
 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Licensing Sub-Committee A 

 
 
TUESDAY, 7TH JULY, 2009 at 19:00 HRS - CIVIC CENTRE, HIGH ROAD, WOOD GREEN, 
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 - 12)  
 
 To approve the minutes of the previous meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee A 

held on 14 May 2009 and the special meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee A held 
on 28 May 2009.  
 

5. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  (PAGES 13 - 14)  
 
 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. THE OLD ALOYSIANS, ST ALOYSIUS COLLEGE SPORTS FIELD, HURST 
AVENUE, HORNSEY N6 5TX (CROUCH END WARD)  (PAGES 15 - 72)  

 
 To consider an application by The Old Aloysians to allow the provision of regulated 

entertainment and the supply of alcohol by or on behalf of a club to, or to the order of, 
a member of the club and the sale by retail of alcohol by or on behalf of a club to a 
guest of a member of the club for consumption on the premises where the sale takes 
place at the 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 
 

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

 
Monday, 29 June 2009 

 
 
 



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 
THURSDAY, 14 MAY 2009 

 
Councillors Patel (Chair), Demirci and Reid 

 
 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 
BY 

 

LSCA14. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSCA15. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA16. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 Cllr Reid declared a personal interest, as he had dined at the premises 
three years previously.  
 
NOTED 
 

 
 

LSCA17. 
 

MINUTES  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the minutes of the Licensing Sub Committee A held on 7 April 2009 
and the special Licensing Sub Committee A held on 28 April 2009 be 
agreed and signed by the Chair. 
 

 
 

LSCA18. 
 

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA19. 
 

KARMENZ WINE BAR AND RESTAURANT, 192 STROUD GREEN 
ROAD, LONDON N4 (STROUD GREEN) 

 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, presented the report on an 
application for a variation to a premises licence at Karmenz Wine Bar 
and Restaurant, 192 Stroud Green Road, N4. Representations had been 
received from the noise team, and the conditions proposed by the noise 
team to address the issues of noise nuisance had been accepted 
verbally by the applicant. Representations had also been received from 
local residents relating to issues of noise nuisance late into the night, 
vibrations, anti-social behaviour from patrons at the premises. 
 
Eubert Malcolm, Enforcement Response Service Manager, presented 
the representation of the noise team and reported that, unless conditions 
were added, the variation of the licence would be likely to affect local 
residents. Mr Malcolm added that 11 proactive inspections had been 
carried out at the premises, and that on one occasion the premises had 
been found to be operating at 2.30am. Mr Malcolm confirmed that the 
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existing licence did not cover music. Mr Malcolm and Ms Barrett 
confirmed that the conditions proposed by the noise team had been 
agreed verbally by the applicant. 
 
In response to a question from local residents regarding how the 
enforcement team could ensure that there would be no further disruption 
caused by the premises, Mr Malcolm advised that the conditions 
proposed by the noise team should prevent nuisance occurring in future, 
but that if problems did continue then local residents could apply for a 
review of the licence against the licensing objectives. In response to a 
question from residents on how extended hours could be applied for 
when the premises had previously been found to be in breach of the 
conditions of the existing licence, Ms Barrett explained that a licence 
variation could legally be applied for at any time. A local resident asked 
whether any survey had been carried out to assess the building’s 
suitability for music in respect of sound insulation and vibration. Mr 
Malcolm confirmed that no survey had been carried out and that it was 
not a requirement that such a survey be carried out. Mr Malcolm noted 
that it was a proposed condition, however, that no noise or vibration 
should be experienced outside the premises and that a survey may be a 
consideration for the Committee as a means of addressing this. 
 
In response to a question from the Committee, it was confirmed that the 
noise team made the assessment of the noise from the premises in 
order to determine whether it constituted a statutory nuisance from within 
nearby residences.  
 
The objectors explained that they objected to the application to vary the 
licence on the grounds of crime and disorder and public nuisance, as 
local residents were currently experiencing loud noise and vibration from 
the premises on a very regular basis, which disturbed their sleep. 
Objectors reported that customers caused a great deal of noise on 
arrival and at the front and back of the premises, and that children living 
nearby were being woken up and frightened by noise from the premises. 
Residents reported that the premises was based in an old building, with 
no acoustic insulation, making it inappropriate for loud music. One 
objector reported that tenants of the property he owned had complained 
on a number of occasions and had moved out as a result of disturbance 
from the premises. It was also reported that customers of the premises 
used the back alleyway to smoke, which blocked access to the alley at 
night. Residents reported that they supported local businesses, but not 
at the expense of the local community, and that they objected to any 
extension of the operating hours of the venue, as this was not 
appropriate to a residential area and would disturb the local community. 
 
