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DURHAM COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 

At a Meeting of Statutory Licensing Sub-Committee held in Council Chamber, Council 
Offices, Chester-le-Street on Friday 13 April 2012 at 10.00 am 

 
 

Present: 
 

Councillor D Marshall (Chair) 

 

Members of the Committee: 

Councillors D Brown and K Holroyd 
 
Apologies: 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor M Williams 
 
Also Present: 

S Grigor (Legal Officer) 
K Monaghan (Senior Licensing Officer)  
J Lennox and her Solicitor (Applicant) 
A Mellenthin (Interested Party) 
I Dobson (Interested Party) 
Cllr B Arthur (Interested Party) 
Cllr D Mayers (Interested Party) 
A Dobie (Responsible Authority – Planning) 
Cllr C Walker (Ward Member) 
A Jones (Observer) 
 
 

1 Declarations of Interest (if any)  
 
There were no declarations of interest received. 
 

2 Minutes of the Meeting held on 24 January 2012.  
 
The Minutes of the meeting held on 24 January 2012 were agreed as a correct 
record and were signed by the Chair subject to the duplication of Councillor Arthur 
being omitted from the minutes of the meeting. 
 

3 Application for the Grant of a Premises Licence - North Pier Lodge, 3-5 
Tempest Road, Seaham.  
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application for the grant of a Premises Licence in 
respect of North Pier Lodge, Seaham (for copy see file of minutes). 
 

Agenda Item 2
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A plan showing the location of the premises and a copy of the application had been 
circulated to Members together with copies of representations which had been 
received from Responsible Authorities and Interested Parties. 
 
The Acting Team Leader circulated to Members additional information which had 
been received from Mr and Mrs Woods (Interested Party) who were unable to 
attend the meeting.  
 
Prior to hearing the submissions of both parties, consideration was given to the 
acceptance of additional information from the applicant. 
 
Members retired at 10.20 am to discuss the submissions made and re-convened at 
10.45 am. The Chair advised that the Sub-Committee had agreed to accept the 
submissions but they would carry little weight.  
 
The Acting Team Leader presented the report and advised the Sub-Committee that 
a revised application had been received which had been circulated prior to the 
meeting. She also advised the Sub-Committee that a successful mediation had 
taken place with Durham Constabulary which had resulted in additional conditions 
being attached to the licence, details of which had been circulated. 
 
Members sought clarification if Seaham Police Station had been consulted in the 
negotiations. 
 
The Acting Team Leader advised the Sub-Committee that the response was from a 
central unit and she would assume that Seaham Police Station had been consulted. 
The applicant indicated that Jim Lincoln from Durham Constabulary was at the 
mediation meeting. 
 
Alan Dobie, Principal Planning Officer attended the meeting on behalf of Barry 
Gavillet and provided members with the planning background for North Pier Lodge, 
Seaham. He advised members that there was a condition attached to the planning 
permission which the use of the premises was for guests only to prevent a public 
facility. He also sought clarification on whether the premises application included 
members of the public which would require planning permission. The plan also 
showed a beer garden to the front of the premises, which was not part of the 
planning permission and would raise objections against. 
 
The Chairman indicated that planning was separate to licensing but the background 
was useful. 
 
Councillor Arthur nominated Councillor Walker to speak as an Interested Party 
which the applicant’s solicitor objected to. Councillor Walker agreed not to speak on 
the application. 
 
Councillor Arthur an Interested Party indicated that he concurred with the other 
objectors and that he had known facilities been open until 5.00 am, but these were 
away from residential areas. He would object to the application as it could have a 
detrimental impact on the residents and create highway problems. 
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Councillor Myers an Interested Party indicated that he was speaking as a local 
objector living in the area. He objected to the application as it would have a 
detrimental impact on the residential area, and a public house in the middle of a 
terrace would be inappropriate in a conservation area. He also indicated that there 
were empty properties towards the city centre which had been developed. He was 
not against the sale of alcohol just not in this area. 
 
Mr Mellenthin an Interested Party indicated that he had lived at Tempest Road for 
over 40 years. He indicated that it would have a detrimental impact to him and his 
neighbours and referred to amended Guidance in relation to public nuisance. 
 
