
 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Licensing Sub-Committee A 

 
THURSDAY, 18TH NOVEMBER, 2010 at 19:00 HRS - CIVIC CENTRE, HIGH ROAD, 
WOOD GREEN, N22 8LE. 
 
 
MEMBERS: Councillors Adamou, Demirci (Chair) and Reid 

 
AGENDA 
 
 
1. WEBCASTING    
 
 Please note: This meeting may be filmed for live or subsequent broadcast 

via the Council's internet site - at the start of the meeting the Chair will 
confirm if all or part of the meeting is being filmed. The images and sound 
recording may be used for training purposes within the Council.  

 
Generally the public seating areas are not filmed. However, by entering the 
meeting room and using the public seating area, you are consenting to 
being filmed and to the possible use of those images and sound recordings 
for webcasting and/or training purposes. 

 
If you have any queries regarding this, please contact the Committee Clerk 
at the meeting. 
 

2. ELECTION OF CHAIR    
 
3. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE    
 
 To note the apology for absence from Councillor Ali Demirci. 

 
4. URGENT BUSINESS    
 
 The Chair will consider the admission of any late items of urgent business.  (Late 

items will be considered under the agenda item where they appear.  New items will 
be deal with at item 8 below). 
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5. 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. 
 

6. MINUTES  (PAGES 1 - 14)  
 
 To approve the minutes of the previous meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee A 

held on 7th September 2010 and 5th October 2010. 
 

7. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  (PAGES 15 - 16)  
 

 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. 
 

8. BUTTERFLY SNOOKER BAR, 349C HIGH ROAD, WOOD GREEN, LONDON, N22 
8JA  (PAGES 17 - 80)  

 
 To consider an application for a new premises licence by Erdal Durmus in respect of 

Butterfly Snooker Bar, 349c High Road, Wood Green, London, N22 8JA. 
 

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

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

Natalie Cole 
Principal Committee Coordinator 
(Non Cabinet Committee)  
Tel: 020-8489 2919 
Fax: 020-8489 2660 
Email: helen.jones@haringey.gov.uk 
 
 

                                                                         Wednesday 10th November 2010   



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

TUESDAY, 7 SEPTEMBER 2010 

 
Councillors Reid, Basu and Ejiofor 

 
 
Apologies Councillors Demirci and Adamou 

 
 
Also Present: Councillor Scott, for the item on Eros Supermarket 

 
 

MINUTE 

NO. 

 

SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 

BY 

 

LSCA01. 

 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 Apologies for absence were received from Cllr Demirci, for whom Cllr 
Basu was acting as substitute, and from Cllr Adamou, for whom Cllr 
Ejiofor was acting as substitute. It was agreed that Cllr Ejiofor would 
Chair the meeting. 
 

 
 

LSCA02. 

 
URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA03. 

 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA04. 

 
MINUTES  

 RESOLVED 

 

That the minutes of the meetings held on 16 July 2009, 24 November 
2009, 7 June 2010 and 29 June 2010 be deferred to a future meeting of 
Licensing Sub Committee A for approval and signature.  
 

 
 

LSCA05. 

 
SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 Noted. 
 

 
 

LSCA06. 

 
EROS GROCERS, 120A ALEXANDRA PARK ROAD, MUSWELL 

HILL, LONDON N10 2AL 
 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, presented the report on an 
application for a premises licence variation at Eros Grocers, 120a 
Alexandra Park Road, Muswell Hill, London N10. It was reported that the 
representations made by the Metropolitan Police and the child protection 
team had been agreed with the applicant, and had therefore been 
withdrawn. A large number of representations had been received from 
local residents, objecting to the sale of alcohol for 24 hours a day at the 
premises and expressing concerns that this would lead to issues with 
loitering outside the premises and nuisance caused by people being 
attracted from outside of the local area. 
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TUESDAY, 7 SEPTEMBER 2010 
 

 
Cllr Nigel Scott, Ward Councillor, addressed the Committee in objection 
to the application, and stated that the premises was located in a 
predominantly residential area, and so there would be no local demand 
for the sale of alcohol for 24 hours a day. Cllr Scott expressed concern 
that 24 hour sales of alcohol would therefore attract people from outside 
the local area, and that this would cause a disturbance to residents. In 
response to a question from the Committee, Cllr Scott stated that he did 
not feel that there was any need for an extension of the existing licensing 
hours. Cllr Scott confirmed, in response to a question from the applicant, 
that he did not directly link any incidents of anti social behaviour in the 
area specifically to Eros. 
 