In response to concerns raised by local residents that the statutory 
notices regarding the application had not been posted in a visible place, 
Ms Barrett reported that when the Council had become aware that the 
notice had been sited too high, the notice was moved to a lower, more 
visible, position and the consultation period of 28 days had been re-
started from the date that the notice was moved.  
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The Committee asked how objectors were sure that the noise 
disturbance they were experiencing emanated from the premises in 
question, and local residents replied that they were able to tell by sight 
that the noise was caused by customers of the premises. In response to 
a question of clarification by Ms Joyce Golder, Legal Officer, local 
residents reported that there were no other premises in the area that 
could be the source of the disturbance, although residents had referred 
to a terrace at the premises, which did not have any reported outside 
areas. In response to a question from the Committee about the nature of 
the noise, residents reported that the noise was not constant, but that 
they were woken up early in the morning by sudden occurrences of 
noise, sometimes at 2 or 3am. One resident confirmed that he was 
disturbed by noise from the premises, despite having a hearing 
impairment.  
 
The applicant addressed the Committee and apologised for any 
inconvenience the premises may have caused local residents. She 
reported that the premises was intended to attract an older clientele, that 
door staff would be employed to ensure that all customers entered and 
left the premises quietly and that all the recommendations put forward by 
the Council’s noise team in the report had been accepted and would be 
put in place. The back door to the premises would be kept closed, and 
customers were not permitted to use the back alley for smoking. The 
applicant confirmed that there was no balcony, terrace or garden area at 
the premises, and that noise from local residents’ private parties were 
being attributed to the premises incorrectly. The applicant stated that she 
would like to work with the local community to ensure that no nuisance 
was caused in future, and reported that the premises was under new 
management from before. 
 
In response to a question for clarification from Ms Golder, the applicant 
confirmed that she had been the licensee since August 2007, but that 
she employed premises managers. 
 
Ms Barrett advised the Committee that the premises had used temporary 
event notices (TENs) to hold events in 2009, but that the maximum 
number of 12 TENs had been reached for the year, as each event 
counted for 2 TENs. TENs would permit music to be played at the 
premises even if this was not covered by the premises licence. In 
response to a question from Mr Malcolm, the applicant reported that she 
had not initially been aware that her licence did not permit music, but 
that as soon as she had become aware of this, TENs had been applied 
for to cover events at the premises. 
 
In response to a question from local residents regarding the hours 
applied for, the applicant reported that other local venues closed at 
0200hrs, and that by staggering the closing times and staying open later, 
it would reduce the number of customers coming out of different local 
venues all at the same time. The applicant reported that the premises 
would operate in a different way from other local venues, and that her 
customers might wish to stay out late in order to listen to jazz music. 
Local residents asked about the disturbances that had been caused in 
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the past, and the applicant reported that these had been caused by 
private parties, which the premises was looking to move away from. The 
licensee confirmed that live music would be played at the venue once or 
twice a month, and that the double-doors to the venue would be kept 
closed during any live music performance. 
 
In response to a question from the Committee about customers smoking 
at the back of the premises, the applicant reported that customers were 
not permitted to use the back of the premises, but that other local 
residents might be using that area to smoke. The applicant confirmed 
that music had only been played at the premises in recent months at 
private functions when TENs had been applied for. The Committee 
asked whether the applicant had been aware of the noise nuisance 
caused by the premises. The applicant responded that she had not been 
aware of the disturbance caused or she would have addressed the 
issue. In response to questions from the Committee, the applicant 
reported that she had experience of running a venue from working with 
her father, but that she had originally not been aware of the full 
implications of the statutory notice served by the noise team, as she had 
not handled these issues before.  
 
The Committee asked how the concerns raised in the notice served had 
been addressed, and the applicant replied that she had given 
instructions that music at the premises was not to be played loudly, and 
that only the in-house sound system should be used, and the sound 
level limited. Any hire of the premises for private functions would be 
vetted, to ensure that they complied with this. The applicant confirmed 
that she had not been present at the time when the fixed penalty notice 
was served, as the premises had been under the designated premises 
supervisor. In response to a question from the Committee regarding the 
nature of the premises, the applicant confirmed that it would be a wine 
bar and eatery with music, and not a club.  
 