Mr Dobson an Interested Party indicated that he was a resident at Tempest Terrace 
for the last 33 years and he concurred with the objections given by Mr Mellenthin. 
He advised the Sub-Committee that his property was currently up for sale and was 
objecting on behalf of the new residents who have small children. He stated that the 
property was a hotel but was never operated as it was never completed and that 
Tempest Road was the start of residential properties, which should not be used as 
retail/commercial premises. 
 
The Applicant’s Solicitor stated that her client had submitted the original application 
without any legal assistance. She had tried to obtain a copy of the planning 
permission but was unable; however they agreed that they would still submit a 
revised application. They are now aware that the planning permission was for 
guests only and a planning application would need to be submitted to allow 
members of the public. 
 
She referred to the objections which were made on the original application which 
had now been revised so that alcohol was limited but the objections still stood. She 
also referred to the property next door which was for sale which also included a 
commercial unit and that the area was for tourists so it was appropriate to have a 
hotel which would bring money into the local economy. She also referred to 
commercial units within the area in particular a Snooker Hall which was open until 
1.00 am and that it was appropriate to have a Hotel next to the sea front. 
 
The premises previously had a premises licence which had lapsed due to the owner 
going into liquidation and her client sought the same licence as before. The 
premises currently had planning permission as a hotel and her Client had agreed 
with the police to install CCTV and operate Challenge 25. Guests would expect a 
Hotel to be licensed. 
 
She referred to the objections made by Mr Mellenthin and indicated that the first 3 
bullet points were not relevant to the licensing objectives and notices were 
displayed correctly and an article was placed in the press. Bullet point 5 had been 
addressed with the revised application and that the safety aspect had been dealt 
with in the application form. Her client would adhere to all the conditions and 
signage would be installed to remind residents to be quiet. Recorded music would 
be the only activity as the application for entertainment had now been withdrawn. 
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The Hotel had 8 spaces on site which was adequate and on street parking was also 
permitted and there was a car park on the sea front but parking was outside of the 
licensing objectives. 
 
Councillor Myers referred to the parking and indicated that parking was only a small 
area in the back yard and the front area was a garden which had been paved and a 
wall separated them. The previous owner used this area for tables. He asked for 
further clarification on adequate parking. 
 
The Applicant’s solicitor explained that planning required 8 spaces to be provided 
and that they could not operate until this condition had been achieved. The 
Applicant advised members that there were 2 spaces at the rear of property No.3, 3 
spaces at the rear of property No.5 and there was also a garage to the rear, which 
could accommodate 3 vehicles. 
 
A Dobie advised the Sub-Committee that planning permission required parking for 6 
vehicles. 
 
Mr Dodds stated that the garage could not accommodate 3 cars and that the 
Snooker Club faced the sea front which was away from properties. The commercial 
unit advertised with his property was a shop which was no longer used and was an 
external building. He also stated that the property was not soundproof as he could 
hear his neighbours and referred to the display of notices which had not been 
carried out correctly. 
 
The Acting Team Leader advised the Sub-Committee that the applicant had fully 
complied with the requirement to display notices. 
 
Councillor Myers indicated that if the application was approved for Tempest Road 
then this would be the beginning of urban sprawl. 
 
Mr Millenthin stated that there were already 40 plus public houses in Seaham and 
there was no need for a further public house in this area. 
 
The Solicitor sought clarification from the Applicant’s Solicitor if the application still 
included public which would require planning permission. 
 
The Applicant and her Solicitor withdrew from the meeting to discuss this. The 
Applicant’s Solicitor sought clarification on some points then confirmed that ‘public’ 
could be deleted from the application. 
 
In summing up, Councillor Myers indicated that he was not against night time 
economy if it was in the right place to support the Town Centre. He was against this 
application which would start urban sprawl and would be a public nuisance. 
 
A Dobie stated that the night time area was south of the site and they were happy 
to see development in this area. This property was adjacent to residential properties 
and nothing had been said which would change the planning Officers 
recommendations. 
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The Applicant’s solicitor referred to the planning officers comments which were 
focused on planning and not the licensing objectives. Her client wanted to run a 
family friendly Hotel and not a public house, she had been granted planning 
permission and she had amended her premises application to address some 
concerns from interested parties and access to the public was not an issue until 
planning permission was granted to allow this. 
 