Other local residents addressed the Committee in objection to the 
application, emphasising the residential nature of the area, and that the 
facility to buy alcohol for 24 hours would attract people from outside the 
area, causing nuisance due to noise from cars and anti social behaviour. 
Residents stated that they supported the rights of local businesses to 
earn a living, but not at the expense of the communities within which 
they were situated. It was reported that there had been issues in the past 
with young people causing a nuisance outside the premises, and one 
local resident reported an incident in which her son had been followed by 
youths from outside the premises, who had demanded money. 
Residents expressed concern at the effect a late night licence would 
have on the area, and in particular on people who needed to get up early 
for work. Concerns were also expressed that local residents would feel 
less safe travelling home at night if there was a 24 hour alcohol licence 
in place at the local shop, especially as the area was very quiet and 
there would be no police presence. 
 
In response to questions from the Committee, all the local residents 
present felt that there was no need to extend the current licence at the 
premises. It was also confirmed that the incident in which a child had 
been followed and asked for money could be linked to the premises as, 
when the Police had investigated, the suspect had returned to stand 
directly outside Eros. 
 
Mr Kilic, representing the applicant, addressed the Committee in support 
of the application. Mr Kilic confirmed that the applicant had agreed to 
comply with the conditions proposed by the police and the child 
protection team, and noted that no other responsible authorities had 
made representations in respect of the application. Mr Kilic referred to 
the Thwaites case, and reminded the Committee that they could only 
base their decision on the evidence presented to them. Mr Kilic also 
referred to a number of points in the guidance, and stated that, while 
individuals outside the premises were accountable for their own 
activities, the premises would take all reasonable steps to prevent any 
incidents occurring in connection with their customers. Mr Kilic 
acknowledged the concerns expressed by residents, and stated that the 
premises would do its best to address any concerns. The Committee 
was asked to grant the application as requested to give the premises an 
opportunity to operate within the conditions proposed, and Mr Kilic 
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reminded the Committee that the licence would be subject to review if 
any incidents were to occur in connection with the premises.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee, Mr Kilic confirmed that 
the applicant acknowledged that the licence applied for would make a 
difference, and that additional conditions suggested by the responsible 
authorities had been agreed in order to reflect this. The Committee 
asked the applicant whether there were any issues with young people 
gathering outside the premises; the applicant replied that there were a 
number of young people in the area after schools had closed, between 
3pm and 6pm, but that there were very few young people around after 
8pm. In response to a question from the Committee regarding refusal 
logs, the applicant reported that a refusals log was currently maintained 
and that around 10 to 15 sales were refused and recorded on a daily 
basis. It was confirmed that the premises always required ID for alcohol 
sales. In response to a question from the Committee regarding the 
number of letters of representation received in relation to the application, 
Mr Kilic advised that it was the evidence that was in the representations 
that was important.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee regarding any possible 
compromise in opening hours, Mr Kilic responded that the applicant 
would be happy to agree to close at midnight on Sundays, as there was 
no intention to keep the premises open for 24 hours on a Sunday.  
 
The objectors and applicant’s representative had the opportunity to sum 
up their cases, and the Committee retired to deliberate. 
 

