
 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Licensing Sub-Committee A 

 
 
THURSDAY, 14TH MAY, 2009 at 19:00 HRS - CIVIC CENTRE, HIGH ROAD, WOOD 
GREEN, LONDON N22 8LE. 
 
 
MEMBERS: Councillors Patel (Chair), Demirci 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 - 10)  
 
 To approve the minutes of the previous meetings of the Licensing Sub Committee A 

held on 7 April 2009 and the special Licensing Sub Committee A held on 28 April 
2009. 
 

5. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  (PAGES 11 - 12)  
 
 The Chair will explain the procedure that the Committee will follow for the hearing 

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

6. KARMENZ WINE BAR AND RESTAURANT, 192 STROUD GREEN ROAD, 
LONDON N4 (STROUD GREEN)  (PAGES 13 - 56)  

 
 To consider an application to allow extended hours for the provision of regulated 

entertainment, provision of late night refreshment and supply of alcohol at the above 
premises. 
 

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

 
 
 
Yuniea Semambo  
Head of Local Democracy &  
Member Services, 5th Floor 
River Park House  
225 High Road  
Wood Green  
London N22 8HQ 
 

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

 
Wednesday, 06 May 2009 

 
 
 



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
TUESDAY, 7 APRIL 2009 

 
Councillors Patel (Chair), Demirci and Reid 

 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 

LSCA01. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence.  
 

 
 

LSCA02. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 The Committee agreed to the submission of a late item of urgent 
business, for consideration under agenda item 7. 
 

 
 

LSCA03. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest.  
 

 
 

LSCA04. 
 

MINUTES  

 RESOLVED  
 
That the minutes of the meeting of the 4th December 2009 be approved 
and signed by the Chair.  
 

 
 

LSCA05. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted.  
 

 
 

LSCA06. 
 

ZAM'S FRIED CHICKEN, 527 GREEN LANES N4 1AN (HARRINGAY 
WARD) 

 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, reported on an application for a new 
premises licence at Zam’s Fried Chicken, for the provision of late night 
refreshment. No representations had been made by the responsible 
authorities, and one letter of representation had been submitted by a 
local resident, expressing concern regarding the issues of litter and 
increased disturbance. 
 
The applicant’s representative explained that the premises was for take 
away only, and that the only seating provision for customers was one or 
two stools. Referring to the representation made by a local resident, he 
stated that there was no proof that the litter mentioned was caused by 
Zam’s Fried Chicken, but that the applicant would be prepared to accept 
conditions on the licence that would mitigate the concerns regarding 
litter, including the installation of a litter bin, and signs requesting 
customers to use the bins and to leave the premises quietly.  
 
In response to questions from the Committee, the applicant’s 
representative confirmed that the applicant would be prepared to install a 
digital CCTV system, and that installation would be with the agreement 
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MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
TUESDAY, 7 APRIL 2009 

 

of the police. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
That the Licensing Sub Committee decided to grant the application as 
requested, subject to the following additional conditions: 
 

1. That a digital CCTV system be installed at the premises. The 
system should be capable of recording for  28 days and should be 
able to take digital images of people entering the premises. The 
recordings must be made available to Police officers and the 
Local Authority on request. 

 
2. Signs shall be displayed at the exit, reminding customers to leave 

quietly. 
 

3. A bin shall be provided within the customer area for the use of 
customers. 

 
4. Signs shall be displayed, reminding customers to use the bins 

provided. 
 
The Committee has taken into account the representation by the 
objector, and particularly her point on litter and her concern regarding 
customers eating in their cars with engines running, resulting in more 
nuisance in the area. The Committee felt that the conditions imposed 
would be sufficient to address the concerns raised. 
 

LSCA07. 
 

ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Barrett, reported on an application for a new 
premises licence at Present Time restaurant for the supply of alcohol, 
provision of late night refreshment and provision of regulated 
entertainment in the form of recorded music. Representations had been 
submitted by the Police, and the Noise Team and local residents had 
submitted objections to the application on the grounds of noise nuisance. 
 