The Applicant advised members that she had purchased 2 building which had been 
stood empty for 2½ years; she wanted to keep her residents happy and be part of 
the community not an outsider. 
 
The Acting Team Leader sought clarification on Page 18 of the amended 
application in relation to the supply of alcohol not being 24 hours. The applicant 
responded that 24 hours was required for mini bars, which was standard practise 
and other times were for general bar sales. 
 
Members sought clarification on the beer garden and if the building was one 
property internally. Members were advised that the beer garden was located on the 
plans but there were no proposals for a beer garden and that the properties linked 
together internally. 
 
The Applicant was advised that as this area was located on the plan then alcohol 
consumption could take place in this area. 
 
The hearing was adjourned to allow Members to deliberate the application in private 
at 12.35 pm. 
 
Members re-convened at 12.50 pm, prior to the Chair delivering the Sub-
Committee’s decision the Applicant’s Solicitor indicated that they would like to 
delete any reference to the Beer Garden. The Chairman agreed to this request. 
 
RESOLVED 
 
That the application for a Premises Licence be granted as follows subject to the 
following conditions:- 
 

Opening hours of the premises Sunday to Thursday 11:00 to 23:30 
Friday to Saturday 11:00 to 01:00 

f) Recorded Music (indoors and 
outdoors) 

Monday to Sunday 12:00 to 23:00 

l) Late night refreshment (indoors and 
outdoors) 

Monday to Sunday 23:00 to 01:00 

m) Sale of alcohol (indoors) General 
bar Sales 

Sunday to Thursday 11:00 to 23:00 
Friday to Saturday 11:00 to 24:00 

m) Sale of alcohol (indoors) Mini bar 
Sales – resident of hotel 

Monday to Sunday 00:00 to 00:00 

 
i) The premises shall be fitted with a digital CCTV system which has a 

recording facility to keep data for 28 days. 
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ii) The sale of alcohol to the public will cease at midnight with 30 minutes 
drinking up time. 

 
iii) Challenge 25 will be used in the premises. 

 
4 Application for the Variation of a Premises Licence - Co-operative Group 

Foods Ltd., Newhouse Road, Esh Winning.  
 
The Acting Team Leader advised the Sub-Committee that the applicant had 
withdrawn the application. 
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DURHAM COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 

At a Meeting of Statutory Licensing Sub-Committee held in Council Chamber - Council 
Offices, Spennymoor on Monday 16 April 2012 at 10.00 am 

 
 

Present: 
 

Councillor C Carr (Chair) 

 

Members of the Committee: 

Councillors B Arthur, P Charlton and J Lee 
 
Apologies: 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J Shiell 
 
Also Present: 

Y Raine – Licensing Officer 
G Proud – Legal Officer 
S Mooney – Durham Constabulary 
Sgt T Kelly – Durham Constabulary 
Mr H Hussian – applicant (Pizza Place) 
  

 
1 Declarations of Interest (if any)  

 
There were no declarations of interest received. 
 

2 Application for the Grant of a Premises Licence - New Oak Wines, 41 
Mayfields, Greenways Estate, Spennymoor, Co Durham, DL16 6RW  
 
It was noted that this application had been withdrawn. 
 

3 Application for the Review of a Premises Licence - Pizza Place, 1A Fore 
Bondgate, Bishop Auckland, DL14 7PF  
 
Members: 
Councillor C Carr (Chair), B Arthur and P Charlton 
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application for the review of a premises licence in 
respect of Pizza Place, 1A Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland, a copy of which had 
been circulated. 
 
Plans showing the location and layout of the premises had been circulated to 
Members together with the review application received from the Police. Members 
were advised that the Premises Licence had been transferred to Mr Hussian from 
Mr Sharif on 8 March 2012 
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S Mooney, the applicant’s representative gave a background to the application 
which had been submitted because of concerns about poor management and 
because of the actions of staff and their lack of co-operation following an assault at 
the premises on 13 November 2011. Details were set out in the witness statements 
provided by the Police.  
 
Of particular concern was the lack of co-operation and misinformation from staff 
when the Police were investigating in the early hours of the morning and had a 
male in police detention with the ‘custody clock ticking’.  Officers had also 
discovered that CCTV was not installed despite it being a condition of the licence.    
 
