
LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE - LICENSING ACT 2003 

 
20th July 2022 

 
Present:  
 

Councillors Agar, Cronin and Mitchell 

  

 

Officers: Vanessa Brown 
 
Niall McMenamin 

 
 

Nicola Jones 
 
 

Lucy Robson-
Cropepr 

 Solicitor 
 
- Senior Practitioner – 

Licensing 
 

- Technical Officer – 
Licensing 
 

Democratic Services 
 

 
 
 

 
1 Election of Chair  

 
RESOLVED: That Councillor Cronin be appointed Chair. 

 

COUNCILLOR CRONIN IN THE CHAIR 
 

2 Declarations of Interest  
 
None. 

 
3 Application for the Grant of a Premises Licence  

 
The Sub-Committee considered an application for a Premises Licence in respect of 
Worcester Kebab House, 5 Shaw Street, Worcester WR1 3QQ. 

 
At the start of the meeting, the Chair made the following statement: 

 
“Presentations to the Sub-Committee are not given under oath. However, I would 

like to remind all parties that the highest standards are expected and any 
deviation from these high standards could possibly influence any decision of the 
Sub-Committee.” 

 
All parties at the hearing were introduced. The applicant confirmed he was aware 

of his right to have legal representation at the meeting but had chosen not to. The 
applicant confirmed he was satisfied with the proposed procedure. 
 

The Senior Practitioner – Licensing presented the report on behalf of 
Worcestershire Regulatory Services. The Senior Practitioner – Licensing explained 

that WRS received an application for a premises licence for the following 
licensable activities on 25 May 2022: 
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Activity Days From  To Indoors/Outdo

ors 

Late Night Refreshment Monday 23:00 - 02:00 Indoors 

Late Night Refreshment Tuesday 23:00 - 03:00 Indoors 

Late Night Refreshment Wednesday 23:00 - 03:00 Indoors 

Late Night Refreshment Thursday 23:00 - 03:00 Indoors 

Late Night Refreshment Sunday 23:00 - 01:00 Indoors 

Late Night Refreshment Friday - 
Saturday 

23:00 - 03:30 Indoors 
 

 

 
Office records confirm that the premises previously benefited from a premises 

licence issued by the Council, authorising “Late Night Refreshment”.  This licence 
lapsed when the limited company which held the licence, “Superdeal Trading Ltd”, 
was dissolved on 5th December 2017, a fact the Licensing Authority only became 

aware of on 24th May 2022.   
 

The Senior Practitioner – Licensing confirmed that it was the Licence holder’s 
responsibility to ensure a current licence was in place. 

 
In summary, the Senior Practitioner – Licensing explained that in  
considering the application, the Sub-Committee should have regard to the  

Council’s Statement of Licensing Policy under the Licensing Act 2003. The  
Sub-Committee is obliged to determine the application with a view to the  

promotion of the licensing objectives which are: 

 

•  the prevention of crime and disorder; 

•  public safety; 

•  the prevention of public nuisance; 

•  the protection of children from harm. 

 

The Senior Practitioner – Licensing confirmed that no representations had been 
received from responsible authorities in relation to the new application. A 
representation had however been received from the residents in Shaw Street.  

 
All parties were offered the opportunity to ask questions of the Senior Practitioner 

– Licensing. 
 
Members of the Committee noted that the premises fell within the City Council’s 

Cumulative Impact Zone, however the Senior Practitioner – Licensing confirmed it 
had already been taken into account in the numbers of licensed premises already 

in the area.  
 

The applicant asked the Senior Practitioner – Licensing asked whether any 
complaints had been received about the Premises in the 20 years it had been 
managed by the current owners. The Senior Practitioner – Licensing confirmed 

that Worcestershire Regulatory Services (WRS) was not aware of any complaints 
during that time. 
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The applicant was invited to address the Sub-Committee in support of his 

application. He confirmed that he had only become aware that the licence for the 
Premises had lapsed when he had tried to transfer the business to his nephew. He 

had been under the impression that the licence was connected to the Premises, 
not to its ownership. 
 

The applicant stressed that he had continued to pay his licence fee throughout, 
and that the licence had lapsed due to a genuine misunderstanding of the process 

rather than a calculated attempt to mislead. 
 
The Chair invited the residents to address the Sub-Committee. They confirmed 

that the report from WRS which contained a copy of their letter of objection had 
covered what they wished to say. They mentioned that a delivery vehicle had 

recently caused an obstruction which had partly blocked their access route. The 
applicant had asked the vehicle driver to move, and agreed to ask them to park 
elsewhere in future when making deliveries. 

