
 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Licensing Sub-Committee A 

 
 
TUESDAY, 9TH SEPTEMBER, 2008 at 19:00 HRS - CIVIC CENTRE, HIGH ROAD, WOOD 
GREEN, N22 8LE. 
 
 
MEMBERS: Councillors Patel (Chair), Vanier 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 7 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. 
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4. MINUTES  (PAGES 1 - 58)  
 
 To approve the unrestricted minutes of the previous meetings of the Licensing Sub 

Committee A held on 31 January 2008, 5 February 2008 (reconvened on 21 February 
2008), 13 March 2008, 17 April 2008, 15 May 2008, 2 June 2008 (reconvened 7 July 
2008) and 8 July 2008. 
 
Note from the Head of Local Democracy and Member Services: The minutes of 
the Licensing Sub Committee meetings held on 7 February 2008 (reconvened on 20 
February 2008) and 16 April 2008 have of necessity been approved by Sub 
Committee members, as they were required for Legal proceedings. The Sub 
Committee is invited to endorse the approval of these signed minutes. 
 
 

5. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  (PAGES 59 - 60)  
 
 The Chair will explain the procedure that the Committee will follow for the hearing 

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

6. ROYAL ISTANBUL RESTAURANT, 1 QUEEN'S PARADE, GREEN LANES, 
LONDON N8  (PAGES 61 - 116)  

 
 To consider an application by Mr Ibrahim Arik to provide the Supply of Alcohol, The 

Provision of Regulated Entertainment and Provision of Late Night Refreshment. 
 

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

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

press from the meeting as it contains “exempt” information as defined in Section 100A 
of the Local Government Act 1972, namely that it contains information relating to any 
individual. 
 
 

9. EXEMPT MINUTES  (PAGES 117 - 132)  
 
 To approve the exempt minutes of the previous Licensing Sub Committee held on 8 

July 2008. 
 
Note from the Head of Local Democracy and Member Services: The exempt 
minutes of the Licensing Sub Committee meeting held on 3 January 2008 have of 
necessity been approved by Sub Committee members, as they were required for 
Legal proceedings. The Sub Committee is invited to endorse the approval of these 
signed minutes. 
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Yuniea Semambo  
Head of Local Democracy &  
Member Services, 5th Floor 
River Park House  
225 High Road  
Wood Green  
London N22 8HQ 
 

Anne Thomas 
Principal Committee Coordinator 
(Non Cabinet Committee)  
Tel: 020-8489 2941 
Fax: 020-8489 2660 
Email: anne.thomas@haringey.gov.uk 

 
Monday, 01 September 2008 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 
THURSDAY, 31 JANUARY 2008 

Councillors Dodds, Patel and Peacock (Chair) 
 

 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTON 
BY 

 
LSC01.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSC02.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 None received. 
 

 
 

LSC03.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSC04.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSC05.   
 

SHOUT, UNIT 4, HOLLYWOOD GREEN, HIGH ROAD N22  

 The Licensing Officer presented her report and advised the Licensing 
Sub Committee (the Committee) that a Closure Order was made by 
Inspector Paul Hughes in respect of the above premises on 1 January 
2008.  An application had then been made to the Magistrates Court.  
The Magistrates Court had then determined not to exercise its powers as 
the order had expired and there was no need for further action.  It was 
now for the Licensing Authority to review the premises licence as 
required under section 167(2) of the Act. 
 
The licensing officer outlined the background to the premises at 4.1 and 
details of the current licence.  The officer explained that the following 
policy provisions applied under 6.1-6.5 of her report.   
 
The Metropolitan Police representative addressed the Committee and 
explained that a meeting had taken place on 23 July 2007 between the 
police and management of the above premises.  This was due to an 
unacceptable high number of incidents of crime and anti-social 
behaviour that had taken place in and around the premises during the 
last seven months.  Several proposals had been put forward by 
management and introduced. 
 
The police representative further went on to inform the Committee of an 
incident which took place on 1 January 2008, a serious disorder issue 
arose outside the premises which precipitated the closure notice served 
on the premise.  The applicant’s representative explained that on 18 
January 2008, research was carried out relating to “Shout” on the MP 
criminal intelligence system (CRIMINT) and no reports were found.  In 
relation to call outs by the police further research was carried out using 
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the Computer Aided Despatch (CAD) system and found that “Shout” had 
been the subject of 20 CAD reports relating to 11 incidents.  The police 
officer stated that the Metropolitan Police were not seeking a revocation 
of the Licence however, it was the Police’s view that in order for the 
violent activities to stop a review of the opening hours was necessary 
and that the premises should close at midnight as the criminal activities 
had previously taken place during the night. The management of “Shout” 
had endeavoured to deal with the problems but this had not worked.  
The Police and management of “Shout” had a good working relationship 
however, the concern was of the number of crimes occurring which 
would continue if the premises were allowed to stay open during the 
early hours of the morning. 
 
The Committee questioned the applicant’s representative on the original 
proposals put forward by “Shout”, the research carried out by the 
Metropolitan Police and the incident on 1 January 2008. 
 
The applicant’s representative presented his case and detailed the 
current business practices in terms of trading hours, door charges, 
number of door staff on duty and toilet attendants.  There were three 
personal licence holders who were all trained.  The applicant’s 
representative stated that the police had commented that the area 
surrounding the premises was not the easiest to operate a business.  
There were a number of late night premises close by who all had late 
night opening hours. 
 
With respect to the incident on 1 January 2008, the applicant’s 
representative outlined to the Committee the events that took place that 
morning.  It was acknowledged there were a number of incidents which 
had taken place during June and July 2007 however, steps had been 
taken and implemented as detailed in the MP case.  During 23 July 2007 
and 28 December 2007 there had only been one incident which equated 
to one in every 5000 admissions.  The management of the premises had 
assisted and cooperated with the police at every opportunity. 
 
The Committee questioned the applicant on their policies and strategies 
in place to deal with incidents which arose.  The applicant’s 
representative confirmed that they consulted and cooperated with the 
police at all times. 
 
The Police representative summed up their case and did not accept that 
the conditions currently in place would work.  They believed however, a 
midnight closure would deal with the problems in respect of “Shout”.  
Evidence had been provided that showed many incidents around “Shout” 
were a disproportionate amount, however they also acknowledged that 
“Shout” had endeavoured to do their best to deal with them but with little 
success.  
 
The applicant’s representative reiterated that there was a good working 
relationship with the police and that the premises were not the issue but 
the locality.  The review of the premises licence came about due to the 
incident on 1 January 2008.  Concern was raised over the number crime 
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reports being attributed to “Shout” and based on the figures there were 
discrepancies. 
 
The premises were a night club and it was recommended by the police 
they should close earlier than pubs in the locality.  To cut back the hours 
to 12:00pm would be disproportionate for a night club.  The applicant’s 
representative tabled the suggestions put forward since 23 July 2007 
and requested the Committee to propose a conditions table so they 
could continue with their improvements. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Special Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) have considered 
a mandatory review of a premises licence following a closure order 
issued by the Metropolitan Police for the above premises. 
 
The Committee have decided to take steps that it considered necessary 
for the promotion of the licensing objectives. 
 
The Committee decided: 
 
On the evidence presented by both parties the Committee considered 
that it was not necessary or proportionate to: 
 

a. Exclude a licensable activity from the scope of the licence. 
b. To remove the designated premises supervisor from the 

licence. 
c. To suspend the licence for a period not exceeding 3 months 

or 
d. To revoke the licence. 

 
The Committee considered the crime reports and police evidence and 
considered that it was not necessary or proportionate to reduce the 
licensable hours as requested by the police.  The Committee also had 
regard to the representations made by the Licensee that not all of the 
incidents were attributable to the premises. 
 
The Committee considered there was sufficient evidence presented of 
assault, theft, criminal damage and a serious incident of public disorder 
on the night of 31 December 2007 – 1 January 2008 to necessitate the 
consideration of the existing premises licence conditions and to modify 
and to add to these in order to promote all four of the licensing 
objectives. 
 
The Committee has imposed the following conditions: 
 
1. On Friday and Saturday no customer will be allowed admittance to 

the premises after 02:00 and re-admittance will only by from the 
designated smoking area after that time. 

 
2. From 02:00 on Friday and Saturday night three door supervisors in 

high visibility jackets will patrol the area in front of the premises. 
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3. There will be seven door supervisors on duty from 22:00 on all days 

that the premises are open and from midnight on Friday and 
Saturday that number will rise to eight. 

 
4. All door supervisors shall maintain radio contact with each other 

and the designated premises supervisor at all times. 
 
5. The head door supervisor will remain at the entrance to the 

premises and at least one door supervisor will be deployed around 
the dance floor area. 

 
6. The content of all glass bottles will be dispensed into glasses so 

that no glass bottles are handed to customers. 
 