At earlier routine visits on 16 September 2011 and 11 February 2012 the Premises 
Licence could not be produced and was not on display, nor could Officers recall the 
presence of CCTV. However a visit on 26 March 2012 confirmed that CCTV had 
now been installed. 
 
In addition to Sgt Kelly’s statement in relation to the assault, an additional statement 
on 28 March 2012 noted that on 26 March 2012 the Police were called to the 
premises by Mr Abdul Ali Sharif, the former Premises Licence Holder who 
described himself as a staff member. There was also an incident on 23 April 2010 
when a vehicle was checked in Darlington driven by a male who gave his details as 
Mr H Hussian, 1A Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland. 
 
In conclusion S Mooney referred to section 5.2 and 5.3 of the Council’s Licensing 
Policy and stated that the Police were concerned at the circumstances surrounding 
the incident in 2011, and also the lack of CCTV which undermined the licensing 
objective relating to the prevention of crime and disorder. He urged the Sub-
Committee to take strong action to address the poor management of Pizza Place, 
and made reference to paragraph 11.22 of the Home Office Guidance which 
suggested suspension of the licence for a weekend. He also asked that the current 
condition relating to CCTV in Annex 2 Part B of the licence be replaced with a more 
stringent condition as outlined in paragraph 10 of their grounds for review. 
 
Sgt Kelly addressed the Sub-Committee. He explained that it had been some time 
since the incident and the review had not been made earlier as the Police had 
hoped that the criminal case would be resolved. The case was ongoing. 
 
In relation to CCTV he explained that the premises had received a copy of the 
Police minimum standards document prior to installation and the Force CCTV 
expert would visit to inspect any system in place. 
 
In response to questions Sgt Kelly confirmed that the 5 incidents reported in his 
witness statement were linked to the premises and 2 of these had not been 
reported to the Police.   
 
On the night of the assault, whilst not mentioned in the CID Officer’s statement, 
staff had been made aware that a person was being held in custody. 
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Mr Hussian addressed the Sub-Committee and stated that CCTV had now been 
installed and he had informed his staff that they must ring 999 whenever there were 
any incidents. 
 
Through questions from Members it was established that Mr Hussian had worked in 
the premises in 2010 and that Mr Sharif worked there as well, although not every 
day. It was a family run shop and Mr Sharif was a relative. Only 3 or 4 people 
worked at Pizza Place. 
 
He was not aware of who was responsible at the shop on the night of the assault 
and stated that Mr Sharif did not work at the shop nor was he part owner of the 
business anymore. He was the only owner. 
 
Mr Hussian confirmed that he understood how important it was to work with the 
Police for the safety of customers, that he always talked to the Police and that this 
had been explained to his staff whose English was good. The premises now had 
new staff, none of whom had worked there in November 2011. 
 
In response to a question about the incident in 2010 when he was stopped by the 
Police, Mr Hussian advised that he lived in Short Street, Bishop Auckland. Sgt Kelly 
clarified that there had been an investigation as to who was driving and Mr Hussian 
had given his address as 1A Bondgate. 
 
With regard to the incident reported on 26 March 2012 Mr Hussian outlined to 
members that he had spoken with the Police on 3 occasions that evening and on 
the third call the Police had addressed him as Mr Sharif. He stressed that he had 
not given Mr Sharif’s name and had said his own name the first time he made 
contact. When the Police arrived he gave his name and showed them the CCTV. 
Although the Police were asked to check the CCTV they did not look properly.      
 
In response to a question about staff training and how staff were asked to deal with 
any incidents, he advised that he had told his staff to treat customers with respect 
and to contact him if there were any problems. If he was not there Mr Ali was in 
charge although he confirmed that he was not a proper manager.    He used to 
work with Mr Ali in Darlington and some of the previous staff had returned to their 
country. Mr Sharif was now operating in a shop in Crook. 
 
He did not understand what was meant by training and confirmed that he had not 
read the Council’s Licensing Policy. The Sub-Committee explained that the Police 
were able to advise on relevant training. 
 
He also confirmed that the premises did not have an incident book. 
 
In summing up S Mooney stated that the Police were now more concerned than 
they had been at the time of submitting the application.  Mr Hussian had nothing 
further to add. 
 
