLSC07.   
 

EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the press and public be excluded from proceedings 
under Categories 1 and 2 of exempt information as defined 
in Section 100a of the Local Government Act 1972, namely 
information relating to any individual and information which 
is likely to reveal the identity of an individual.  
 

 
 

SLSC08.   
 

EKUBANZ, 651 HIGH ROAD, LONDON, N17 
(NORTHUMBERLAND PARK WARD) 

 

 Gillian Crew, representing the Metropolitan Police, reported 
that the application for a review was being brought by the 
police following the closure notice, mainly on the grounds of 
crime and disorder. Ms Crew noted the opening hours of the 
premises, which operated both as a restaurant and a 
nightclub, and reported that approved door supervisors were 
a condition of the existing licence. It was reported that the 
premises had been a centre for gang-related activity, and 
that firearms had both been carried and discharged inside 
and outside the premises. It was reported that conditions 
relating to door supervisors and trading hours were not 
being adhered to. 
 
Ms Crew called Inspector Hembury as a witness in respect 
of the serving of the closure  order on 12 June 2010. 
Inspector Hembury confirmed the statement submitted as 
part of the report pack and summarised the concerns which 
had led to the serving of the closure order. Inspector 
Hembury reported that there had been an accumulation of 
incidents, and that the police were aware of an event 
planned for 12 June 2010 and had information relating to 
one particular DJ who was due to attend. Inspector Hembury 
indicated that he had contacted Mr Ekuban  on several 
previous occasions regarding concerns relating to violence 
at events publicised at the premises, which had led to these 
events being cancelled voluntarily.  
 
Mr Ekuban questioned Inspector Hembury regarding the 
intelligence held on a particular DJ, and asked why the 
police had not advised him of their concerns when he had 
previously performed at the premises. Inspector Hembury 
reported that the police had not been aware of the individual 
in question on previous occasions.  
 
Ms Crew called DCI Shanks as a witness, and DCI Shanks 
confirmed the content of his submitted statement. In 
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response to the statement of DCI Shanks, Mr Ekuban 
denied that he had willingly made a statement that he was 
aware of firearms being carried on the premises but had not 
reported this.  
 
Ms Crew called Detective Perry as a witness. Detective 
Perry confirmed that he had been involved in a search of the 
premises on 25 May 2010 and investigating an incident on 5 
April 2010. Detective Perry confirmed that the search had 
taken place as a result of intelligence received regarding the 
doormen at the premises being unlicensed and of a number 
of incidents involving firearms. Mr Ekuban claimed that he 
was unaware of the concerns raised in respect of the 
principal doorman at the premises, and asked why this had 
not been brought to his attention sooner by the police, in 
response to which Ms Crew advised Mr Ekuban that as 
licence holder it was his responsibility to ensure that he was 
complying with the requirements of the licence.  
 
The Committee were shown a recording of CCTV footage 
from outside the premises on the night of 5 April 2010, when 
firearms had been discharged. The Committee was asked to 
note that patrons were still exiting the premises at 4.20am, 
and that some persons were able to re-enter the club after 
that time. The Committee was also shown a large number of 
patrons leaving the premises in a hurry, as the result of a 
disturbance inside the premises.  
 
Mr Ekuban and Ms Coleman addressed the Committee. Ms 
Coleman reported that the premises operated as restaurant 
and wine bar, and had been licensed since 2005. 
Restaurant customers had usually left by 2am, and there 
were no problems when the premises operated just as a 
restaurant. Ms Coleman advised that the premises was also 
hired out for parties, and that people came to these events 
between 2-4am; she reported that she was not always 
present for these late events. Ms Coleman reported that 
they were law-abiding people, but they did not necessarily 
know the people who hired the premises for events. Mr 
Ekuban reported that he would have acted on any concerns 
from the police regarding customers at the premises. When 
the police had raised concerns previously regarding some of 
the events booked, these had been cancelled voluntarily to 
avoid trouble.  
 
Ms Coleman and Mr Ekuban reported that following the 
decision of the Magistrates on 14 June 2010, they had 
decided not to hire the premises out for events any more. 
Since the premises had been operating in this way, there 
had been no further problems.  They reported that they were 
sorry for the problems that had arisen as a result of the 
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private functions, none of which had been intended, and that 
they proposed to operate only as a restaurant from now on.  
 
In response to questions from the police regarding previous 
incidents at the premises, Ms Coleman confirmed that these 
had all occurred in relation to hired events, and not when the 
restaurant was operating as a restaurant. It was reported 
that they were not always aware of incidents that occurred 
outside the premises. In response to a question regarding 
why the police were not called regarding a suspected 
firearms discharge on 5 May 2010, Mr Ekuban reported that 
he had heard a noise, but that no marks or shell had been 
found to indicate that a weapon had been discharged and 
that he had not seen a firearm anywhere. It was reported 
that CCTV footage had been supplied to the police for 
examination.  
 
Ms Crew asked Mr Ekuban about the night of 25 May 2010, 
and why police had seen patrons on the premises at 
4.30am, customers apparently using drugs openly and a 
purchase of alcohol being made after 4am. Mr Ekuban 
confirmed that the premises ceased trading at 4am, and that 
no alcohol would have been sold after this time. It was 
reported that security would ask anybody lighting up on the 
premises to stop, and the music would also be stopped until 
this had been complied with. Mr Ekuban confirmed that it 
took some time for all the customers to leave once the 
premises closed at 4am, and that customers would still be 
coming through from the back and waiting for taxis. Mr 
Ekuban reported that his own internal footage would show 
door supervisors doing their job. In response to a question 
from the police regarding how firearms got onto the 
premises, Mr Ekuban reported that he had never seen a 
firearm in the club and that, if he saw a door supervisor carry 
out a search he was not satisfied with, he would request that 
that person not work at the premises again. Mr Ekuban 
denied that he was not in control during hired events, and 
reported that he would always be present and monitoring the 
premises. Mr Ekuban confirmed that some of the hired 
events were publicised and open to members of the public.  
 
In response to questions from the Committee, Mr Ekuban 
confirmed that he was aware that he should not have signed 
any statement if he did not agree with its contents, and that 
he was aware that the premises ought to be closed by the 
time specified on the license.  
 
In response to a question from Tony Michael, Legal Officer, 
regarding why the police were seeking revocation and not 
modification of the licence, Ms Crew reported that this was 
because of concerns in relation to the licence holders 
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themselves, who had lost control of the premises. It was 
reported that there had been no regulation in place at the 
premises, and there were concerns relating to every aspect 
of the premises’ operation. It was noted that the concerns 
related to very serious crimes, and the police were 
concerned that if the licence were not revoked, this could 
lead to loss of life at the premises. It was noted that if the 
Committee were not to revoke the licence, they must be 
satisfied that there would be genuine change in the 
circumstances of how the premises was run. 
 
The Committee decided to allow summing up to take place 
in public and gave a specific warning to all parties that 
summing up should not include the disclosure of any 
information relating to an individual or information likely to 
reveal the identity of an individual. 
 

SLSC09.   
 

RE-INCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the press and public be re-admitted for the remainder 
of the hearing. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Ali Demirci 
Chair 
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