7. The premises will operate a Challenge 21 policy. 
 
8. A metal detection wand shall be in operation at the front door. 
 
9. No alcohol shall be taken outside of the premises. 
 
10. Two toilet attendants shall be employed to monitor the toilets at the 

premises on all days that the premises are open. 
 
11. There shall be installed at the premises a system of Chelsea hooks. 
 
12. External CCTV shall be installed covering all entrances and all exits 

to and from the premises. 
 
13. All CCTV recordings are to be of a sufficient quality to enable it to 

be used for evidential purposes if necessary and all records of all 
CCTV recordings inside and outside the premises to be kept for 
three months and made available to the Police and Licensing 
Authority upon request. 

 
14. A risk assessment to be carried out in consultation with the Police 

to determine the number of persons that can be accommodation at 
any one time within the premises to be agreed with the Fire Officer. 

 
15. To provide and operate a device which determines the number of 

persons accommodated at any one time within the premises which 
will include those persons in the designated smoking area. 

 
16. Notices shall be displayed regarding search as a condition of entry 

and a Zero Tolerance on drugs. 
 
17. The first paragraph in the operating schedule under the heading 

protection of children from harm shall be amended to read “persons 
under the age of 18 will not be permitted in the venue except at 
events especially organised for the youth market where no alcohol 
is sold”. 
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 The rest of the conditions which relate to the protection of children 
 from harm remain the same. 
 
18. The wording in Annexe 1 to the licence shall be amended by 

deleting the sentence regarding door supervision and inserting 
mandatory condition number 21. 

 
19. The existing premises licence and conditions shall remain in force 

save for those conditions that have been amended or are in conflict 
with the conditions that have been imposed by the Committee at 
the review hearing on the 31 January 2008. 

 
In reaching this decision the Committee took into account the human 
rights of the Licensee, the protection of property which may include 
existing licenses and the protection of family and private life.  The 
Committee was aware of the importance of the Licensing trade to the 
local economy and to the culture and leisure aspirations. 
 
 

The meeting started at 10:30am and concluded at 3:30pm. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Sheila Peacock 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE A 
TUESDAY, 5 FEBRUARY 2008 AND RECONVENED ON  
THURSDAY, 21 FEBRUARY 2008 

 
Councillors Demirci, Patel (Chair) and Vanier 

 
Also 
Present 

Councillor Aitken 
 

 
SLSC01.  
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

SLSC02.  
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 None received. 
 

 
 

SLSC03.  
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

SLSC04.  
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

SLSC05.  
 

BAR APOGEE, 115 PARK ROAD N8 (CROUCH END WARD)  

  
The Special Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) were 
asked to consider an application to allow the sale of alcohol, 
late night refreshment and regulated entertainment at the 
above premises. 
 
The Licensing Officer presented the report and outlined 
purpose and recommendations.  She explained the 
background detailed at point 5.1 and the details of the 
application being sought under a new Premises Licence at 
points 5.2 -5.6.  The conditions attached to the current licence 
were detailed on page 13 of the agenda.   
 
The licensing officer went onto explain the relevant 
representations received from the Noise Team, Fire Officer and 
interested parties.  The representations from Health and Safety 
had been withdrawn as their issues were now covered under 
fire safety.  The noise team had made recommendations on 
the prevention of nuisance from noise.  The Fire Officer’s 
representations stated that the plans submitted did not 
adequately show how the premises would be managed.   
 
An objector questioned why the Police had withdrawn their 
representation.  In response the licensing officer explained the 
Police had requested door supervisors and child protection to 
be in place.  The applicant had agreed to comply with this. 
 
The Fire Officer addressed the Committee and confirmed that 
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objections has been raised regarding the plans submitted 
which did not adequately show: 
 

1. escape routes from the rooms marked for private 
functions. 

2. the travel distance maybe excessive from those rooms 
to places of relative safety. 

3. the Plans do not indicate the licensed areas. 
 
The Fire Officer further explained that a risk assessment had 
been requested from the agent in November 2007 but this had 
not yet been received.  Objectors questioned the Fire Officer 
on the capacity of the venue which the Committee had been 
advised was 150 and whether it was possible to evacuate that 
number of persons in an emergency.  The officer responded 
that in order to answer the questions raised the risk 
assessment would need to be provided however, there were 
two fire exits and with the assistance of the door supervisors it 
may be possible to evacuate 150 people in an emergency. 
 
The Enforcement Officer informed the Committee that 30 
complaints had been received about noise since 15 April 2007, 
that noise nuisance had been witnessed in the past year on a 
number of occasions resulting in the issue of warnings, 
abatement notices and a final warning issued on 15 October 
2007.  The Officer advised the Committee that the service 
would not approve the extension of time requested in the 
application. 
 
The Committee enquired of the enforcement officer whether 
they had continued to receive complaints after the noise limiter 
was fitted on 8 November 2007 and in response were advised 
that the limiter had been set to an appropriate level however, 
they had continued to receive complaints about the noise.  The 
applicant requested that it be noted that the limiter had been 
requested for three months and that upon receipt it had 
experienced a power surge which had affected its ability to limit 
the noise.  The enforcement officer responded that six 
complaints had been received since the limiter had been re-
set. 
 
Cllr Aitken addressed the Committee on behalf of a number of 
local residents.  He stated that objections had been received 
from the Fire Officer and Noise Team which meant that two of 
the criteria for refusing this application had been met.  If the 
application were granted it would be the only premises in the 
borough open until 4am.  The building was not suitable for loud 
music to be played which compounded the nuisance to 
residents in the locality.  There were also other issues which 
needed to be addressed e.g. the profile of the clientele who 
frequented the bar.  He requested the Committee to restrict the 
opening hours to the current operating hours in the existing 
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Premises Licence. 
 
The Committee received representations from a number of 
local residents objecting to the application to increase the 
opening hours for the following reasons: 
 

1. The bar was located in a largely residential area. 
2. Loud music was played until the early hours of the 

morning. 
3. Patrons of the bar double parked their cars along the 

road, blocked traffic and played loud music from their 
vehicles.   

4. Patrons hanging around outside the bar making noise 
and the spill over of anti-social behaviour had increased. 

5. Anti-social behaviour of patrons of the bar who 
assemble on the streets in large numbers were a public 
nuisance. 

6. The bar had not kept to their licensable hours 
particularly at the weekends.  

 
The applicant informed the Committee that the business had 
been acquired in April 2007 and to begin with had not been 
clear as to how high the music level  could be played.  Mr 
Newton (an objector) had come into the bar, raised concerns 
and he had been assured they would be addressed.  There 
followed a series of complaints from local residents and in 
response entertainment was stopped for a period of three 
months until the limiter had been set.  In respect of public 
nuisance outside the bar, this was attributed to the Pub across 
the road where the police were called every weekend.   The 
police had never been called to the bar.  The applicant 
acknowledged there was a need to put up cameras in the rear 
car park.  A limiter was installed and had not been tampered 
with however, there had been a power surge so the limiter had 
not worked and the level of the noise had increased.  The 
limiter was then checked and reduced by an engineer.  The 
noise issue which residents had raised had now been 
addressed.  The applicant added that the reason for the 
application was to extend the opening hours to the same as the 
pub across the road. 
 
The Committee questioned the applicant on the number of 
people employed in the bar.  In response the Committee was 
advised that there were three security staff, two at the door one 
of whom was based at the back exit and a further three 
members of staff who served behind the bar.  The Committee 
further questioned the applicant on patrons who wished to 
smoke and was informed that they were allowed to go outside 
in a segregated area, however they had to leave their drinks 
inside and only ten were allowed outside at any one time.  The 
doors to the smoking area were not allowed to be kept open 
and patrons were asked to keep quiet whilst outside.  When 
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customers wished to re-enter the premises they would be re-
searched for weapons and the door supervisor counted the 
number of people in the premises (using a clicker) at all times. 
 
The objectors queried whether the police had been called to 
the premises due to fights taking place outside.  In response 
the applicant stated she was not aware that the police had 
been called by residents.   
 
The Licensing Officer clarified the point that the 
representations from the Police had been regarding child 
protection matters which the applicant had adhered to.  The 
police had recently been contacted to confirm whether they 
had been called out to Bar Apogee.  In response to the enquiry 
the police confirmed that since January 2007 they had not 
been called out except for one incidence of burglary to Bar 
Apogee. 
 
In summary the licensing officer confirmed that temporary 
event notices were available to anyone over the age of 
eighteen who could apply at any time.  The enforcement officer 
advised that they operated alongside the police.  The fire 
officer reiterated what had been previously discussed. 
 
The objectors reaffirmed that there were a number of residents 
who had valid concerns about the bar.  They felt their 
questions had not been answered sufficiently by the applicant. 
 