All parties were asked to retire to allow the Sub- Committee to deliberate the 
application in private at 10.55am. After re-convening at 11.15am the Chair delivered 
the Sub-Committee’s decision. 
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In determining the application, Members had considered the report of the Licensing 
Officer, Section 182 Guidance and the Council’s Licensing Policy, together with 
written and verbal representations of the applicant and the Premises Licence 
Holder.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
That  
 

(i) the Premises Licence be suspended for a period of 30 days and 
immediately following the end of that period, the operating hours be 
modified and reduced to 1700 hours to 0100 hours daily. The reduction in 
hours to operate for a period of 2 months, after which time the Licence 
Holder could apply for the opening hours to be extended; 

 
(ii) the following additional conditions be imposed upon the Premises 

Licence:- 
 

(a) The Premises Licence Holder shall ensure that all staff are trained in 
relation to responding to incidents of crime and disorder which take 
place on and within the vicinity of their premises, and regularly 
reminded of their responsibilities in particular with respect to co-
operating with the Police and reporting incidents to the Police and 
emergency services 

 
(b) A written record of all forms of training shall be kept and shall be 

available upon request to either the Licensing Authority or Durham 
Constabulary. This shall bear the signatures of those providing the 
training and those who received the training 

 
(c)  The Premises Licence Holder shall ensure that the premises operate 

an incident book, which must be kept up to date. The book must 
record all incidents which take place both on and within the vicinity of 
their premises and record the details of the staff present at the time of 
the incident. The book shall be available upon request to either the 
Licensing Authority or Durham Constabulary.   

 
(iii) The following condition in relation to CCTV systems is to replace the 

existing condition on the licence at B2:- 
 

B2 The Premises Licence Holder shall  ensure that a digital CCTV 
system is installed in the premises to the satisfaction of 
Durham Constabulary and in respect of which the following 
conditions shall apply:- 

 
(a) It must be of such a quality that individuals can be readily 

identifiable from recordings made 
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(b) It must cover all public entrances, points of sale and display 
and other areas to which the public, paying members and 
guests have admission with particular regard to those areas 
which may not be visible from the serving area 

 
(c) It must be operated by properly trained staff 

 
(d) It must be in operation at all times that the premises are 

being used for licensable activities 
 

(e) Recordings must be kept secure where they cannot be 
tampered with for a period of not less than 30 days or such 
other period as shall be specified by Durham Constabulary. 

 
Recordings must be available on request to the Licensing 
Authority and/or Durham Constabulary or other responsible 
authority as defined in the Licensing Act.                                                 

   
 

4 Any resolution relating to the exclusion of the public during the discussion of 
items containing exempt information  
 
That under Section 100(A)4 of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be 
excluded from the meeting for the following items of business on the grounds that it 
involved the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in paragraph 1 of 
Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Act.   
 

5 Application for a Personal Licence  
 
Members: 
Councillor C Carr (Chair), B Arthur and J Lee 
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application for a Personal Licence, a copy of 
which had been circulated. 
 
Members heard representations from the Police and the applicant before asking all 
parties to retire to allow the Sub-Committee to deliberate the application in private 
at 12.05pm. 
 
On returning at 12.10pm the Chair delivered the Sub-Committee’s decision. 
 
In determining the application, Members had considered the report of the Licensing 
Officer, Section 182 Guidance and the Council’s Licensing Policy, together with the 
verbal representations of the applicant and the Police. 
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RESOLVED 
 
That the application be refused in order to promote the licensing objective relating 
to the prevention of crime and disorder. The Sub-Committee did not consider that 
there were exceptional or compelling circumstances to justify granting the licence.   
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DURHAM COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
 

At a Meeting of Statutory Licensing Sub-Committee held in Council Chamber, Council 
Offices, Chester-le-Street on Tuesday 8 May 2012 at 10.00 am 

 
 

Present: 

Councillor J Shiell (Chair) 

 

Members of the Committee: 

Councillors D Brown and K Holroyd (Substitute for Councillor J Wilkinson) 
 
Apologies: 

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J Lee and J Wilkinson 
 
Also Present:  

Councillor B Alderson  
Clare Greenlay – Principal Solicitor, Litigation 
Karen Monaghan – Acting Team Leader 
Sgt Tim Robson – Durham Constabulary - Responsible Authority 
Jeffrey Turnbull, Assistant Force Solicitor, Durham Constabulary - Responsible Authority 
(Studio) 
Mr Derek Briggs – Objector (Studio) 
Mr Rob Smith – On behalf of the Applicant (Studio) 
  

 
1 Declarations of Interest (if any)  

 
Councillor Shiell indicated that he knew some of the objectors in relation to the 
application for the Studio, Front Street, Chester-le-Street, but he did not have a 
friendship or interest with these objectors and had no prejudices. 
 