RESOLVED 

 

The Committee carefully considered the application, written and verbal 
representations of local residents, the responsible authorities and the 
applicant and also took into account section 182 of the guidance and the 
Council’s Licensing Policy and resolved to grant the application by Eros 
Grocers in the following terms: 
 
Supply of Alcohol:  
 
Sunday – Thursday  0700 – 0000 
Friday    24 hours 
Saturday   24 hours 
 
Opening hours: 
 
From 0700 on Monday to 0000 on Sunday 
 
Subject to the following additional conditions: 
 

- To fully implement the Challenge 21 scheme 
- To implement the recommendations made by the Metropolitan 

Police at page 60 of the documentation, namely that a minimum 
of 2 people are to be working on the premises between 0000 and 

Page 3



MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

TUESDAY, 7 SEPTEMBER 2010 
 

0700. 
- CCTV to be installed at the premises, the recordings to be kept 

for 30 days and made available to the police and responsible 
authorities on demand. This to be of digital quality and to cover 
the exterior of the premises.  

- A complaints book to be maintained on the premises. 
- Signs to be displayed, asking customers to leave quietly and 

respect the local area. 
 
For the avoidance of doubt, the premises licence is to be granted only 
once the licensing authority has provided written confirmation to the 
applicant that it is satisfied that all the conditions have been met to the 
satisfaction of the licensing authority. The licence is subject to review if 
the conditions are not met.  
 

LSCA07. 

 
SANDERO RESTAURANT, 434 HIGH STREET, ST ANN'S ROAD, N15 

3JH 
 

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, presented the report on an 
application for a new premises licence for the provision of regulated 
entertainment, supply of alcohol and provision of late refreshment at 
Sandero Restaurant, 434 St Ann’s Road, London N15. Representations 
had been received from the child protection officer, Metropolitan Police 
and Noise Team during the consultation and all the conditions proposed 
by these responsible authorities had been accepted by the applicant. 
Representation had also been received from Planning, and from local 
residents expressing concern regarding the effect of noise emanating 
from the premises on nearby homes and concerns regarding planning 
issues. The Committee was reminded that planning issues could not be 
taken into account in their decision, as these did not fall within the remit 
of the Licensing Act 2003. 
 
Local residents addressed the Committee in objection to the application, 
as the rear of the premises was an open area and the noise from this 
area would prevent local residents from opening their windows. 
Concerns were also expressed regarding the noise and nuisance from 
additional cars parking in the vicinity of the premises. 
 
In response to questions from the Committee, residents expressed 
concerns regarding odour from the flue at the premises and refuse 
collection. It was suggested that conditions on the licence could address 
the issue regarding ventilation equipment and that refuse collection 
would be addressed as part of any planning consent. The Licensing 
Officer advised the Committee that the Planning Inspectorate decision in 
respect of the premises did not include the rear extension, which was an 
ongoing matter, and that the Committee could only consider the plans 
submitted in relation to this application. Any subsequent change to the 
plans would require a fresh application. 
 
The applicant’s representative addressed the Committee in support of 
the application. It was reported that the applicant came from a catering 
background, and that the premises had been opening as a restaurant 
with no licence to sell alcohol previously. Planning permission for use as 
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a restaurant had been refused, however the Planning Inspectorate had 
granted permission on appeal, with conditions. The applicant’s 
representative advised that any concerns raised by local residents could 
be addressed by means of conditions within the Licensing Act, and that 
any breach of the conditions could lead a review of the premises licence, 
along with punishment under other relevant Acts. 
 
The Committee retired to deliberate. 
 

RESOLVED 

 

The Committee carefully considered the application, the representations 
of all responsible authorities, local residents and the applicant and took 
into account the Haringey licensing policy and section 182 of the 
guidance and resolved to grant the application for a new premises 
licence at Sandero Restaurant, 434 St Ann’s Road. Namely: 
 
The Provision of Regulated Entertainment: 
 
Monday – Sunday:   1000 – 2300 
 
Provision of Late Night Refreshment: 
 
Monday – Sunday:   2300 – 2330 
 
Supply of Alcohol: 
 
Monday – Sunday:   1000 – 2300 
 
Opening Hours: 
 
Monday – Sunday:   0700 – 2330 
 
Subject to the following conditions: 
 

- That the premises will be constructed in accordance with the 
plans submitted. 