The applicant reiterated that she had complied with all 
requests, had installed a limiter and addressed the child 
protection issues.  The Police had not been called to the 
premises in the past.  No under age people were allowed in the 
bar.  The bar was managed appropriately and the application 
was to open the same hours as their competitors.  The licence 
should be granted. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:15pm to be reconvened on a date and 
time to be confirmed. 
 
The meeting reconvened on Thursday 21 February 2008 at 
7:00pm.  The Chair announced that the meeting would adjourn 
to consider the application. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Special Licensing Sub Committee A (the Committee) 
having considered all of the representations submitted at the 
hearing and the written representations in relation to noise, 
nuisance and disorder, the Committee decided to grant the 
application with the following amended hours together with 
conditions: 
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Opening hours for public 
Monday to Thursday 12:00-01:30 
Friday to Saturday 12:00-02:30 
Sunday 12:00-12:00 
 
Late nigh refreshment 
Monday to Thursday 23:00-01:00 
Friday to Saturday 23:00-02:00 
Sunday 23:00-11:30 
 
Sale of Alcohol 
Monday to Thursday 12:00-01:00 
Friday to Saturday 12:00-02:00 
Sunday 12:00-11:30 
 
Provision of Regulated Entertainment: (Live Music & 
Recorded Music) 
Monday to Thursday 12:00-01:00 
Friday to Saturday 12:00-02:00 
Sunday 12:00-11:30 
 
1. The committee decided that this new Licence shall not 
be implemented until the applicant provides to the London Fire 
& Emergency Planning Authority (LFEPA) all the information 
requested by the LFEPA in relation to the existing premises.  In 
addition the applicant shall not implement the licence until a fire 
risk assessment and a risk assessment in relation to the 
capacity of patrons to be admitted to the premises is carried 
out and agreed with the LFEPA. 
 
2. The applicant shall not implement this licence in relation 
to the new area, marked private on the plan at annexe 4, to the 
Committee report and which is not part of the current licence 
until such time as the applicant provides all the information 
requested to the satisfaction of the LFEPA and he agrees that 
this area can become operational. 
 
3. In relation to conditions 1 and 2 above the applicant 
shall not implement this licence until written confirmation is 
provided by the LFEPA that the conditions have been complied 
with. 
 
4. All doors and windows shall remain closed at all times. 
Where a door is used for people to enter or leave the premises, 
the door will be fitted with a self-closing device and staff told to 
ensure that it is not propped open.  
 
5. The level of all entertainment that can be controlled by 
means of a limiting device shall be controlled by that devise. 
The Licensee shall obtain a report from an acoustic consultant, 
and any recommendations, including the level of the limiting 
device shall be agreed in writing with the Local Authority.  The 
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licensee shall obtain written confirmation from the Local 
Authority that the recommendations have been implemented 
and complied with. 
 
6. Where people enter and leave the premises, there will 
be two licensed door supervisors between 22:00 and the 
closing of the premises, to supervise and ensure that people 
leave in a courteous manner.  The door supervisors will use a 
counting devise at all times that they are on duty to monitor the 
number of people at the premises to ensure that any maximum 
capacity number is complied with., 
 
7.  The Licensee shall obtain an expert’s report in relation 
to the sound proofing of the premises, having regard to all the 
licensable activities, and any recommendations shall be agreed 
in writing with the Local Authority.  The Licensee shall obtain 
written confirmation from the Local Authority that the 
recommendations had been implemented and complied with. 
 
8. All staff to be trained that alcohol will only be sold to 
persons who can produce photographic identification where 
there is any doubt that they are under the age of 18. Alcohol 
may only be sold to individuals over the age of 18 with valid 
proof of identification with one of the following: 

� A valid passport 
� A photo driving license issued in a European 

Union country 
� A proof of age standard card system 
� A citizen card, supported by the Home 

Office 
 

9. Children under the age of 16 attending family functions 
must be accompanied by an adult at all times. 
 
10. No new entrants to the premises shall be permitted after 
00:00 every night of the week and only 10 patrons shall be 
permitted outside to smoke at any one time. 
 
11. A digital CCTV system will be installed and maintained 
on the premises. 
 
12. External CCTV shall be installed covering all entrances 
and all exits to and from the premises and the car park area. 
 
13. All CCTV recordings are to be of a sufficient quality to 
enable it to be used for evidential purposes if necessary and all 
records of all CCTV recordings inside and outside the premises 
to be kept for three months and made available to the Police 
and Licensing Authority upon request. 
 
14. Anti-drugs and no smoking signs will be displayed in the 
premises. 
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15. Signs will be displayed at the exit reminding customers 
to leave quietly and respect the neighbours. 
 
16. The premises will operate a Challenge 21 policy. 
 
17. No alcohol shall be taken outside the premises. 
 
18. No music will be played in, or for the benefit of patrons 
in the external areas of the premises.  No form of loudspeaker 
or sound amplification equipment is to be sited on or near the 
exterior of the premises or in or near any foyer, doorway, 
window or opening to the premises. 
 
19. The content of all glass bottles will be dispensed into 
glassed so that no glass bottles are handed to customers. 
 
20. In addition to these conditions the mandatory conditions 
in Section 19 and 21 of the Licensing Act 2003 will apply. 
 
In reaching this decision the Committee took into account the 
concerns raised by the Fire Office, Noise Nuisance Team and 
in particular that there had been six complaints since the noise 
limiter had been installed and re-set.  The Committee heard 
from local residents that there was a problem with noise and 
late opening on several occasions and that some of the 
nuisance reported was attributable to some of the patrons from 
the premises. 
 
The committee further took into account that the applicant 
stated that the Police had never been called to the premises 
and that she had opened beyond her licensable hours but that 
this had only been on one occasion.  However, the Committee 
considered that the applicant had had ample opportunity to 
address the issues raised by the responsible authorities and 
interested parties but had failed to do so. 
 

SLSC06.  
 

THE EDGE SNOOKER CLUB, 117 BRUCE GROVE N17 
(WEST GREEN WARD) 

 

  
The Special Licensing Sub Committee A was asked to 
consider an application by Pleasure-time Ltd to provide a 
licensable activity in the form of the sale of alcohol. 
 
The Licensing Officer presented the report and outlined the 
purpose and recommendations.  The Officer gave a brief 
outline of the background to the application as detailed in 
points 5.1 – 5.6 of the report.  At section 6.4 the Committee 
was informed that the Planning Officer had made comments on 
this application in relation to Planning permission which did not 
allow the current 24 hours of operation. 
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The Licensing officer further advised the Committee that there 
had been a number of representations received from interested 
parties.   Concerns were raised in relation to the premises 
being used for a number of raves in 2007.  
 
There were no questions asked of the Licensing Officer. 
 
The Committee received representations from two local 
residents who were concerned about anti-social behaviour in 
Bruce Grove and that the sale of alcohol available for longer 
hours would make matters worse.  Bruce Grove was a 
predominantly residential area and there had recently been a 
number of incidents of loud music, urinating and leaving 
rubbish in the streets, drunkenness and anti-social behaviour.   
Further concern was raised regarding the admittance of non-
members to the club and the posting of advertisements outside 
the club offering drinks at £1.50.   
 
The Licensing Officer clarified for the benefit of the Committee 
that the licence at the premises was a Premises Licence and 
not a Club Premises Licence.  The Licence was converted but 
not to a strict members only Club Licence. 
 
The applicant’s representative address the Committee and 
informed Members that the Edge Club had been owned and 
operated by the applicant for ten years.  The opening hours of 
the club were for 24 hours.  A meeting had taken place with the 
local police to discuss an application for a 24 hours alcohol 
licence and that on their advice it was appropriate to apply for a 
licence until 3:00am.  Club Members attended the Edge Club 
until the early hours of the morning but were restricted to 
buying drinks until 10:00pm. 
 
The legal officer questioned the applicant in relation to illegal 
raves during the summer of 2007.  In response the applicant 
stated he was not aware of a rave during the summer 2007, 
however there was an incident in December 2006, whilst he 
was abroad on holiday.  The temporary manager, in the 
owners absence, allowed a rave to take place in the car park.  
Such incidents had not happened since.  The applicant was 
asked to clarify the issue of the posters and in response 
advised that the club had 1040 members, the posters were 
billed for those members who had not attended the club for the 
last twelve months.  One of the day managers had thought it 
was a good idea and considered it would be a cheap way to 
invite members back to the club. 
 
The licensing officer informed the Committee that the Authority 
was aware of the premises being used for raves.  At the time 
the noise team had visited and the applicant had not been in 
attendance, a warning was issued to the licensee.  The 
problems and issues ceased. 
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In summary the applicant stated that the premises would be 
open for 24 hours a day.  The difference would be whether 
patrons would have the opportunity to buy alcohol or a soft 
drink after 10:00pm. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Special Licensing Sub Committee A (the Committee) 
having considered all of the representations submitted at the 
hearing, had decided to grant the application as requested 
together with all the current conditions on the Licence.   
 