2 Minutes  
 
The Minutes of the Meeting held on 28 February 2012 were agreed as a correct 
record and signed by the Chair. 
 

3 Application to Vary a Premises Licence - Murton Pizza, Seaham  
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application to vary the premises licence in 
respect of Murton Pizza, Seaham, a copy of which had been circulated (for copy 
see file of minutes). 
 
A plan showing the location of the premises and a copy of the application had been 
circulated to Members together with copies of representations which had been 
received from the Responsible Authority. 
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The Acting Team Leader presented the report and provided members with a clearer 
copy of the circulated menu. 
 
The Applicant had not attended and had not indicated whether he would attend or 
not. The Applicant was aware of the hearing and attempts had been made to 
contact him. The Sub-Committee agreed to hear the application in the absence of 
the Applicant. 
 
Sgt Robson of Durham Constabulary indicated that Murton Pizza was operating 
outside of their normal hours and they were advertising that they were open until 
1.00 am on their menu which was 1 hour beyond their permitted hours authorised 
by the Premises Licence. 
 
A letter had been hand delivered to the owner of Murton Pizza on 19 January 2012, 
to advise the Manager that they were unable to serve food beyond their permitted 
hours. A letter had also been sent to the Manager on 25 January 2012 following his 
visit to the premises on 21 January 2012 where they were still serving beyond their 
permitted hours. 
 
Sgt Robson showed a DVD of the Police visit to Murton Pizza on 21 January 2012 
as he was wearing an overt body CCTV camera. The DVD showed a women 
leaving the premises at 12.03 am who had purchased some food and when the 
Police entered the premises they were still taking orders and 2 order slips were 
shown which showed the order time of 12.03 am and 12.04 am. The DVD also 
showed that the premises had been sold and the new owner had failed to transfer 
the licence. 
 
The letter sent to the applicant on 21 January 2012 asked him to contact the 
Licensing Enforcement Team to make an appointment but as far as he was aware 
he failed to do this and officers were unable to contact him. 
 
Durham Constabulary had concerns of a blatant disregard of the Licensing Act and 
he had clearly served beyond his permitted hours. 
 
The Solicitor asked Durham Constabulary if they had been back to the premises 
since this incident. Sgt Robson confirmed that they had not received any further 
complaints or had any evidence to suggest that the Manager had not complied. 
 
The Sub-Committee sought clarification if the application for the variation of the 
hours was as a result of the Police visit in January 2012. Sgt Robson confirmed that 
he believed this was the reason. 
 
At 10.35 am Members retired to deliberate the application in private. After re-
convening at 10.50 am the Chair explained that in reaching its decision the Sub-
Committee had considered the report of the Licensing Officer and the 
representations of the responsible authority. They had also taken into account the 
relevant provisions of the Licensing Act 2003, Section 182 Guidance issued by the 
Secretary of State and the Council’s Licensing Policy. 
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Resolved: 
 
That the application to vary the Premises Licence be granted as follows:- 
 

(i) Opening Hours Monday to Sunday 17:00 to 01:00  
 
(ii) Late Night Refreshment (off the premises only) 

 
Monday to Sunday 23:00 to 01:00 

 
4 Application to Vary a Premises Licence - Studio, Front Street, Chester-le-

Street  
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application to vary the premises licence in 
respect of Studio, Chester-le-Street, a copy of which had been circulated (for copy 
see file of minutes). 
 
A plan showing the location of the premises and a copy of the application had been 
circulated to Members together with copies of representations which had been 
received from Interested Parties and the Responsible Authority. 
 
The Acting Team Leader presented the report and advised the Sub-Committee that 
she had been given documentation by Durham Constabulary in relation to the 
survey conducted on taxi drivers in the Chester-le-Street and surrounding area. 
 