Derek Pearce, Enforcement Officer, presented the Noise Team 
representation, and expressed serious concerns relating to the 
application and in particular the application to permit recorded music at 
the premises. Mr Pearce reported that the premises had in the past 
operated more as a venue for loud music entertainment than a 
restaurant, and expressed concerns regarding the suitability of the 
premises for the playing of recorded music due to the lack of sound-
proofing, and the late operating hours applied for. Mr Pearce reported on 
previous complaints made to the Noise Team relating to the premises, 
and gave details of abatement notices that had been served on the 
premises. The representation from the Noise Team included some 
suggested conditions, but Mr Pearce emphasised that the Noise Team 
strongly objected to the recorded music element of the application. 
 
In response to questions from the Committee, Mr Pearce confirmed that 
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complaints had been received regarding the premises when it had been 
operating without a licence, and reported that, following checks, there 
was no evidence that the applicant had a long term interest in the 
premises.  
 
 The applicant addressed the Committee and reported that, since he had 
become involved with the premises, there had been only a single noise 
complaint, since which time he had always complied with any requests 
for music at the premises to be turned down. The applicant reported that 
the premises would operate as a restaurant, not a venue for music and 
dancing, that there would be no loud music played and that CCTV and 
doormen would be used to ensure that there was no disturbance. The 
applicant noted that some of the complaints received were from 
residents who did not live close to the premises, and that the noise being 
reported was not always from this particular premises. 
 
In response to questions from the Committee, the applicant reported that 
he had an arrangement in place to take the lease on the premises over 
from the current leaseholder, but that this was conditional on him being 
granted a licence. The applicant also reported that he had already 
demonstrated commitment to the premises by undertaking a 
refurbishment, and stated that he would be willing to invest in any works 
necessary at the premises if the licence were granted. In response to 
questions from the Committee regarding whether the applicant was 
aware that the premises had been operating without a licence, the 
applicant responded that he had been informed by the previous manager 
of the premises that a licence was in place, but had not verified this 
separately and now realised that this was something that he should have 
done.  
 
The Committee asked about the applicant’s relationship with residents 
living close to the premises, and the applicant reported that he had 
spoken to residents about noise from the premises in the past, since 
when there had been no problems and the premises had a good 
relationship with its neighbours.  
 
The Legal Officer asked for further information regarding the freehold 
and leasehold of the premises. The applicant reported that Mr Kwateng 
held a 19-year lease on the premises, of which 3 years had elapsed. Mr 
Pearce enquired about the financial feasibility of employing doormen 
when the applicant had stated that the capacity of the venue was just 25-
30 customers, and the applicant responded that doormen would not be 
required for normal nights, only for special events.  
 
The Licensing Officer asked the applicant for further information on 
some of the conditions proposed in the application. In response, the 
applicant confirmed that overcrowing would be avoided by having a 
policy that all customers were to be seated and that a waste 
management agreement was being entered into with the Council to 
ensure that waste was dealt with appropriately.  
 
In conclusion, Mr Pearce emphasised the serious concerns the Noise 
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Team had regarding the application for recorded music and requested 
that, were the licence to be granted, the conditions suggested by the 
Noise Team be taken into consideration.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Committee considered the application fully, together with the 
representations from the responsible authorities, objectors and the 
applicant. However, after much deliberation, we reject the whole of the 
application for the premises licence. 
 

The Committee feels that there was overwhelming evidence in relation to 
nuisance, specifically noise, nuisance, and was concerned that, by his 
own admission, Mr Tshilumba has struggled to fully comply with 
requirements under the Environmental Protection Act in relation to noise 
nuisance and the Food Hygiene Regulations.  
 

The questions posed by those present to Mr Tshilumba were not 
satisfactorily answered and neither Mr Tshilumba nor the premises itself 
appears to the Committee to be adequately managed and equipped to 
operate this premises licence in its current form.  
 

The representations by the noise officer were compelling and the fact 
that there is a history of noise complaints with the premises since Mr 
Tshilumba’s involvement, the issue of outbreak of music does not 
appear to have been adequately addressed. 
 