- That all of the conditions recommended by the Noise Team be 
implemented, in particular the condition that all ventilation and 
extraction systems shall be correctly maintained and regularly 
serviced to ensure that it is operating efficiently and with minimal 
disturbance to neighbours arising from odour.  

- That the recommendations of the Child Protection Officer to 
implement the Challenge 21 scheme be adopted.  

- That the recommendation of the Metropolitan Police at page 161 
of the documentation be adopted. 

 
For the avoidance of doubt, the premises licence is to be granted only 
once the licensing authority has provided written confirmation to the 
applicant that it is satisfied that all the conditions have been met to their 
satisfaction The licence is subject to review if the conditions are not met.  
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LSCA08. 

 
ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no new items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA09. 

 
EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  

 RESOLVED 

 

That the press and public be excluded. 
 

 
 

LSCA10. 

 
EXEMPT MINUTES  

 RESOLVED 

 

That the exempt minutes of the meeting of Licensing Sub Committee A 
held on 29 June 2010, be deferred for consideration at the next meeting 
of the Licensing Sub Committee A. 
 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 22:35 hours. 
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MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

TUESDAY, 5 OCTOBER 2010 

 
Councillors Adamou, Demirci (Chair) and Reid 

 
 
Also Present: Councillor Amin 

 
 

MINUTE 

NO. 

 

SUBJECT/DECISION 

ACTION 

BY 

 

LSCA11. 

 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 There were no apologies for absence. 
 

 
 

LSCA12. 

 
URGENT BUSINESS  

 There were no items of urgent business. 
 

 
 

LSCA13. 

 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 There were no declarations of interest. 
 

 
 

LSCA14. 

 
MINUTES  

 RESOLVED 

 

That the minutes of the meetings of the Licensing Sub Committee A held 
on the 7th June and 7th September 2010 and the special Licensing Sub 
Committees held on 16th July and 24th November 2009 and the 29th June 
and 1st September 2010 be approved and signed by the Chair. 
 

 
 

LSCA15. 

 
SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE  

 NOTED 

 
 
 

LSCA16. 

 
BRITISH QUEEN, 21 LOVE LANE, LONDON N17  

 The Licensing Officer, Ms Dale Barrett, explained that the review 
application was for a review of the premises licence held by Admiral 
Taverns, but that the tenant of the premises was Mr Roger Davis, 
whose name did not appear on the licence itself. Although not the 
licence holder, the Committee was asked to allow Mr Davis to speak 
as current tenant of the premises. Ms Barrett advised that there was 
some late documentation for circulation to the Committee in respect 
of the enforcement history at the premises and a chronology of 
events, and the meeting was adjourned for 5 minutes to enable Mr 
Davis and his representative to familiarise himself with these 
documents. 
 
Ms Barrett presented the report on the application for a review of the 
licence at the British Queen by local residents, being represented by 
Homes for Haringey, on the grounds of the licensing objectives of the 
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prevention of public nuisance and the prevention of crime and 
disorder. Residents had made representations in relation to noise 
nuisance at the premises and crime, disorder and public nuisance 
being caused by patrons congregating outside the premises and also 
the premises operating outside of the hours permitted under its 
licence. Representations on the review had been made by the 
Metropolitan Police and the Council’s Noise Team, and residents had 
submitted a diary of incidents in relation to the premises. Ms Barrett 
drew the Committee’s attention to the Council’s Statement of 
Licensing Policy, and the section 182 guidance in respect of reviews.  
 