 
The applicant was given the opportunity to provide a final statement. He 

reiterated the fact that none of the responsible authorities had raised any 
objections to the licence application, and there had been no formal complaints 
relating to the Premises in the last 20 years. He expressed his willingness to work 

with local residents to make sure there were no issues. 
 

 
The Senior Practitioner – Licensing then summarized the options open to Sub-

Committee members in arriving at their decision: 
 

(a)  Grant the application as requested 

(b)  Modify the conditions of the licence, by altering or omitting or 

adding to them. 

(c)  Reject the application in whole or in part. 

 

In considering the decision, the following legal advice was given:  
 

 That the Licensing Objectives must be the paramount consideration. 
 

 That the Sub-Committee may only have regard to the representations which 
promote the four licensing objectives. 

 

 The Sub-Committee must consider only those matters directly relevant to the 
premises under consideration and only those matters that fall under the 

licensing committee’s jurisdiction.  
 

 The Sub-Committee must only impose additional conditions if they considered 

to be appropriate 
 

All parties with the exception of the Members of the Sub-Committee and 
representatives of Legal and Democratic Services then withdrew to enable to the 
Sub-Committee to consider its decision. 

 



 20th July 2022 4 

 
 

In reaching a decision, the Sub-Committee had regard to the following points in 

their deliberation:  
 

 The licensing objectives set out on the Licensing Act 2003. 
 The Council’s Statement of Licensing Policy. 
 The guidance issued under section 182 of the Act. 

 The Report presented by the Senior Technical Officer, Licensing, 
Worcestershire Regulatory Services. 

 The application and oral representations made at the Hearing by the 
applicant and the previous premises licence holder. 

 The written and oral representations made by local residents 

 
All parties were recalled and the Chair announced the decision of the Sub-

Committee. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Sub-Committee has decided to grant a licence as 

applied for. 
 

The reasons for the Sub-Committee’s decision were as follows: 
 

 The Sub-Committee noted the history of this premises which was explained 

and confirmed by the applicant, the previous premises licence holder, and 
the Senior Licensing Officer. The Licensing Authority records go back to 

2005 and indicate that the business has held a licence since that time.  
 

 However, the Licensing Authority became aware of a change in the status 
of the business when a transfer application was received in May 2022. The 
enquires carried out as part of the application process revealed that the 

company, which operated the business, had been dissolved on the 5th of 
December 2017. In the absence of a transfer at that time the licence had 

lapsed. 
 

 Although the company had been dissolved, the annual fee for maintaining 

the licence continued to be paid and therefore the licence continued.  
Members heard from the previous licence holder who apologised for failing 

to notify the Licensing Authority and said that he had not appreciated that 
he needed to take any action regarding the licence. Members accepted the 
explanation that this was an oversight.  

 
 Members noted that the premises was within the area defined in the 

Cumulative Impact Policy. The effect of the policy requires the applicant to 
demonstrate that they will not be adding to the cumulative impact.  
 

 Members noted that the premises had continued to operate under the belief 
that it had a licence and as the Licensing Authority was unaware of any 

change it also believed a licence was in place. This would mean that when 
the assessment was carried out for the Cumulative Impact Policy (and for 
any subsequent review) that this business would have been included. 

Members did not therefore consider that granting the licence would add to 
the cumulative impact as it had already been factored into the data that 

formed the basis of the Policy.  
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 Members noted that there were no representations from the Responsible 

Authorities.  
 

 Members considered the representations submitted in writing and orally by 
local residents. Members were only able to have regard to those matters 
which were within their remit and some of the concerns raised were for 

other authorities to address, such as the lack of parking spaces and 
deliveries to the premises. Members noted the willingness of the current 

owner to talk with the residents, to understand their concerns with regards 
to deliveries so changes could be considered. 
 

 Members noted the comments within the written representations that 
related to concern about the number fast food outlets and suitability of such 

establishments in a residential area.  Members did not give weight to these 
comments as they were general concerns about the area and did not 
directly impact on the licensing objectives for this application. 

 
 Members were advised that the Licensing Authority had not received any 

complaints or concerns regarding this premises, and as all parties believed 
a licence was in place, any issues would have been recorded. Given the 
length of time the business had been operating and in the absence of 

complaints to the Licensing Authority, Members did not attribute significant 
weight to the representations.  

 
 The Sub-Committee reminded all parties that at any stage, following the 

grant of a premises licence, a responsible authority, or any other person, 
may ask the licensing authority to review the licence because of a matter 
arising at the premises in connection with any of the four licensing 

objectives.  
 

 
An appeal to the Magistrates’ Court against the Sub-Committee’s decision must be 
lodged within 21 days of the date on which written confirmation of the decision is 

received by the Applicant. 
 

 
Duration of the meeting: 10:00 to 10:56 
 

 