We were concerned with his inability to sufficiently and satisfactorily 
answer questions in relation to his interest in the property, his ability to 
comply with conditions if imposed, his general understanding in relation 
to the Licensing Act 2003 and his failure to provide us with sound and 
enforceable conditions that he could be expected to adhere to. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
TUESDAY, 28 APRIL 2009 

 
Councillors Demirci, Reid and Dodds 

 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 

LSCA08. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Patel, for whom Cllr 
Dodds was substituting. The Committee agreed that Cllr Dodds would 
act as Chair of proceedings. 
 

 
 

LSCA09. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA10. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA11. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA12. 
 

BAR N22, GROUND FLOOR, 242 HIGH ROAD, WOOD GREEN 
(WOODSIDE WARD) 

 

 Before the presentation of the Licensing Officer’s report, the applicant’s 
representative made an application that the evidence of one of the 
objectors, Ms Sue Garrad, should be discounted due to the distance of 
her address from the premises. On the advice of the Legal Officer, the 
Committee adjourned to examine maps of the area and consider the 
application made by the applicant’s representative. 
 
The Committee reconvened at 7.35pm.  
 
The Legal Officer, Joyce Golder, confirmed that the applicant’s 
submission was that Ms Garrad’s evidence should be discounted as she 
was not ‘within the vicinty’ of the premises, as set out in the Licensing 
Act 2003. Ms Golder confirmed that Ms Garrad’s address was situated 
approximately 1km from the premises, and was close to a number of 
other licensed premises. Ms Golder reported that Ms Garrad’s 
submission was that she was a part of the local community and had the 
right to have a say on local issues. 
 
The Chair reported that the Committee would consider Ms Garrad’s 
evidence, and would give it appropriate weight as part of their 
deliberations.  
 
The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, presented the application for a 
new premises licence by CBS Bar Ltd to allow the provision of regulated 
entertainment (including pole and lap dancing), provision of late night 
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refreshment and supply of alcohol at Bar N22, Ground Floor, 242 High 
Road, Wood Green. Ms Barrett reported that representation had been 
received from the Noise Team, and that the conditions suggested by the 
Noise Team had been accepted in full by the applicant. Two letters of 
representation and a petition had also been received from interested 
parties, expressing concerns regarding the possibility of increased crime 
and anti-social behaviour in the area, especially of a sexual nature, the 
risk of children being exposed to a business of an adult nature, the 
disturbance that would be caused to local residents and the 
inappropriateness of an adult establishment in a location close to 
schools, places of worship, residential accommodation and community 
centres. Ms Barratt also reported on the relevant licensing authority 
considerations, and provided an extract from the statement of licensing 
policy in relation to adult entertainment. 
 
The applicant’s representative clarified that it was proposed that the 
performance of dance would not commence until 19:00hrs, Monday – 
Sunday.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee, Derek Pearce, 
Enforcement Response Officer, reported that 7 complaints had been 
made to the Noise Team in 2007 and that on 2 occasions these had 
been identified as a nuisance by the Noise Team. Mr Pearce reported 
that one complaint had related specifically to customers leaving the 
premises. In response to a question from the Committee on how this 
issue could be addressed, Mr Pearce recommended that door 
supervisors should monitor customers exiting the premises to ensure 
that customers left quietly.  
 
In response to questions from the applicant’s representative, Mr Pearce 
confirmed that one complaint had been received in each of the months 
January, February and August 2007, that two complaints had been 
received each in March and April 2007, and that there had been two 
complainants in total. Mr Pearce confirmed that, if the conditions 
suggested by the Noise Team were complied with, the licensing 
objectives would be met. 
 
The Chair confirmed that new evidence that had not been included in the 
original papers could not be raised at the meeting, as the other parties 
had not had a chance to view the material and respond. Ms Garrad 
presented her representation against the application, stating that she felt 
the kind of activity being applied for would attract crime, particularly sex-
related, to the area, and that customers leaving the premises would lead 
to an increase in anti-social behaviour, which was already a priority for 
the local Safer Neighbourhoods Team. Ms Garrad also expressed 
concerns regarding the increase in fear of crime around the premises, 
particularly amongst women. Ms Garrad stated that the location of the 
premises on a busy thoroughfare, close to a number of schools and in a 
very residential area, was inappropriate for a business of the nature 
proposed, and that children would still be passing the premises at 7pm, 
the proposed start time for the performance of dance. Ms Garrad stated 
that she felt the application would undermine the licensing objectives, 
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and would have a detrimental impact on the local community and area. 
 