INFORMATIVE: 
 
The Committee had noted that there had been breaches of the 
current licence, in particular the publishing and display of 
external advertisement of the availability of alcohol within the 
premises and that there had been supply of alcohol at a time 
when the designated supervisor had been on holiday without 
leaving a replacement holding personal licence. 
 
INFORMATIVE: 
 
The applicant is reminded that further breaches could result in 
a review of the review of the premises licence or enforcement 
action.  The Committee would like to remind the applicant that 
all conditions on the licence must be complied with. 
 
INFORMATIVE: 
 
The applicant is advised to familiarise himself with the licence 
and its conditions and to train other members of his staff 
accordingly. 
 
In reaching this decision the Committee took into account the 
residents objections and responses given by the applicant and 
were satisfied that the issues relating to noise nuisance had 
been address. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE A 
THURSDAY 13 MARCH 2008 

 
Councillors Demirci, Patel (Chair) and Vanier 

 
 

1.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

2.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 None received. 
 

 
 

3.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

4.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

5.   
 

MANGOL OCAKBASI, 443 GREEN LANES, N4  

  
RESOLVED 
 
The Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) decided to 
uphold the review application brought by the Enforcement 
Service, acting as a responsible authority, and agreed to 
suspend the license for a period of two weeks. 
 
In determining the application the Committee considered the 
steps that it could take in order to promote the licensing 
objectives. The Committee considered: 
 
1. To take no further action: 
 
On hearing all of the evidence presented to take no further 
action was not an option for the Committee. 
 
2. To issue formal warnings to the premises supervisor 
and/or premises license holder: 
 
The Committee did not feel that this was a productive option as 
it would only be repeating the approach taken by the Council 
on the 13th February 2006, in writing, to the licensee warning 
that a breach of conditions could result in the review of the 
license and the courts by imposing fines following prosecution. 
 
3. Modify the conditions of the licence: 
 
The Committee was satisfied that on the basis of the evidence 
presented including details of prosecutions for non compliance 
with conditions on the licence that any modification of 
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conditions would not be complied with. 
 
4. Exclude a licensable activity from the scope of the 
licence: 
 
The Committee felt that due to the nature of the establishment 
excluding late night refreshment from the licence and only 
allowing the supply of alcohol for consumption both on and off 
the premises without the benefit of food could potentially have 
a detrimental effect to the promotion of the licensing objectives. 
 
5. Remove the designated premises supervisor: 
 
The Committee did not feel that this was applicable or 
proportionate as there was no evidence that alcohol was being 
served after 1:45am. 
 
6. Revoke the Licence: 
 
The Committee decided that the revocation of the Licence was 
not necessary or proportionate to the promotion of the licensing 
objectives. 
 
Reasons for suspending the license for 2 weeks: 
 
The Committee considered the evidence submitted by the 
responsible authority and interested parties. The Committee 
had particular regard to the prosecutions outlined and the 
determinations made by the Court.  
 
The Committee found that the conduct demonstrated by the 
licensees towards officers, carrying out enforcement duties and 
the consistent disregard of the licence conditions convinced 
them that modification to current conditions or exclusion of a 
licensable activity would be disregarded by the licensees.  
 
The Committee took into consideration the licensees 
assertions that they would not have offended if they had known 
of the possibility that their licence could be revoked but noted 
that there had been a revocation of a licence under the 
previous night cafe legislation and that there were allegations 
of breaches of condition after the notice of this review served 
on the licensee on the 29 January 2008. 
 
The Committee noted that a written warning was hand 
delivered to the licensee at the licensed premises on the 13 
February 2006, also that verbal warnings had been given about 
the possibility of a license review and in addition warnings had 
been given about the possibility of prosecution. 
 
The Committee considered the evidence given by the licensee 
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and found that problems were created because customers on 
the premises had been permitted to enter during licensed 
hours but remained on the premises past opening hours 
because of the time taken to serve them and for them to 
consume their meal. The Committee were satisfied that this 
could have been controlled by proper management and tight 
controls of when last orders were taken. 
 
The Committee also noted from the evidence that takeaways 
were being served outside licensable hours. 
 
In reaching this decision the Committee took into account the 
human rights of the licensee, the protection of family and 
private life.  The Committee was also aware of the importance 
of the licensing trade to the local economy and to the culture 
and leisure aspirations. 
 
Informative: 
 
The Committee agreed that if the licensees do not comply with 
the conditions on their license then they should note that a 
further review could be brought by responsible authorities or 
interested parties. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
THURSDAY, 17 APRIL 2008 

 
Councillors Demirci, Patel (Chair) and Vanier 

 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 
LSCA07. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSCA08. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business.  
 

 
 

LSCA09. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA10. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA11. 
 

ALEXANDRA PARK SCHOOL, BIDWELL GARDENS, N11 (BOUNDS 
GREEN WARD) 

 

  
The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett presented the report and advised the 
Committee that the purpose of the application was to allow regulated 
entertainment at the premises.  Ms Barrett advised the Committee on the 
application being sought detailed at point 5.2 – 5.6 of the report. The 
Committee were further informed that no representations had been 
received from the responsible authorities however, representations had 
been received from interested parties who had asked their ward 
councillor to represent them. 
 
Councillor Oatway addressed the Committee on behalf of local residents 
and stated that the vast majority of residents supported the school 
however, they were concerned that the premise licence might be used to 
deal with commercial events. 
 
Local residents wished to raise three main issues: 
 

1. Public nuisance. 
2. Noise was a problem, as noise could be heard from the school, 

particularly late at night.  Children who lived in the area should be 
protected from the noise.  The opening hours requested were 
considered late, as at 1.00am people would be leaving the 
premises and their exiting could be heard.  Local residents 
requested a closing hour of 11:00pm for all activities and music 
should finish at 10:30pm. 

3. Access to the school was currently through three entrances; the 
main entrance was through Durnsford Park.  Access to the school 
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after school hours should be through the Park entrance. There 
were currently parking issues on Durnsford Road. 

 
Members queried the past events where litter and broken glass was left 
thrown in the streets.  The Committee enquired how many events there 
had been in the past where problems had occurred and whether anyone 
had officially complained.  Cllr Oatway responded that there had been 
two events where there were problems when people were leaving and 
making noise.  This was not a school event the hall had been let out on a 
commercial basis.  Residents had cleared up the mess and broken glass 
themselves.  It may well have been that the complaints did not reach the 
school. 
 
The school’s representative presented their case and advised the 
Committee that on 1 February 2008, the PFI contract was suspended.  
Out of hours activities, previously managed by Jarvis, were now the 
responsibility of the school. Therefore the school was now obliged to 
apply for all activities.  The purpose was to hold more events during the 
day and on Saturdays.  The school had now drafted a lettings policy, 
which would be amended dependent on the outcome of the Licensing 
Sub Committee granting the licence.  The opening hours to the public 
were not for activities to conclude at 1:00am but for the school to close.  
The purpose of the licence was not for commercial gain, as any 
additional income would be used to subsidise student activities at the 
weekend for additional teaching. 
 
The Committee enquired of the school’s representative whether the 
school would be happy to have the access for events through the park.  
In response the representative replied that access was acceptable as 
daytime visitors to the school were encouraged to use the park entrance.  
The Committee also questioned whether the school intended to employ 
door supervisors and was advised that the letting policy stated there 
must be two competent attendants, that the site manager would train.  
The school was now aware that problems may have occurred in the past 
but had only found out since they had applied for a licence.  The 
Committee further questioned the capacity of the hall, and how many 
cars could be parked within the school’s premises.  The representative 
replied that during the day 30 cars could be parked.  After school hours a 
further 30-40 cars could be parked in the playground as well as the ball 
court. 
 
Ms Barrett summed up and advised the Committee that any plays would 
no go on beyond 12 midnight.  The sale of alcohol was not requested 
therefore, there was no need for a designated premises supervisor. 
 
Cllr Oatway requested the Committee to consider that music should 
finish at 10:30pm.  Access to the car park was via Rhodes Avenue, and 
40 cars accessing this entrance would cause disturbance.  The school’s 
letting policy should include an out of hours telephone number so that 
residents could contact the school.  Commercial events may have 
alcohol on the premises. 
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The school’s representative advised the Committee that the school’s 
priority was teaching and learning and not for commercial gain.  The 
school would be open to an amendment for music.  The school would 
continue to apply for temporary event notices to sell alcohol. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Licensing Sub Committee decided to grant the application but 
subject to the following conditions which are necessary to prevent public 
nuisance from noise as appears from the evidence of the interested 
parties: 
 
1. Opening hours to the public 
 

Sunday to Thursday  08:00 – 24:00 
Friday and Saturday  08:00 – 01:00 
 

2. The licence holder shall comply with the provisions of the operating 
schedule. 

 
LSCA12. 
 