The Chairman advised the Sub-Committee that they would only consider the 
summary document which they had received prior to the meeting and the additional 
information was handed back to Durham Constabulary. 
 
Mr J Turnbull, Assistant Force Solicitor, Durham Constabulary, stated that they had 
2 objections to the application as it undermined the licensing objectives in relation 
to the prevention of Crime and Disorder and the Prevention of Public Nuisance. The 
Studio was located at the Southern end and there were other late night 
establishments at either end of Front Street. There were residential properties 
surrounding the Studio and if the application was granted then they would be the 
venue open the latest which would have a huge impact as the venue could 
accommodate 850 people so you could potentially have 850 leaving the venue at 
4.30 am. At this time of the morning there would be no takeaways open or buses 
operating and a limited number of taxis, so patrons would walk home through the 
streets, which already suffered from anti social behaviour. He referred to the 
statement submitted by Mr K Richardson a retired police officer who was a local 
resident who suffered from anti social behaviour. The police referred to the 
circulated statistics which showed an increase in crime between 12.00 midnight and 
3.00 am, some of which were linked to the Studio. He went on to say that if the 
application was granted then incidents would peak until early in the morning which 
would put a strain on police resources. The Studio previously had one off events 
until 4.30 am and the police had put in place contingency plans for these but this 
could not be achieved on a permanent basis. 
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Sgt Robson indicated that he was also a resident of Chester-le-Street and talked 
about the staggering of opening hours which he believed did not work as people 
would go to the club which had the longest opening hours and if agreed other 
venues would apply for extended opening hours. He referred to the issues of 
transport infrastructure as shown on his circulated second statement which clearly 
showed that taxi drivers did not want to work until this time and there would be a 
maximum of 9 or 10 taxis at 4.30 am. In Chester-le-Street people tend to walk 
home which was the cause of the anti social behaviour and they go out later after 
consuming supermarket alcohol at home. 
 
Policing the Front Street after 3.30 am would be an issue as police go into the 
community at this time and they do not have the resources to sit outside a nightclub 
so policing in the community would be lost. Since the change in jurisdiction of taxis 
to enable them to operate in the whole County, taxi’s are going to Durham City 
rather than Chester-le-Street. 
 
Members sought clarification on why the circulated statistics concluded in January 
2012. In response, Sgt Robson advised the Sub-Committee that the Studio had 
been closed since January 2012 for refurbishment. 
 
Mr Briggs, speaking on behalf of Chester-le-Street Central Resident Association 
indicated that the Police could not cope as there was not enough police for demand 
and residents were ignored. They never saw the Police on a weekend as they were 
located in the Front Street and he had personally been out with the Police on the 
Front Street. 
 
Young children were woken in the early hours of the morning by people making 
their way home, old people were frightened due to no police presence and on Bank 
Holidays the crime figures trebled. Many residents did not report the incidents they 
just dealt with them; problems were from all establishments and not just the Studio. 
 
Residents experienced windows being put out, cars scratched, damage to gardens, 
rubbish including urinating and excrement on their properties and footpaths. If the 
application was approved public nuisance would increase, their pleas in the past 
had been ignored and they now had 26 takeaways on the Front Street. He asked 
that the application be refused due to crime and public nuisance. 
 
Mr Smith speaking on behalf of the Applicant indicated that they felt there was 
demand in the area as people were turning out later. They had operated to 3.00 am 
since the change in licensing laws and other establishments that they owned 
operated until 4.00 am seven days a week. He referred to Sgt Robson’s comments 
in relation to staggering the opening hours which he believed worked and problems 
were created as this was not the case in Chester-le-Street. He also referred to the 
capacity of the Studio which was 850 but they never had this capacity and he was 
happy to consider trading at a lower capacity which would involve only using the 
lower floor which had a capacity of 500. They had already operated until 4.00 am at 
a number of temporary events, none of which had been refused and he had 
received no feedback of any problems associated with these temporary events. He 
offered to attend residential meeting where he could work with residents and they 
were an active member of pub watch and he had a personal licence and he spoke 
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to the police on a regular basis. He referred to the letter from Inspector Anderson 
and confirmed that the promotion referred to in this letter was the venue next door. 
 