Jacob Secker, representing Homes for Haringey, addressed the 
Committee and advised that a review had been sought on the 
grounds outlined by Ms Barrett in her introduction. The issues had 
been discussed at a local residents’ meeting, and residents had 
voted to support the review. A letter had also been written to Paul 
Bridge, Chief Executive of Homes for Haringey, setting out residents’ 
concerns, and had been signed by 35 households. Mr Secker 
summarised the complaints received, most of which related to 
excessive noise coming from the premises and the number of 
occasions on which the police had been called in relation to activities 
at the premises. Mr Secker advised that the conditions imposed on 
the existing licence were not being complied with, and that residents 
wished for the licence to be suspended. In response to a question 
from Mr Davis, the tenant at the premises, Mr Secker cited the 
evidence produced in the document pack as proof that the premises 
had been operating beyond its permitted hours. 
 
Cllr Amin, Ward Councillor, addressed the Committee to say that she 
had received numerous complaints from residents over the years  
regarding noise and behaviour at the British Queen. Cllr Amin 
advised that she herself had witnessed large crowds of people 
outside the premises, and the litter left behind as a result, when 
visiting local residents, and supported the request that the licence 
should be suspended. In response to questions from the Committee, 
Cllr Amin confirmed that complaints had been received regarding the 
premises both at her surgeries and when she had visited local 
residents about other matters for a period of at least 2 years, but that 
there had been a recent increase in the number of complaints. 
 
Mr Tony Michael, Legal Services, advised the Committee that issues 
around the tenancy of the premises were for resolution in another 
forum and could not be directly addressed at this meeting, although 
given that the matters were related and that this may have a bearing 
on the consideration of the review application, they should be borne 
in mind by the Committee as background information.  
 
A number of local residents addressed the Committee and expressed 
concerns regarding problems with noise nuisance, particularly at 
weekends, which disturbed their sleep. It was reported that there was 
loud music at the premises, and that large numbers of people 
remained outside the premises making noise even after it had closed, 
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and that disturbance was caused by these people screaming, fighting 
and that damage had been caused to cars parked in the vicinity. 
Residents were clear that these people were customers of the 
premises, as they lived close enough to see them come out of the 
premises. Residents confirmed that the problems recurred every 
weekend, and sometimes during the week, and that they had been 
going on for more than a year. The Committee was told that Mr Davis 
had attended a residents’ meeting, and had told them that he needed 
to run the premises in the manner of a late-night club, in order to 
make money. Residents also told the Committee about problems with 
broken glass in the area outside the premises, the smell of urine and 
customers blocking paths and access routes, intimidating local 
residents. In response to questions from the Committee, residents 
confirmed that the problems with the premises had become worse 
recently, but had been going on for more than a year.  
 
The Police addressed the Committee and presented statements form 
Sgt McPherson outlining the 30 calls to the Police that specifically 
mentioned the premises from April to July 2010, and also from Insp. 
Hembury regarding a specific incident that had taken place on 
Thursday 23 September 2010 when police had been called to clear 
the premises of patrons who would not leave more than an hour after 
the permitted closing time. In response to a question from the 
Committee, Inspector Hembury advised that he would have expected 
management to have called Police at closing time when patrons were 
refusing to leave, and not an hour later.  
 
Derek Pearce, Noise Team, addressed the Committee and stated 
that the current premises licence permitted regulated entertainment 
and that the Noise Team had received complaints regarding loud 
music and the congregation of people outside the premises. Mr 
Pearce stated that the Noise Team did not feel that the existing 
conditions on the licence were adequate to uphold the licensing 
objectives, and had suggested a number of additional conditions 
which the Committee could choose to impose. Mr Pearce reported 
that the Noise Team was concerned with the repeated number of 
complaints, and the way in which management had responded to 
these. In response to questions from the Committee regarding why 
only two letters had been sent given the number of complaints listed, 
Mr Pearce clarified that action could only be based on the evidence 
found when the Noise Team visited and that on occasion the noise 
had abated by the time an officer arrived. Mr Pearce advised the 
Committee that warnings would be issued before formal enforcement 
action was taken, and that the premises had received a warning. In 
response to a question from the Committee regarding further 
measures the management could take to prevent noise nuisance to 
neighbours, Mr Pearce suggested that if the management were 
aware that a certain group of patrons caused a nuisance, these 
customers should not be permitted to return to the premises. 
 