NORTH MIDDLESEX SPORTS CLUB, 185A PARK ROAD, N8 
(MUSWELL HILL WARD) 

 

 The Committee was requested by a local resident to table an additional 
document.  The applicants had no objections to the tabled pictures. 
 
Ms Barrett, the licensing officer presented the report and advised the 
Committee that this application was for a variation of the premises 
licence.  Ms Barrett advised the Committee on the application being 
sought was detailed at point 5.2 – 5.6 of the report.  Ms Barrett advised 
the Committee that representation had been received from responsible 
authorities, the police, in relation to the use of the outside area and had 
requested that use of this area should cease for any licensable activity at 
23:00hrs, the doors should be closed and people requiring a cigarette 
should be monitored in numbers to prevent a public nuisance.  The 
applicants had agreed these matters.  The Noise Team had also made 
representations on this application and had put forward a number of 
measures including quarterly liaison meetings between residents and the 
applicant.    Local residents had made representations regarding noise 
problems, anti-social behaviour and parking problems associated with 
the use of the premises. 
 
The enforcement officer directed Members to his representations 
outlined on page 116 of the report and advised that there had been 
issues raised.  An abatement notice had been served on the premises in 
relation to an outdoor event in May 2007.  The operating hours 
requested were inappropriate due to the close proximity of residential 
dwellings. Noise nuisance had been caused due to patrons exiting the 
premises. 
 
The applicant’s representative advised the Committee that the applicants 
had agreed and accepted the recommendations notified by the noise 
team. 
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The objectors to the application questioned officers on the information 
outlined in their presentations and enquired whether the applicants 
would implement sound limits on the premises as detailed at point 5.5 of 
the report.  In response the enforcement officer stated that the applicants 
would need to agree to this.  The licensing officer also advised that the  
applicants had offered to accept the proposals recommended by the 
Noise Team.  The Committee could take account of this in their decision 
making.  A local resident enquired whether the Committee were required 
to follow the Haringey Statement on Licensing Policy.  The Liensing 
Officer responded that the Authority had to comply with the Licensing Act 
2005, and were duty bound to have a policy.  The enforcement officer 
was asked whether he had a list of the number of complaint received 
over the last six months.  In response he stated that on 6 May 2007 33 
complaints were received and on 9 April 2008, 12 complaints were 
received.  There were a number of complaints received and all were 
logged, however he did not have the records with him. 
 
The applicant’s representative questioned the enforcement officer 
regarding the complaint received in May 2007 and stated that this was 
during a weekend afternoon and asked how could it be classed as a 
complaint.  The enforcement officer responded that noise emanating 
from a premise at any time of the day could be a nuisance. 
 
An objector addressed the Committee stating there had been a number 
of problems over the years, despite previous assurances regarding noise 
control which had resulted in complaints by residents.  The premises 
were located within a primary residential area and there were concerns 
of the existing licence and the applicant having regard to it.  There were 
also concerns that this was not just a cricket club but also a commercial 
operation used as a bar and restaurant.  The objector referred to section 
P of the report, that no intoxicating liquor would be supplied to people 
who had not been members for 2 years.  This was not members of the 
cricket club, it was anyone.  The applicant had advertised the function 
room could be hired for £1k on a Friday and £2k on a Saturday, this was 
nothing to do with the cricket club.  The application was considered to be 
inappropriate for the extended hours causing grave concern to local 
residents. 
 
A local resident informed the Committee that she had called the noise 
team on Saturday 5 April 2008.  The Police arrived and decided the 
noise was high and served a noise warning.  The noise had got louder 
and at 1:00am the police were called again and served an order. The 
music finished at 3:40am, there was screaming and shouting until 
4:45am.  If the applicant had intended to be cooperative they would have 
turned the music down when someone had complained.  The building 
was considered to be patently unsuitable for music as it was built as a 
cricket pavillion. 
 
A further local resident advised the Committee that the applicant had not 
satisfied most of the requirements of the Haringey Statement of 
Licensing Policy and there should be a requirement to follow the 

Page 36



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
THURSDAY, 17 APRIL 2008 

 

Licensing Policy. 
 
The applicant’s representative addressed the Committee and informed 
that the North Middlesex Sports Club offered a variety of sports to 
members.  It was also a business facility and had a licensed area for 
members to enjoy and organise functions.  It has been 20 months since 
the licence was held and only 2 abatement notices has been issued.  
The applicant had made significant improvements to the premises, the 
downstairs had been sound proofed.  The applicant was complying with 
the police, noise and health and safety recommendations and any other 
that the Committee felt necessary.  The windows had been kept shut 
and locked and not opened for 3 months and the premises were in a 
good state of repair.  There was no suggestion of vandalism or violence.  
The applicants would endeavour to do what they could to assist 
residents.  There had been no significant breaches of the licence.   
 
The objectors questioned the applicant’s representative on what sporting 
activities were likely to take place and whether between 12:00pm and 
3:00am.  The representative replied that it was unlikely that sporting 
activities would take place at that time.  The licensing officer advised that 
sporting activities could only take place between 12 noon – 10:00pm.  
 
The Committee questioned the applicants on whether the establishment 
had air conditioning.  The applicants advised that new units were fitted in 
2007 and sound checked and they complied with requirements.  The 
Committee asked how far the premises were to the nearest residential 
properties.  The applicant’s representative responded that he was 
informed, if referring to the nearest boundary it was 5 metres. The 
Committee further enquired about the noise complaints which were 
reported after midnight.  The applicants responded that noise could be 
heard from the road and people leaving the other establishment which 
was 500 yards away.  The Council has in the past issued temporary 
notice which was granted past midnight.  The Committee enquired 
regarding the number of parking spaces available to patrons and in 
response was advised there were 80 within the premises car park. 
 
The Licensing Officer summed up and advised the Committee that the 
existing conditions on the current licence were lifted from the original 
licence issued by the Magistrates Court.  The licence had a club role, 
however the existing licence was not for a club premises certificate and 
therefore the licensees could serve  members of the public.  With 
respect to the terraced area, patrons would be able to consume alcohol 
up until 11:00pm and that any patrons outside after 11:00pm would be 
smoking. 
 
The enforcement officer in summing up reiterated that two notices had 
been served, 33 complaints were received on 26 May 2007, and 12 
complaints were received on 6 April 2008. 
 
The local residents summed up their case by stating that they accepted 
the idea of a sports club.  Reference was made to another club which 
was 500 yards away and they had applied for a licence which was 
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refused.  Objections had been made from several residents 
associations.  The Licensing Authority needed to have regard that it was 
not the job of local residents to review applications, that was the job of 
the responsible authorities. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Licensing Sub Committee decided to grant the application for 
variation subject to the following conditions which are necessary to 
prevent public nuisance from noise as appears from the evidence of the 
interested parties and the fact that two noise abatement notices had 
been served by the Council’s Noise Team: 
 
1. Opening hours to the public – as applied for. 
 
2. Supply of Alcohol – as applied for. 
 
3. The provision of Late Night Refreshment – Friday – Saturday 23:00 – 

02:00hrs. 
 
4. The provision of Entertainment facilities and recorded music is 

restricted to the current hours. 
 
5. The Committee decided to reject the variation applied for Bank 

Holiday weekends and in relation to pre-booked functions. 
 
6. That the following further condition be imposed that the applicant 

carry oiut the acoustic tests proposed and implement measures 
agreed with the Licensing Officer. 

 
7. The Licence holder shall comply with the other provisions of the 

operating schedule. 
 
INFORMATIVE: 
 
The applicant should take steps to prevent noise nuisance from the 
disposal of bottles after events. 
 
REMINDER: 
 
The public are reminded that events may continue after the closing 
hours imposed by the Committee because the applicants have the right 
to twelve temporary event notices each year. 
 
Residents are further reminded of their right to seek a review of the 
licence after a period of six months. 
 
 

 
 

The meeting concluded at 10:35pm 
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Cllr Jayanti Patel 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
THURSDAY, 15 MAY 2008 

 
Councillors Demirci, Patel (Chair) and Vanier 

 
 
Apologies Nil 

 
 
Also Present: Councillor Oatway 

 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 
LSCA13. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSCA14. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA15. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA16. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA17. 
 

ROSE CAFE, LORDSHIP LANE (WHITE HART LANE WARD)  

 This item was withdrawn from the agenda. 
 

 
 

LSCA18. 
 

ELEMENTZ, 96 ALEXANDRA PARK ROAD, MUSWELL HILL, 
LONDON N10 2AE (ALEXANDRA WARD) 

 

 The Special Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) were asked to 
consider an application to allow regulated entertainment, provision of 
late night refreshment and supply of alcohol at the above premises. 
 