In response to a question from Ms Golder regarding the nature of the 
music to be played at the premises, the applicant reported that generally 
it would just be background music, but that she wanted the facility to 
have performances by live bands and parties. The applicant reported 
that she was willing to reduce the applied for opening hours and hours 
for the provision of regulated entertainment, recorded music, late night 
refreshment and sale of alcohol as follows on Thursdays and Sundays: 
 
Thursday  1100 – 0000 
Sunday 1200 - 2200  
 
In response to further questions from the Committee, the applicant 
confirmed that most customers would walk to the premises, but that taxis 
would be called for any customers requiring them and that doormen 
would ensure that customers waited for and entered the taxis quietly. 
The applicant confirmed that she was not aware of any issues regarding 
public urination in relation to customers of the premises. 
 
In conclusion, Mr Malcolm reported that the current operating schedule 
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did not adequately address the issue of noise nuisance, but that the 
applicant had confirmed that they would comply with the conditions 
proposed by the noise team. The objectors concluded that they still 
objected to the application for a variation of the licence as the nature of 
the building and the area meant that loud music was not appropriate, 
and the late hours applied for did not appear consistent with the nature 
of the business that the applicant stated she wished to operate and 
would cause disturbance to local residents. The objectors felt that this 
licence would not enhance the local community and opposed the 
application. The applicant reported in conclusion that she had taken on 
board the comments made by the local authority and local residents, that 
she would comply with the conditions proposed and would do her best to 
ensure that the premises did not cause a nuisance and did not disturb 
local residents. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
The Committee considered the representations of the responsible 
authorities, local residents and the applicant, as well as the licensing 
objectives and was mindful that this case had a particular emphasis on 
public nuisance, namely nuisance generated as a result of noise from 
the premises.  
 
The Committee took on board the issues affecting those individuals and 
families located near to the premises, especially those where young 
children reside. 
 
The Committee had been addressed by the responsible authority, 
namely the noise team, on how they felt noise nuisance could be 
minimised and felt the noise could be minimised by the imposition of the 
conditions set out in pages 35 - 37 of the report, which the Committee 
noted had been accepted by the applicant. The Committee added the 
conditions proposed by the applicant in the operating schedule, and 
added further conditions to those, namely that the licensee shall appoint 
a noise consultant registered with the Institute of Acoustics or 
Association of Noise Consultants to prepare a scheme of sound 
insulation and noise control measures, which may include the installation 
of a noise limiting device, to prevent persons in the neighbourhood from 
being unreasonably disturbed by noise of music or vibrations from the 
premises. The scheme shall be submitted for approval by the Council 
and the licensee notified in writing accordingly, prior to the premises 
being used for music and dancing. In addition, two SIA registered door 
supervisors shall be employed on Friday and Saturday, from 2100hrs to 
0200hrs. 
 
The Committee further allowed the variation of the premises licence but 
reduced the hours to: 
 
Opening hours: 
 
Sunday  1200 – 2200 
Monday – Thursday 1100 – 0000 
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Friday – Saturday 1100 – 0200 
 
In relation to the Supply of Alcohol, Late Night Refreshment and Live 
and Recorded Music, these licensable activities shall cease 30 minutes 
before closing time, namely: 
 
Sunday  2130 
Monday – Thursday 2330 
Friday – Saturday 0130 
 
The Committee would encourage the noise team to be vigilant with 
ensuring the applicant complies with her responsibilities under the 
Licensing Act, especially in relation to noise nuisance and would 
encourage local residents to keep a watchful eye and contact the noise 
team should they have cause to do so, and they are reminded of the 
opportunity to review this license at any time once it is in use by the 
applicant. Please remember that the applicant cannot use the premises 
licence until she has implemented the scheme approved by the noise 
consultant, to the satisfaction of the Council.  
 
The Committee also reminded the applicant that all doors and windows 
are to be kept closed while music is playing, as provided in the operating 
schedule. 

 
 
 
The meeting closed at 21:40hrs. 
 
 

LSCA20. 
 

ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no new items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Jayanti Patel 
 
Chair 
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

THURSDAY, 28 MAY 2009 

 
Councillors Patel (Chair), Demirci and Reid 

 
 

MINUTE 

NO. 

 

SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 

BY 

 

LSCA21. 

 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence.  
 

 
 

LSCA22. 

 
URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA23. 