In response to a question from the applicant’s representative, Ms Garrad 
stated that although her personal view was that adult entertainment 
should not take place at the premises at all, 11pm would be a more 
appropriate start time for the performance of dance. 
 
Ms Varinder Kaur, Service Manager of the Raj Kunj sheltered 
accommodation for Asian elders, made a representation on behalf of the 
residents of the sheltered accommodation. Ms Kaur stated that 22 
residents, aged between 65 and 92, lived in the accommodation next to 
the premises, that elderly residents would be frightened to go out if the 
application were to be granted, and that a premises of this nature would 
deter visits to the residents from their children and grandchildren. Ms 
Kaur reported that residents were already disturbed by noise from the 
premises.  
 
In response to questions from the applicant’s representative, Ms Kaur 
reported that she would have to check the records to confirm whether 
she had submitted any complaints regarding the premises to the Noise 
Team.  
 
The applicant’s representative, Mr David Dadds, reported that the only 
difference between the existing premises licence and the application 
before the Committee was the introduction of pole and lap dancing, as 
set out in the application. Mr Dadds stated that, if the Committee felt that 
it was necessary and proper to do so, the applicant was prepared to 
amend the hours for the performance of dance to commence at 21:00hrs 
instead of 19:00hrs. Mr Dadds noted that the Police had made no 
representation in respect of the application, and that the conditions put 
forward by the Noise Team to uphold the licensing objectives had been 
accepted by the applicant in full. It was also reported that no noise 
complaints had been made relating to the premises since August 2007. 
Mr Dadds noted that controls to uphold the licensing objectives were set 
out clearly in the application. Mr Dadds felt that the proposed 
amendment of the hours for the performance of dance would address 
the concerns raised regarding children passing the premises, and that 
there would be no impact on local schoolchildren as there would be no 
external advertising at the premises. Mr Dadds stated that there was no 
evidence of complaints being made by the residents of the neighbouring 
sheltered accommodation and that there was no evidence to suggest 
that crime would increase as a result of the premises, especially as the 
Police had raised no objection to the application. Mr Dadds stated that 
he felt that the conditions proposed would be adequate to address the 
licensing objectives, and reminded the Committee of the safeguarding 
mechanisms in place such as the power to review the licence in order to 
ensure that the licensing objectives were maintained. 
 
In response to questions from the Committee, Mr Dadds reported that 
the nature of the business would not attract antisocial behaviour and sex 
trafficking, and that the applicant was fully aware of the location of the 
premises in relation to local schools and residential accommodation. The 
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Committee asked how the applicant would ensure that performers at the 
premises were safe, and Mr Dadds reported that SIA-approved doormen 
would be present at the premises, and that the welfare of their staff 
would be paramount. It was reported that all staff would be subject to 
employment law and identification checks, and interviewed to ensure 
that they were working safely and of their own volition. Regulations were 
in place to ensure that all staff had rights and were working in a safe 
environment, as part of a legitimate business. Mr Dadds confirmed that 
checks on whether staff were working of their own free will would be 
carried out independently of the Police, and that any concern regarding 
whether performers were working of their own volition would be identified 
very quickly and would not be tolerated. In response to a request from 
the Committee for reassurance that the applicant could objectively 
ensure that all performers were working of their own free will, Mr Dadds 
emphasised that all performers would be fully ID checked and 
interviewed to ensure that they were under no duress. Mr Dadds 
emphasised that issues relating to employee wellbeing were covered by 
relevant employment and health and safety legislation.  
 
Mr Dadds confirmed that, as there would be no external adverts at the 
premises, customers would be attracted by word of mouth. Mr Dadds 
added that if the business didn’t attract customers then it would fail, but 
that this was an economic issue rather than a licensing concern. In 
response to a question from the Committee, Mr Dadds confirmed that 
the applicant would consider taking out text-only adverts in local 
newspapers, if it was felt that this was necessary. 
 