The Licensing Officer presented the report and advised the Committee 
that representations had been received from local residents concerned 
that if the licence were granted it would increase late night disturbances 
in the area.  The Licensing Officer advised that the police had made a 
representation but that they had withdrawn their representation on the 
basis that the licensee had agreed that they would stop selling alcohol 
fifteen minutes before the premises was closed.  The Licensing Officer 
confirmed that the Enforcement Team had not made a representation.   
 
The Chair invited the objectors to address the Committee with their 
concerns. Cllr Susan Oatway, Ward Councillor presenting the views of 
local residents, advised the Committee that the current licence permitted 
the premises to remain open until 2300hrs, but that residents of the 
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houses across the road and the flats directly above the premises had 
recently been exposed to disturbances later than this. Cllr Oatway 
advised that the premises were in a residential area, and that residents 
were disturbed by customers leaving the premises, loud music and noise 
from the outside roof terrace at the back of the premises. Cllr Oatway 
also advised that residents had reported customers parking their cars 
illegally in the bus stop at the front of the premises, and unsupervised 
children throwing stones on the roof terrace.  
 
Residents were concerned that stopping the sale of alcohol 15 minutes 
before closing time would not allow sufficient time for customers to finish 
their drinks and vacate the premises by the appointed closing time. In 
response to the Chair asking about the times of the reported 
disturbances, residents reported that disturbances had on occasion been 
occurring up to 0030hrs, and that their quality of life was being affected 
by lack of sleep.  
 
The Chair invited the applicant, Mr Papadopoulos, to address the 
Committee. Mr Papadopoulos stated that he appreciated residents’ 
concerns and reported that many of the events held at the premises 
were charity events and wedding, christening and birthday parties, and 
that the clientele were mainly adults in their 30s. The applicant read out 
a letter from Cllr Thompson, the Mayor, in support of the premises. Mr 
Papadopoulos added that rowdy behaviour was not tolerated at the 
premises, and that signage was in place asking customers to respect 
local residents when leaving. Customers were also not allowed to take 
drinks out of the front entrance. When children were in the premises, 
their parents were asked to supervise them and staff would also try to 
keep an eye on them, but it was not possible to monitor them all the 
time. Mr Papadopoulos reported that live music events at the premises 
in the past had been held under temporary event notices.  
 
Responding to residents’ concerns regarding noise from the venue, Mr 
Papadopoulos reported that there was some sound proofing at the 
premises, which was mainly in the extension. Speakers at the premises 
had also been engineered to ensure that they did not create vibrations. 
As noise from the roof terrace was the main concern of most of the 
objectors, the applicant was asked how this could be mitigated. Mr 
Papadopoulos reported that the terrace was slightly enclosed by a trellis, 
but that in order to comply with the law relating to smoking it could not be 
further enclosed. He added that staff were trying to minimise any noise 
from the venue, and that any customer causing a disturbance out on the 
terrace would be asked to move inside. The Chair asked for information 
about the letters of support submitted by the applicant; Mr Papadopoulos 
reported that the letter had been drafted by himself, and that customers 
and local shops had been asked if they would sign in support of the 
application during April 2008. 
 
Having been satisfied that all opinions and concerns of all objectors and 
the applicant had been heard, and allowing for the all parties to 
summarise their cases, the Chair adjourned the Committee for 
deliberation of the issues raised.  
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RESOLVED 
 
The Licensing Sub Committee decided to grant the licence in 
accordance with the application, with the exception that the licensable 
activities from Monday to Saturday will cease half an hour prior to 
closing and on Sunday the supply of alcohol will cease quarter of an 
hour prior to closing, namely: 
 
Regulated Entertainment: films, live music, recorded music, 
performances, dance, anything of a similar description to the above, 
Provision of entertainment facilities for making music and entertainment 
of a similar description 
 
Monday to Thursday   1100 to 2330 
Friday and Saturday   1100 to 0000 
Sunday     1200 to 2230 
 
Provision of late night refreshment 
 
Monday to Thursday    2300 to 2330 
Friday and Saturday   2300 to 0000 
 
Supply of Alcohol  
 
Monday to Thursday   1100 to 1130 
Friday and Saturday   1100 to 0000 
Sunday     1200 to 2215 
 
Hours Premises open to the Public 
 
Monday to Thursday   1100 to 0000 
Friday and Saturday   1100 to 0030 
Sunday     1200 to 2230 
 
Subject to the following additional conditions: 
 

1. That the mandatory statutory conditions under sections 19 and 
20 of the Act be adhered to. 

 
2. That the licensee complies with the provisions of the operating 

schedule. 
 

3. That alcohol shall only be sold to young persons able to 
produce valid proof of age by means of a: 

 

• Passport 

• Photo driving licence 

• Proof of age standard card 

• Home Office Citizen Card 
 

4.  The licensee shall ensure that no music played in the licensed 
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premises is audible at or within the site boundary of any 
residential property. 

 
5. Signs shall be displayed on the frontage instructing patrons to 

recognise the residential nature of the area and conduct their 
behaviour accordingly. 

 
6. The roof terrace shall be closed at 2300hrs. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
CLLR JAYANTI PATEL 
 
Chair 
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MONDAY, 2 JUNE 2008 AND RECONVENED ON MONDAY, 7 JULY 2008 

 
Councillors Patel (Chair), Vanier and Demirci 

 
 
Apologies Councillor Reid 

 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 
LSCA01. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Reid, who was 
substituted by Cllr Demirci. 
 

 
 

LSCA02. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA03. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 None. 
 

 
 

LSCA04. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA05. 
 

KO CLUB, 9A THE BROADWAY, LONDON N22  

 RESOLVED 
 
That this item be adjourned pending the outcome of an application to 
vary the existing licence. 
 

 
 

LSCA06. 
 

SALONICA, 1 GRAND PARADE, GREEN LANES,  LONDON N4  

 Ms Dale Barrett, the Licensing Officer, presented the report and advised 
the Committee that this was an application for a review of the license 
requested by Cameo Planning, on behalf of residents, on the grounds 
that the licensee is not promoting the statutory objectives of preventing 
crime and disorder, public safety and the prevention of public nuisance. 
 
The licensee, Mr Stravogiannis, requested to introduce late documentary 
evidence, consisting of a series of photographs and two short video 
recordings. Following examination of the proposed evidence, the 
applicants, Cameo Planning, agreed that these could be introduced for 
consideration by the Committee. 
 
Ms Barrett advised the Committee that the premises applied for a licence 
for late night refreshment in September 2006, and not in November 2007 
as printed in the report. The licence permitted the provision of late night 
refreshment between 2300 and 0200 hours, Monday to Sunday, and set 
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out the opening hours of the premises as 0800 to 0200, Monday to 
Sunday. Representation had been made by the Noise Team relating to 
complaints received against the premises in 2007 and 2008 and the 
recommendation that no smoking be carried out at the rear of the 
premises. 
 
The Chair invited Derek Pearce, Noise Team Officer, to comment on the 
Noise Team representation. Mr Pearce reported that a Statutory 
Nuisance had been substantiated in December 2007 in relation to an 
overnight event at the premises, following which an abatement notice 
had been served. Mr Pearce reported that, compared with 2007, there 
had been fewer complaints relating to the premises in 2008. The main 
source of complaints was noise from the rear yard where the toilet was 
located and it was suggested that if the licence were to continue, a 
condition relating to the use of the rear yard should be applied. Mr 
Pearce confirmed that the Noise Team had visited the premises after 
2am. 
 
The Committee asked for clarification of the nature of the premises. Ms 
Barrett reported that it was a small premises, serving Turkish coffee and 
sandwiches. No alcohol was served at the premises. 
  
The Chair invited Mrs Carol Robinson, representing Cameo Planning on 
behalf of local residents, to address the Committee. The Committee 
heard extracts of an audio recording made from inside a resident’s flat at 
5.12am and 5.15am on 20 October 2007, demonstrating the noise 
audible from within the bedroom.  
 
Mrs Robinson reported that cigarette smoke was permeating through the 
ceiling of the premises into residents’ homes above, and that groups 
often assembled, obstructing the access to resident’s flats. The 
disturbance to residents’ sleep caused by noise from the venue was 
detailed in the report and a number of the issues raised in the report 
were highlighted. Mrs Robinson reported that residents were being 
denied the right to peaceful enjoyment of their property, and stated that 
revoking the licence would be the only way of ensuring the peace of 
local residents.  
 