 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 Cllr Reid declared a personal interest as he knew the councillors who 
had submitted representations against the application. 
 
Cllr Demirci declared a personal interest as he had eaten at the 
presmies and also knew the councillors who had submitted 
representations against the application. 
 
It was clarified that Cllrs Demirci and Reid knew the councillors who had 
submitted representations against the application in the course of their 
Group and Council activities, and confimed that they had not been 
lobbied in respect of this application. 
 

 
 

LSCA24. 

 
SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 The summary of procedure was noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA25. 

 
MIZGIN RESTAURANT, 485 GREEN LANES, LONDON N4 1AS  

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, presented the report on an 
application for a new Premises Licence at Mizgin Restaurant to allow for 
the Provision of Late Night Refreshment at the premises. Ms Barrett 
reported that the applicant had revised the hours applied for as follows: 
 
Provision of Late Night Refreshment: Sun - Thurs 2300 – 0200 
      Fri – Sat 2300 – 0300 
 
Opening hours:    Sun – Thurs 0700 – 0200 
      Fri – Sat 0700 – 0300 
 
It was reported that there was to be no new admittance or re-admittance 
to the premises after 0200 on Fridays and Saturdays.  
 
Ms Barrett reported that representations against the application had 
been submitted by the Noise Team, local residents and the Ladder 
Community Safety Partnership (LCSP). Letters supporting the LSCP 
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representation had also been submitted by local councillors and David 
Lammy MP. The representations addressed the issues of non-
compliance by the premises in the past and the late hours applied for on 
Fridays and Saturdays.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee regarding the location of 
Rutland Gardens, from where a letter of representation had been sent by 
a residents association, Ms Barrett confirmed that this was some 
distance away from the premises. Ms Barrett also confirmed that the 
LCSP was aware that a number of premises in the area had licences to 
operate until 0200hrs.  
 
In response to a question from Mr Dadds, the applicant’s representative, 
Ms Barrett confirmed that the licence application had been received on 
17th April 2009. 
 
Derek Pearce, Noise Team Enforcement Officer, presented the noise 
team representation. Mr Pearce reported that the representation took 
into account the history of non-compliance by the premises in relation to 
nuisance caused by noise and odour. Mr Pearce reported that the 
premises had carried out work on the extraction system, and confirmed 
that a visit had been made by the Council on 6 May 2009, at which it had 
been identified that the extraction system was not causing a nuisance. 
Mr Pearce reported that there had been no instances of non-compliance 
by the premises in the past 6 months. The noise team had proposed in 
its representation a number of conditions to mitigate any nuisance 
caused by noise or odour, and these had been accepted by the 
applicant.  
 
The Committee asked Mr Pearce whether it would be possible to enforce 
the applicant’s suggestion whereby the premises would remain open 
until 0300 but with no admittance or re-admittance after 0200. Mr Pearce 
responded that it would be possible to observe the entrance to the 
premises between 0200 and 0300 as an indication of whether new 
customers were being admitted. It was clarified that a licence for the 
provision of late night refreshment would be required until 0300 on 
Fridays and Saturdays on the basis of the revised hours offered by the 
applicant, as meals would be being served between 0200 and 0300.  
 
In response to a question from Mr Dadds, Mr Pearce responded that he 
was broadly content that the licensing objectives would be met if the 
proposed conditions were enforced, although there was a potential issue 
with the noise from the extraction system if a licence were granted to 
0300, which might need further consideration. 
 
The applicant’s representative, Mr Dadds, emphasised that it was 
essential for the application to be judged on its merits. Mr Dadds 
confirmed that the applicant had a contract for waste collection and that 
refuse was collected daily. Mr Dadds advised the Committee that the 
representations from councillors and the noise team had not objected to 
the premises opening to 0200 and that the local resident and the Council 
were satisfied with the work that had been carried out on the extraction 

Page 8



MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

THURSDAY, 28 MAY 2009 
 

system. It was suggested that a condition should be added that the 
system be maintained regularly to ensure that it remained in good 
working order. Mr Dadds stated that there would be no significant 
variation in ambient noise between 0200 and 0300 and that if the 
licensing objectives were being met at 0200, then they would still be 
being met at 0300. It was reported that on Fridays and Saturdays only 
those patrons already inside the premises at 0200 would be permitted to 
remain on the premises after that time, and that this should be imposed 
as a condition on the licence.  It was reported that a closing time of 0300 
would ensure the gradual dispersal of patrons on those nights, and that 
a CCTV system was in place to help to monitor the policy of no 
admittance after 0200. Mr Dadds advised the Committee that the 
capacity of the premises was only around 20 persons, so it would only 
be a small number of patrons in the premises until 0300. 
 