In response to a question from the Committee regarding the number of 
SIA-approved doormen at the premises, Mr Dadds reported that there 
would be three, and that the doormen would be monitoring the interior of 
the premises as well as the doors. 
 
In response to a question from Ms Garrad, the applicant clarified the 
location of and access to the performers’ changing room on the floor 
plan of the premises, and explained that the private dancing area was 
not partitioned off, but was a raised stage area. In response to a 
question regarding whether performers would be employees or self-
employed, Mr Dadds confirmed that there may be both employees and 
self-employed performers working at the premises, but that the checks 
and procedures would be the same for both. 
 
In conclusion, the objectors stated that the location of the premises was 
not right for an adult entertainment business, and would contribute to 
wider problems in the local area. It was also stated that the proximity of 
the premises to a sheltered housing complex for elderly people would 
interfere with the peace and quiet of the elderly residents, who would be 
scared to leave their homes. 
 
By way of conclusion, Mr Dadds stated that the Police had raised no 
objections with regard to the licensing objectives, that there was no 
evidence of crime and disorder and that there had been no complaints 
relating to noise since August 2007. The location of the premises was a 
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mixed-use area with a number of other licensed premises nearby and, 
as a legitimate business, the application demonstrated that the licensing 
objectives under the Licensing Act 2003 were met, with issues relating to 
the protection of the wellbeing of employees being covered by other 
legislation. Mr Dadds requested that the Committee grant the license as 
applied for, with the amendment of the hours for the performance of 
dance to commence from 21:00hrs nightly. 
 
In response to questions from the Legal Officer, Mr Dadds confirmed 
that it was proposed that there would be three SIA-approved doormen at 
the premises, and that the code of conduct, house rules and pre-
employment checks put forward in the Operating Schedule would be 
agreed with the Council and Police before the licence came into effect. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
Having fully considered the application, objectors’ representations, 
representations by responsible authorities and the applicant’s case, the 
Committee decided to refuse the application for a premises licence.  
 
In reaching this decision the Committee considered the Licensing Act 
2003 and its licensing objectives and the statement of licensing policy, in 
particular the extracts relating to adult entertainment and specifically 
paragraph 13.7 which states that the licensing authority will have regard 
to whether the premises are in close proximity to schools, places of 
worship and residential accommodation, amongst others. The 
Committee did not feel that the licensing objectives had been sufficiently 
met by the applicant’s proposals. 
 
 
In response to the decision of the Committee, the applicant’s 
representative sought clarity on the reasons for the rejection of the 
application in full, and asked whether the Committee had considered 
granting the application with the exclusion of pole dancing and lap 
dancing. The meeting was adjourned for the Committee to seek legal 
advice on this issue and deliberate further. 
 
 
RESOLVED 
 
After adjourning and taking legal advice, the Committee decided to grant 
the application for a premises licence with the proviso that section G of 
the Operating Schedule, namely Performance of Dance, shall exclude 
pole dancing and lap dancing. There was no decision to change the 
timings as proposed, namely from 7pm. Pole dancing and lap dancing 
was excluded specifically in reference to paragraph 13.7 of the 
statement of licensing policy which states that the licensing authority will 
have regard to whether the premises are in close proximity to schools, 
places of worship and residential accommodation, amongst others. 
 
The conditions proposed by the the applicant in the current premises 
licence, the accepted conditions proposed by the Noise Team and the 
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conditions in the Operating Schedule are to be imposed, with a 
requirement for 3 door supervisors to be added. Conditions relating to 
pole dancing and lap dancing are to be excluded in consultation with the 
Licensing Officer. 
 
 
 

LSCA13. 
 

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

 

 This item was adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 22:15hrs. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
CLLR RAY DODDS 
 
Chair 
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LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
PROCEDURE SUMMARY 

 

  

INTRODUCTION 
 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

  

NON-ATTENDANCE BY PARTY OR PARTIES 
 

 

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

(i)            grant an adjournment to another date, or  

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

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

  

TOPIC HEADINGS 
 

 

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

 

(i) the prevention of crime and disorder, 
 

 

(ii) public safety, 
 

 

(iii) the prevention of public nuisance, and 
 

 

(iv) the protection of children from harm. 
 