David Lucas, representing Admiral Taverns, addressed the 
Committee and confirmed that while Admiral Taverns owned the 
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building, it acted as landlord and did not operate the premises. It was 
confirmed that the premises was let to tenants, who managed the 
business. As licence holder, Admiral Taverns were made aware of 
any concerns in relation to the premises, and in this case it was 
confirmed that the company was taking action to seek possession of 
the premises, based on the forfeiture of the current tenancy 
agreement. Admiral Taverns noted the representation made at the 
Committee, but were not in a position to comment on these 
individually.  
 
In response to a question from the Committee regarding why Admiral 
Taverns had not addressed the issues, which seemed to date back 
for at least three years, Simon Cowood, Admiral Taverns confirmed 
that they had not been the owners of the premises three years ago. 
Mr Cowood confirmed that all tenants of Admiral Taverns premises 
were offered training, and that all Designated Premises Supervisors 
were also trained in order to hold a personal licence. Mr Lucas 
confirmed that all tenants must comply with the law and with all the 
conditions set out in their licence. Mr Cowood reported that he had 
been responsible for the premises since May 2010 and that action to 
recover possession of the premises had begun very soon afterwards. 
Pending further legal proceedings, Mr Cowood was unable to 
comment further on the specific case, however, he advised the 
Committee that Admiral Taverns carried out regular visits to their 
premises, and that where problems had been identified, visits to 
those premises were increased to try and address the issues. Mr 
Cowood reported that he had last visited the premises in May, when 
he had been refused entry. A number of attempts to arrange to visit 
the premises had been made since but the tenant had always been 
unavailable.  
 
Mr Davis, tenant of the premises, addressed the Committee. Mr 
Davis stated that since taking over the premises in November 2008 
he had made a significant investment in the refurbishment of the 
premises and, further to discussions with the Police, had installed a 
very good CCTV system for security. Mr Davis reported that he never 
sold alcohol outside of the hours permitted on his licence unless he 
had a Temporary Event Notice and that he did not serve alcohol to 
people who were already drunk. It was reported that sometimes it 
was difficult to persuade customers to leave at the end of the night, 
and that this could take some time. Mr Davis reported that he could 
not bar customers unless they were rude to him, but that he was now 
advised to call the police in the event that a large group arrived, and 
he was doing this. Mr Davis reported that when customers left the 
premises, they were going to the off-licence to purchase more 
alcohol and then returning to stand outside the premises and there 
was nothing he could do to stop them when they were outside the 
premises as this was a public space. Mr Davis suggested that the 
local authority should put signs up outside the premises so that 
people knew they couldn’t stay there and drink.  
 
In response to questions from the Committee, Mr Davis reported that 
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he was experiencing the same problems as local residents, but that 
he couldn’t stop people from coming to the premises for a drink. He 
reported that the problems his neighbours reported arose when he 
asked his customers to leave the premises and they stayed outside. 
Mr Davis reported that residents did not speak to him about their 
concerns, but were friendly when they saw him. In response to 
questions regarding the CCTV footage, Mr Davis advised that the 
police had requested the footage once, when he had been accused 
of serving after hours, but that it was shown that he was not. Mr 
Davis reported that he had called the police 5 or 6 times to attend the 
premises, and reported that he had never seen any crimes 
committed or anybody arrested on the premises.  
 
In response to a question from Admiral Taverns, Mr Davis reported 
that the electronic monitoring system to log when drinks were poured 
could not be tampered with, and denied that he had ever denied any 
staff from Admiral Taverns access to the premises to check on the 
system. In response to a question regarding a visit from the police 
and a Haringey Enforcement Officer, Mr Davis recalled that they had 
not been in uniform and had been unable to present identification and 
so he had refused to admit them to the premises. 
 
In conclusion, Mr Lucas, representing Admiral Taverns, outlined the 
options available to the Committee and urged that the licence not be 
revoked. Mr Lucas stated that he had some concerns regarding the 
conditions proposed by the noise team, and that if the Committee 
wished to modify the conditions of the licence it was requested that 
Admiral Taverns be permitted to make representations in relation to 
the conditions proposed in the paperwork. 
 