Mr Briggs indicated that if venues were not open late then there would not be the 
demand and owners of these premises had no control once people had left their 
premises. 
 
In summing up Mr Turnbull explained that staggered hours would not work in 
Chester-le-Street and any temporary events granted in the past were one off events 
for the ground floor only and the police had plans put into place for these events. 
They were unable to police this on a permanent basis and crime would extend until 
earlier in the morning which would impact on resident’s problems. 
 
Sgt Robson in summing up indicated that there would be an increase in early 
morning crime and disorder which would impact on the quality of people’s lives due 
to the lack of transport available. 
 
Mr Briggs indicated that he had concerns regarding policing in the area and if the 
application was granted residents would not see the Police as they would be on the 
Front Street. He asked that the application be refused and that if the application 
was approved this would allow other venues to follow and there would be no 
grounds to object. 
 
Mr Smith in summing up indicated that the temporary events held proved there was 
a demand and staggered hours would work and why did the police not object to the 
temporary events. Public Houses in Chester-le-Street were quiet and suffering and 
the Studio was loosing money every month and had done for the last 18 months. 
They have only submitted the application for a Friday and Saturday as they believe 
this is what customers want and the premises recently had a revamp due to the 
losses it was making. 
 
At 11.50 am Members retired to deliberate the application in private. After re-
convening at 12.10 pm the Chair explained that in reaching its decision the Sub-
Committee had considered the report of the Licensing Officer and the 
representations of the applicant and interested parties and the responsible 
authority. They had also taken into account the relevant provisions of the Licensing 
Act 2003, Section 182 Guidance issued by the Secretary of State and the Council’s 
Licensing Policy. 
 

Councillor Alderson left the Meeting. 
 
Resolved: 
 
That the application be refused. 
 

The Chair had agreed to accept the Application for the Variation of a 
Club Premises Certificate in relation to Easington Social Welfare 
Centre, Seaside Lane as the application needed to be determined by 
8 May 2012. 
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5 Application to Vary a Premises Licence - Easington Social Welfare Centre, 
Seaside Lane, Easington  
 
The application was scheduled to be heard at the meeting of the Statutory 
Licensing Sub-Committee on 3 May 2012. The Licensing Authority were advised 
that a successful mediation meeting had taken place and as a result in the interest 
of the public the meeting on 3 May 2012 was cancelled and the time limit extended 
until 8 May 2012. 
 
Consideration was given to the report of the Corporate Director, Neighbourhood 
Services which gave details of an application to vary the premises licence in 
respect of Easington Social Welfare Centre, Seaside Lane, Easington, a copy of 
which had been circulated (for copy see file of minutes). 
 
A plan showing the location of the premises and a copy of the application had been 
circulated to Members together with copies of representations which had been 
received from the Responsible Authority. 
 
The Solicitor presented the report and advised the Sub-Committee that a 
successful mediation meeting had taken place which all parties had reached a 
written agreement with respect to disposal of this matter by way of amendment to 
the hours applied for, details of which had been circulated. 
 
In determining the application, Members had considered the report of the Licensing 
Officer, Section 182 Guidance and the Council’s Licensing Policy. They also took 
into account the mediation documentation. 
 
Resolved: 
 
That the application for a variation of the premises licence be granted as follows:- 
 

 

Activity Hours Indoors & or 
Outdoors 

A Performance of Plays Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 23.00 

Indoors 

B Performance of Films Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 00.00 

Indoors 

C Indoor Sporting Events Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 00.00 

n/a 

E Performance of live music Friday to Saturday 
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

F Playing of recorded music Friday to Saturday 
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

G Performance of dance Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

H Performance of entertainment of 
similar description to live or recorded 
music and performances of dance 

Friday to Saturday 
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 
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I Provision of facilities for making 
music 

Friday to Saturday 
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

J Provision of facilities for dancing Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

K Provision of entertainment facilities 
of a similar description to those for 
making music and dancing 

Monday to Sunday  
11.00 – 01.30 

Indoors 

L Supply of alcohol on the premises Friday to Saturday 
11.00 – 01.30 
 
Christmas Eve & 
New Years Eve  
One hour later than 
normal permitted 
hour 

n/a 

M Opening hours of the Premises Monday to Sunday 
11.00 – 02.00 

n/a 
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