Mr Dadds advised that the decision of the Committee must be based 
solely on the Licensing Objectives. The Committee was advised that the 
applicant had demonstrated willingness to comply with any licence 
conditions, fully understood the consequences of non-compliance and 
was focussed on ensuring that the licensing objectives were satisfied. Mr 
Dadds submitted that those representations that did not relate to the 
experience of a named local resident in the vicinity of the premises were 
not valid and should not be taken into consideration. Mr Dadds also 
advised the Committee that the Licensing Act did not permit the 
imposition of blanket opening hours on an area. The Committee was 
advised of recent case law, the ruling from which was that Licensing Sub 
Committees could base their decision only on the substantive evidence 
before them, and Mr Dadds reported that no evidence had been 
presented at the hearing that would lead to the conclusion that the 
licensing objectives would be breached by the granting of the licence. 
 
In response to a question from the Committee about the duty to balance 
the rights of local residents and the duty to judge a case on its merits, Mr 
Dadds advised the Committee that they could only take into account the 
concerns of residents if these had been submitted as representations, 
which could then be considered within the context of the licensing 
objectives.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee, the applicant confirmed 
that their refuse contract was with Enterprise. The Committee sought 
clarification of the status of representations submitted by councillors, and 
the Licensing Officer clarified the circumstances under which councillors 
could make representations in their capacity as councillors, as opposed 
to their personal capacity as local residents affected by an application.  
 
The Committee asked about the presence of the applicant at the 
premises, and was advised that the applicant would generally be on the 
premises on a daily basis but that a nominated staff member would be in 
charge of the premises when he was off-site. The Committee asked 
about the wording of the notices to be displayed on the premises to ask 
customers to leave quietly, in response to which Mr Dadds advised that 
the applicant would be happy for the wording to be agreed with the 
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Council. The Committee asked the applicant whether he would be willing 
to comply with the conditions imposed on the licence, and the applicant 
responded that he was willing to comply and wished to work in 
partnership with the responsible authorities. In response to a question 
regarding the number of people residing above the premises, the 
applicant responded that he only knew that there were two flats above 
the premises and had no further information on this. 
 
In conclusion Mr Dadds requested that the Committee grant the licence, 
as the licensing objectives would be met by the conditions, and reported 
that granting opening hours until 0300 on Fridays and Saturdays would 
not undermine the licensing objectives. The applicant was willing to 
comply with all conditions on the licence and fully understood the 
consequences of failure in this regard. Mr Dadds advised the Committee 
that local residents did have recourse to the process of reviewing the 
licence at any time, in the event that any problems arose, but reported 
that this would not be needed as there would be no breaches of the 
licence conditions by the applicant. 
 

RESOLVED 

 

The Committee was minded to grant the premises licence, however the 
Committee modified the hours requested as follows: 
 
Provision of Late Night Refreshment:  Sun – Sat 2300 – 0200 
Opening Hours:    Sun – Sat 0700 – 0200 
 
The Committee took into account the written and oral representations of 
Mr Pearce as the responsible authority and echoed his concerns that 
later opening hours could lead to further nuisance from noise from the 
extractor system and also noise from patrons leaving the premises after 
this time. 
 
The Committee imposed the conditions contained within the operating 
schedule together with those agreed by the applicant with the 
responsible authority, namely the Noise Team, and noted their 
representations that the premises close no later than 0200, together with 
the remainder of the representations. 
 
The Committee imposed a further condition that the extractor fan have a 
maintenance schedule whereby the owner is to ensure that it is 
maintained and certified as in good working order annually. A further 
condition was that the wording of the signs advising customers to leave 
quietly be agreed with the noise team, such signs be prominently 
displayed and specifically in full view of patrons exiting the premises. A 
closed sign was also to be prominently displayed from 2am on the 
entrance door of the premises.  
 
The Committee reminded all, including the responsible authorities and 
residents, that, should problems come to light in relation to failure to 
adhere to the Licensing Objectives by the applicant, the licence can be 
called in for review in the usual manner. A premises licence was granted 
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and it was hoped that in the spirit of the Licensing Act, the applicant 
ensures full compliance with all requirements. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr JAYANTI PATEL 
 
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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