 

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

 

WITNESSES 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 
 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

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

 

(iv) Is the late evidence really important?  

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

  

THE LICENSING OFFICER’S INTRODUCTION 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

THE HEARING  
 

 

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

 

            (i)       an introduction by the Objectors’ main representative 
 

 

(ii) an introduction by the Applicant or representative 
 

 

(iii) questions put by Members to the Objectors 
 

 

(iv) questions put by Members to the Applicant 
 

 

(v) questions put by the Objectors to the Applicant 
 

 

(vi) questions put by the Applicant to the Objectors 
 

 

  

CLOSING ADRESSES 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

THE DECISION 
 

 

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

 

19.    The decision is put in writing and read out in public by the  
          Committee Clerk once Members have returned to the meeting. 
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Sent: 01 May 2009 16:10 

To: Barrett Daliah 
Subject: KARMENZ BAR, 192 Stroud Green Road N4 
 

 

Daliah  Barrett-WilliamsL 

Lead Officer [Licensing] 

Haringey Council 

1st flr. Lee Valley Technopark  

Ashley Road, Tottenham 

London N17 9LN 

 

 

Dear Daliah Barrett-Williams,            re:  KARMENZ BAR, 192 Stroud Green Road 

N4/ License Variation Application 
 

We are writing to oppose the application for a variation to the license of the 

above referenced business. 

 

We live close by and have been at this address since 1981 and know this 

business in it’s current form and previously as Yamina’s. The area is 

predominantly residential and has particular problems with the dumping of 

rubbish on the corners of Stapelton Hall Rd. /Stroud Green Road and there 

have been seven burglaries this year between no’s 1 and 39 Stapleton Hall 

Road .    Our objections are in reference to your licensing objectives and inter 

alia as  follows:  

 

Public nuisance;   There are numerous homes close by that would be 

disturbed by noise from this bar;  notably apartments above and to either side 

of the property itself and opposite on Stroud Green Rd as well as houses and 

apartments on Stapleton Hall and Albert Rd.  We have on several occasions 

heard live music  being played in daytime with the front windows of the bar 

open to Stroud Green Rd. and sound spilling out to carry some distance, even 

above the traffic noise.   Similarly with recorded music in the evenings and 

early morning the rear doors of the bar is often left open and  music can be 

heard across several gardens on Stapleton Hall and Albert Rd.   I have called 

or visited the bar several times to complain about noise.   We find the business 

to be an inconsiderate neighbour and the premises in it current form are 

unsuitable for live music,  e.g there is no specialist sound proofing to the front 

of the buliding to prevent sound spillage. [ A nearby bar on the opposite side 

 of Stroud Green Rd.  were required to replace front windows and redesign 

the entrance lobby to solve noise problems] 

 

Public Safety;   

There is no permitted parking place for customers to be dropped off or 

collected.  There are bus stops outside the bar, one opposite and the other 20 

yards south on Stroud Green Rd, the road is marked with double yellow lines in 

either direction and 20 yards to the north there are traffic lights at the 

crossroads with Hanley Rd., Crouch Hill and Stapleton Hall Rd.  Vehicles 

approaching the bar to park or deliver customers would cause nuisance to 
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the resident parking bays on Hanley Rd. and Stapleton Hall Rd.  as well as a 

traffic hazard and obstruct vehicle flows in up to four directions.  

 

We note the council’s policy of not allowing anonymous representations 

complaints though we would prefer not to have our details passed to the 

applicant and are taking separate  legal advice on that matter.  When we 

previously opposed a license application for Karmen’s we were surprised to 

receive a  letter hand-delivered by the applicant . This was unwelcome and 

we choose not to enter into any dialogue with the applicant.  We have 

opposed license variations to other premises nearby  and received no 

contact  from those applicants. We would add that these several other 

licensed premises within 50 yards of our home  and Karmens do not operate 

the late hours proposed in this application. 

 

We trust this application will be denied in any event. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 
 

_____________________________________________________________________

_ 

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System. 

For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email  

_____________________________________________________________________

_ 
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