Mr Secker stated that he supported the evidence that had been 
presented, but expressed concern that if the conditions of the licence 
were modified, it was likely that these would not be complied with and 
therefore residents were still seeking a suspension of the licence to 
give residents some peace while issues were resolved. 
 
Mr Davis’ representative requested that the Committee take into 
consideration that Mr Davis had not seen the evidence before the 
meeting when making their deliberations. Mr Davis advised the 
Committee that if the licence were suspended it would affect his 
family and his business. 
 
The Committee retired to deliberate.  

 
RESOLVED 

 
The Committee fully considered the application and all the 
representations and took into account Haringey’s licensing policy and 
the section 182 guidance. In order to promote the licensing 
objectives, the Committee’s decision was as follows: 
 
The premises licence is suspended for a period of two weeks 
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beginning 21 days after the date of this decision.  
 
The opening hours and hours for licensable activities are to end 30 
minutes before the current restrictions, on all days. 
 
The following conditions are to be added to the existing conditions 
under the terms of the licence: 
 
- All the conditions proposed by the noise team on pages 75 to 77 

of the agenda pack are imposed. 
 
- Two SIA registered door supervisors, wearing ID badges, shall be 

present from 5pm until closing time, Thursday to Saturday 
inclusive. 

 
- The door supervisors shall pro-actively ensure that patrons leave 

the area quietly and in an orderly manner by patrolling for one 
hour after closing. 

 
- The door supervisors shall pro-actively ensure that no alcohol 

purchased off the premises shall be brought onto the premises by 
patrons at any time.  

 
- The name and telephone number of the person in charge of the 

premises shall be displayed in the premises in a prominent 
position so that it can be seen from outside the premises. 

 
- The management shall meet with local residents on a regular 

basis to discuss issues of mutual concern, to be minuted and 
action plans agreed. 

 
- There shall be no new admissions to the premises one hour 

before closing time. 
 
Informative 
 
The Committee would encourage the noise team to be vigilant with 
ensuring the premises is run in accordance with its conditions 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 further review this license at any time. 
 
Informative 
 
Due to the practical nature of the situation at hand, the tenant is advised 
that responsibility for managing premises supplying licensable activities 
includes managing the behaviour of patrons leaving the premises. The 
tenant is advised to seek guidance from the DPSand licensing authority, 
who will have had training on responsible management. 
 

LSCA17. 

 
ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS  
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MINUTES OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A 

TUESDAY, 5 OCTOBER 2010 
 

 There were no new items of urgent business. 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 23:15hrs. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Ali Demirci 
 
Chair 
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LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
PROCEDURE SUMMARY 

 

  

INTRODUCTION 
 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

  

NON-ATTENDANCE BY PARTY OR PARTIES 
 

 

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

(i)            grant an adjournment to another date, or  

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

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

  

TOPIC HEADINGS 
 

 

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

 

(i) the prevention of crime and disorder, 
 

 

(ii) public safety, 
 

 

(iii) the prevention of public nuisance, and 
 

 

(iv) the protection of children from harm. 
 

 

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

 

WITNESSES 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 
 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

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

 

(iv) Is the late evidence really important?  

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

  

THE LICENSING OFFICER’S INTRODUCTION 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

THE HEARING  
 

 

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

 

            (i)       an introduction by the Objectors’ main representative 
 

 

(ii) an introduction by the Applicant or representative 
 

 

(iii) questions put by Members to the Objectors 
 

 

(iv) questions put by Members to the Applicant 
 

 

(v) questions put by the Objectors to the Applicant 
 

 

(vi) questions put by the Applicant to the Objectors 
 

 

  

CLOSING ADRESSES 
 

 

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

 

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

 

  

THE DECISION 
 

 

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

 

19.    The decision is put in writing and read out in public by the  
          Committee Clerk once Members have returned to the meeting. 
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