Local residents reported that a number of flats overlooked the rear yard, 
noise from which was a significant problem. Residents’ sleep had 
frequently been disturbed until the early hours of the morning by noises 
from both inside and outside the premises. Residents reported being 
awoken at night by loud voices and arguments, the tone of which was at 
times alarming. It was reported that groups of male customers 
congregating by the entrance to flats made residents, particularly female 
residents, feel intimidated. Residents reported that there had been some 
improvement since the enforcement notice was served in December 
2007. 
 
In response to questioning by the Committee, residents reported that 
they had called the noise team after 2am on a number of occasions but 
that it had not always been possible for a visit to be made. The 
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Committee asked Mr Pearce if he could verify the calls to the noise team 
documented in the report. Mr Pearce reported that he had no details for 
calls made outside the duty hours of the noise team, but that he had 
details of the other calls logged. Residents were asked whether the 
groups congregating outside their flats were definitely clients of the 
Salonica Café, and they confirmed that this was the case as the area 
was separated from the public space used by customers of the nearby 
public house.  
 
The Chair invited the Licensee, Mr Stravogiannis, to address  the 
Committee. Mr Stravogiannis reported that Salonica closed and that all 
customers were off the premises at 2am, with the exception of the 
previous years’ Christmas party, and that any noise after 2am might be 
related to another premises. He had been unaware of the concerns of 
residents until December, when the enforcement notice was served 
following the Christmas party. Since being made aware of the issues, 
steps had been taken to mitigate the problems as far as possible, for 
example smokers were no longer permitted to smoke in the rear yard 
and customers were asked to be quiet when in the rear yard. Mr 
Stravogiannis reported that many of the people congregating by 
residents’ flats were customers of the public house and not Salonica, 
and the Committee was shown a brief video recording of the outside of 
the premises, showing where customers of the public house stood. 
 
Mr Stravogiannis reported that his customers liked to play backgammon, 
cards and dominoes as leisure activities and that the machines on the 
premises were for recreation only. The shutters were sometimes lowered 
before closing time in order to prevent damage to the windows, but the 
pane of glass in the door meant that people could easily see into the 
premises. 
 
The Legal Officer asked Mr Stravogiannis about the cleaning procedures 
at the premises. He responded that they carried out a full clean 
approximately every six weeks. This required three members of staff and 
took roughly three hours. They used to carry this out after 2am when the 
premises was closed but, since February 2008 when the police had 
visited, they carried out all cleaning during operating hours. The Legal 
Officer asked whether Mr Stravogiannis had looked into providing a link 
between the premises and the toilet, or moving the facilities inside. He 
replied that he had previously applied for Planning Permission to provide 
a link, but this had been refused. The Legal Officer asked if there were 
any further measures that could be taken to mitigate noise from the 
property. Mr Stravogiannis responded that steps had already been taken 
since December 2007 and that the rear yard was now only to be used for 
access to the toilet in the evening in order to minimise disturbance. 
 
Mrs Robinson asked Mr Stravogiannis why the premises did not promote 
itself to members of the public with a sign or price list. He responded that 
Salonica was well-established and well-known in the local community. A 
resident asked Mr Stravogiannis how often he was in attendance at the 
premises, and he responded that he was always present. The 
Committee asked Mr Stravogiannis whether any sound-proofing 
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measures were in place at the premises. Mr Stravogiannis responded 
that there was a false ceiling, but that this was not currently insulated 
with sound-proofing material and this would be something he would be 
willing to look into if it would improve the situation. He also reported that 
he would be willing to consider installing wall-monuted ashtrays, and 
confirmed that no smoking was carried out inside the premises. 
 
The Committee asked Mr Stravogiannis to describe the nature of his 
business. He responded that it was open to any member of the public. A 
buzzer was installed to be used after 11pm as a condition of the licence, 
but in practice this was rarely needed as people could easily see into the 
premises and be seen from inside through the glass in the door. The 
Committee enquired about the capacity of the venue and Mr 
Stravogiannis responded that there was room for 15 people to sit and 
occasionally a couple more would stand up. 
 
Two regular customers of Salonica Café reported that the premises was 
a place where customers went to pass the time and play games. They 
reported that the customers of Salonica were not noisy, and that they 
had not seen any evidence of the disturbances reported by residents, 
with the exception of the Christmas Party when there had been music 
and dancing which had been noisy and for which they apologised. Since 
the Christmas party, the premises had been trying to minimise any 
disturbance to residents and they believed they were not causing any 
disturbance. It was reported that none of the premises customers had 
any intention of intimidating local residents. The customers reported that 
they did have problems with customers from the pub nearby, who often 
stood by the entrance to the flats.  
 
In response to questions from Mrs Robinson, customers confirmed that 
games played on the premises were not played for money, although the 
loser might occasionally buy the winner a coffee. There were usually 
around 10-15 customers in the premises, although this varied depending 
on the time of day. Customers tended to be regulars from the local 
Cypriot community. The customers questioned by the Committee 
confirmed that they left at around 1-1.30am, and that the café was 
usually starting to close up when they left. On a quiet night, the premises 
might close early, and was always closed by 2am. In response to the 
Committee asking about an occasion on which the Enforcement 
Response team had found the premises open after 2am, a customer 
responded that he had been present on that evening and that the visit 
had taken place a few minutes past 2am, when they were finishing 
clearing up and preparing to leave. The Committee asked whether 
customers of Salonica smoked, and it was confirmed that most did. 
Smoking took place in the rear yard during the day, but customers were 
not permitted to smoke in the rear yard after 9pm and anyone trying to 
go out of the back door to smoke after this time were reminded not to.  
 
The Committee were informed of an assault that had taken place at the 
premises in June 2008, and the Licensing Officer provided details of the 
police report into this incident. The Licensee stated that this incident had 
taken place at around 9pm. The Noise Team, licensee, a local resident, 
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Cameo Planning and the Licensing Officer summarised their positions.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Special Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) decided to 
uphold the review application brought by Cameo Planning on behalf of 
residents and agreed to modify the conditions of the licence. 
 
In determining the application, the Committee considered the steps that 
it could take in order to promote the licensing objectives. The Committee 
decided: 
 
1.   To take no further action: 
 
On hearing all of the evidence presented, to take no further action was 
not an option for the Committee as noise emanating from the premises 
has previously caused an unacceptable level of disturbance to residents. 
 
2. To issue formal warnings to the premises supervisor and / or 

premises licence holder: 
 
The Committee felt that there were further steps that could be taken to 
mitigate the impact of noise from the premises on residents. 
 
3. Modify the conditions of the licence: 
 
The Committee decided that it would be appropriate to modify the 
conditions of the licence in order to mitigate the impact of noise from the 
premises on residents. The following conditions shall be added to the 
licence: 
 

• Rear access doors to be fitted with self-closing devices (in 
accordance with BS6458 Part 1 1984) 

 

• Cleaning shall commence 30 minutes before the premises are 
due to close to ensure that the premises are able to close 
promptly at 2am. 

 

• All doors and windows will remain closed during the licensed 
activities. Where a door is used for patrons to enter or leave the 
premises the door will be fitted with a self-closing device and staff 
told to ensure that it is not propped open. 

 

• Where necessary, adequate and suitable mechanical ventilation 
should be provided to public areas. 

 

• The rear area is not to be used for any purpose other than access 
to the toilet after 9pm. 

 

• The licensee is to engage a suitable qualified consultant to 
investigate the current sound insulation between the premises 
and the residential flats above and submit proposals to upgrade 
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the sound insulation to ensure that normal café activity is 
inaudible within the residential accommodation. Any 
recommendations shall be submitted to and agreed in writing by 
the Enforcement Response Team within 8 weeks of the decision 
being issued. 

 
In addition, the existing licence condition: 
 
Signs are to be displayed at the exit reminding customers to leave 
quietly and respect the neighbours. 
 
Shall be replaced by: 
 
Signs shall be displayed instructing patrons to recognise the residential 
nature of the area and conduct their behaviour accordingly. The 
management reserve the right to ask patrons to move inside the 
premises or leave if it is felt that they could be disturbing neighbours. 
 
4. Exclude a licensable activity from the scope of the licence: 
 
There was only one licensable activity so in effect this would indirectly 
revoke the licence. The Committee felt that removing the licensable 
activity would be disproportionate and would be unlikely to significantly 
reduce the noise emanating from the premises in order to address the 
issues raised by residents. 
 
5. Remove the designated premises supervisor: 
 
This was not applicable in this circumstance, as the licence did not cover 
the Sale of Alcohol. As such there is no designated premises supervisor. 
 
6. Suspend the licence for a period not exceeding three months: 
 
If the licence was suspended for the maximum period of three months, 
the Committee felt that this would not address residents’ concerns. 
Further conditions would be a more effective way of addressing issues in 
the long term. 
 
7. Revoke the licence: 
 
The Committee decided that the revocation of the licence was not 
necessary or proportionate to the promotion of the licensing objectives. 
 
In reaching this decision the Committee took into account the human 
rights of the licensee and local residents, and the protection of family 
and private life. The Committee also considered the evidence, written, 
oral and photographic, provided by residents and were satisfied that the 
above conditions would  help to mitigate the impact of noise emanating 
from the premises. 
 
The Committee asked that the Enforcement Response team continue to 
monitor the premises.  
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The Committee agreed that if the licensees do not comply with the 
conditions of their licence then they should note that a further review 
could be brought by responsible authorities or interested parties.  
 

 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
Chair 
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UNRESTRICTED MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 
TUESDAY, 8 JULY 2008 

 
Councillors Beacham, Patel and Vanier 

 
 
 

SLSC01.   
 

APPOINTMENT OF THE CHAIR  

 RESOLVED 
 
That Cllr Patel be appointed as Chair for the duration of the 
meeting. 
 

 
 

SLSC02.   
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

SLSC03.   
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 None received. 
 

 
 

SLSC04.   
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

SLSC05.   
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

SLSC06.   
 

EXCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the Public and Press be excluded from the proceedings  
 

 
 

SLSC07.   
 

APPLICATION FOR A PERSONAL LICENCE  

 SUMMARY OF EXEMPT PROCEEDINGS 
 
The Committee considered the application for a personal 
Licence. 
 

 
 

SLSC08.   
 

RE-INCLUSION OF PUBLIC AND PRESS  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the Public and Press be invited to re-join the 
proceedings. 
 

 
 

SLSC09.   
 

THE SWAN PUBLIC HOUSE, 363 HIGH ROAD, LONDON 
N17 

 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, presented the report 
which set out a new application by Punch Taverns PLC to 
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allow the Sale of Alcohol, Late Night refreshment and 
Regulated Entertainment at The Swan Public House, 363 
High Road, London N17 6QN. Ms Barrett reported that the 
previous licence at the premises had been revoked following 
a review, and that the present application was completely 
new. It was reported that the applicant had agreed to 
additional conditions in consultation with the Police and Fire 
Officer, as a result of which their representations had been 
withdrawn. Representation had been received from an 
interested party. 
 
Mr Man, landlord of the property adjacent to the premises, 
asked how the Council intended to monitor nuisance at the 
premises if the licence were granted. Ms Barrett reported 
that the enforcement team would make regular visits to the 
premises, in addition to which any complaints received 
regarding the premises would be investigated and dealt with 
under the relevant legislation. If there were evidence of 
nuisance being caused in relation to the premises, a review 
could be brought by responsible authorities or interested 
parties.  
 
The applicant’s representative outlined the recent history of 
the premises and indicated that Punch Taverns was now 
seeking to ensure that an appropriate tenant was in place to 
operate the premises. The current application was for the 
same licence as was previously held at the premises, but 
with a number of additional conditions and a new 
management team in place. In addition to the existing 
conditions of the previous licence, and those conditions 
agreed with the Police and Fire Officer, the applicant was 
willing to respond to the concerns raised by Mr Man and 
proposed to reduce the hours for Live Music to 00:00 
Monday to Sunday and to look at ways of addressing the 
issues relating to the extractor fan, such as installing an 
odour purification system. It was felt that the conditions 
proposed would be sufficient to meet the licensing 
objectives.  
 
Mr Man asked the applicant’s representative how they could 
be sure that residents would not be disturbed by the 
premises. The applicant’s representative responded that the 
conditions proposed would address these issues, as part of 
which the management team would be monitoring the level 
of noise at the premises. The applicant clarified that 
although a licence was sought to permit Live Music until 
00:00 each day, this did not mean that there would be Live 
Music performed each day until 00:00. It would be the 
manager’s decision as to when Live Music would be 
scheduled within the hours permitted by the licence.  In 
response to a question from the Committee regarding sound 
insulation, the applicant reported that they would not wish for 
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this to be a condition of the licence, and that if sound levels 
were correctly monitored then the issue of sound emanating 
from the premises could be controlled without insulation. 
 
The interested party, Mr Man, expressed concern regarding 
the suitability of the location as a licensed premises due to 
its proximity to residential property. He added that the hours 
for Live Music that had been applied for were  unreasonable 
in a residential area and would negatively affect local 
residents. The position of the extractor fan at the premises 
was such that it was impossible to make use of the garden 
at the property he owned due to the odour from the fan.  
 
In summation the applicants stated that they felt the 
conditions proposed would adequately promote the licensing 
objectives, and Mr Man stated that his main concern was the 
issue of noise. The Police asked that the Committee fully 
consider the list of conditions proposed. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The special Licensing Sub Committee (the Committee) 
decided to grant the application with the following amended 
hours together with additional conditions. 
 

• To accept the amendments to the hours for Live 
Music, to between 20:00 and 00:00 Monday to 
Sunday. These hours apply except for Christmas Eve 
and the Saturday and Sunday preceding each bank 
holiday, when Live Music can continue for an 
additional hour. Live Music is permitted from the start 
of permitted hours on New Years Eve to the end of 
permitted hours on New Years Day. 

• The provision of Late Night Refreshment shall cease 
30 minutes prior to the premises closing to enable the 
premises to close promptly. 

• That the mandatory conditions under Sections 19, 20 
and 21 of the Act be adhered to. 

• That the licensee complies with provisions of the 
operating schedule. 

• The premises will not reopen for business until such 
time as all the work detailed in the plan attached to 
the LFEPA letter of 13 May 2008 has been 
completed, inspected and approved by the LFEPA. 

• The extractor fan is to be relocated, replaced or fitted 
with filters to minimise odour. 

• All ventilation and extraction systems shall be 
correctly maintained and regularly serviced to ensure 
that they are operating efficiently and with minimal 
disturbance to neighbours arising from odour and 
noise. 

• The management of the premises will adhere to the 
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guidance in the Metropolitan Police “Safe and Sound” 
Policy (or updated version when applicable), with a 
documented door search policy including drug 
seizures and disposal of the same. 

• A drugs safe and log system will be employed at the 
premises to account for the seizures of drugs from 
customers. The management will liaise with Police for 
regular collection of seized drugs. 

• An incident book will be maintained and used at the 
premises. Upon request this should be available for 
inspection by Police or Local Authority Officers. 

• The premises are to operate a zero tolerance policy 
to illegal drugs and weapons and refuse entry to any 
person found with a weapon or illegal drugs. 

• Search procedures must ensure that all reasonable 
steps are taken to avoid weapons and illegal drugs 
from entering the premises. Any customer who 
refuses to be searched must be refused entry. 

• A log of security personnel employed at the premises 
will be maintained. This must include their full name, 
address, phone number, SIA badge number and 
hours of operation. It will be the responsibility of the 
DPS / manager to ensure that the security staff 
details and permission to work from the SIA are 
current. 

• All reasonable efforts will be taken by the 
management and door staff to ensure that customers 
leave in a quiet and orderly manner upon leaving the 
premises. 

• The premises are to permanently exclude any person 
found with a weapon or illegal drugs at the premises 
as well as customers known to have contributed to 
crime or serious disorder at the premises. 

• Any information regarding crimes committed within 
the premises, including suspected drug dealing and 
violence, should be reported to the police immediately 
or as soon as is reasonably practicable. 

• No alcohol, bottles or glasses shall be taken outside 
the premises. 

• The premises shall prominently display signage 
informing customers: 
a) To leave the premises quietly and to respect the 

local residents. 
b) CCTV is in operation and Police have access to 

the footage. 
c) Searching of customers prior to entry is a 

condition of entry. No search – no entry. 
d) Any person found carrying weapons or illegal 

drugs will be permanently excluded and the Police 
will be informed. 

• The premises will be searched each evening, prior to 
closure, to ensure that no weapons or drugs have 

Page 56



UNRESTRICTED MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE 
TUESDAY, 8 JULY 2008 

 

been secreted for later collection. 
 
The following three conditions are to replace the conditions 
volunteered in the operating schedule in relation to CCTV: 
 

• A CCTV system covering areas inside and outside of 
the premises should be updated and maintained 
according to recommendations with properly 
maintained log arrangements and recordings kept for 
a minimum of 30 days. 

• A CCTV system that complies with the Data 
Protection Act 1998 and must be working and 
correctly recording when the premises are open. 

• Copies of recording from CCTV are to be provided to 
Police and Local Authority officers on request. 

 
The Committee took into account the written and oral 
representations from interested parties and were satisfied 
that the mandatory and other conditions imposed would 
promote the licensing objectives and meet any legitimate 
concerns raised. 
 
 
 
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting 
ended at 22:00hrs. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
Chair 
 

 
 

Page 57



Page 58

This page is intentionally left blank



E:\moderngov\Data\AgendaItemDocs\3\7\2\AI00013273\SubCommitteeProcedurechecklistv30.doc 

 
 

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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