
Reference: 2013/00397/01SPRV Hearing: 13th June 2013 

APPLICATION TO VARY A PREMISES LICENCE 

Premises Name: Co-op Application Date: 19th February 2013 
Premises Address: 30 - 32 Thornhill Park 

Road 
Southampton 
SO18 5TQ 

Application 
Received Date: 

20th February 2013 

Application Valid 
Date: 

20th February 2013 

This map is reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of Ordnance Survey on 
behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office © Crown copyright. Unauthorised reproduction 
infringes Crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Southampton City Council 
Licence No. 100019679 2007. 
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Representations From Responsible Authorities 

Responsible Authority Satisfactory? Comments 

Child Protection Services - 
Licensing 

   Yes 

Hampshire Fire And Rescue - 
Licensing 

 No Response Received   

Environmental Health - 
Licensing 

   Yes 

Planning & Sustainability - 
Building Control - Licensing 

   Yes 

Primary Care Trust - Public 
Health Manager 

   Yes 

Planning & Sustainability - 
Development Control - 
Licensing 

   Yes 

Police - Licensing    Yes 

Trading Standards - Licensing  No Response Received   
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Other Representations 

Name Address Contributor Type 

M. H. & S. Haselden 

3 The Close 
Thornhill Park 
Southampton 

SO18 5RB 

Resident  

Mr. Daniel Gates 

18 The Close 
Thornhill 

Southampton 
SO18 5RB 

Resident  

 

Legal Implications 
 

1. The Licensing Act 2003 specifically restricts the grounds on which the Council, as 
Licensing Authority (LA), may refuse an application for a major variation of a Premises 
Licence, or impose conditions.  Where relevant representations are made, the LA may 
refuse on the grounds that the licensing objectives are not met or the operating 
schedule is inadequate. Equally, conditions may be imposed where relevant and 
necessary. The LA may also refuse an application in part and thereby only permit 
some of the licensable activities sought. 

 
2. The decision making committee, in considering an application, must have regard to 

the adopted Statement of Licensing Policy and any relevant representations made by 
those directly affected. 

 
3. An applicant for a variation, whose application has been refused, or who is aggrieved 

by conditions imposed, may appeal against the decision to the Magistrates' Court. 
 
4. In considering this application the committee will sit in a quasi-judicial capacity and is 

thus obliged to consider applications in accordance with both the Licensing Act 2003 
(Hearings) Regulations 2005, and amending secondary legislation and the rules of 
natural justice. The practical effect of this is that the committee must makes its 
decision based on evidence submitted in accordance with the legislation and give 
adequate reasons for reaching its decision. 

 
The committee must also have regards to:- 

 
5. Crime and Disorder Act 1998 

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 places the Council under a duty to 
exercise its various functions with due regard to the likely effect of the exercise of 
those functions on, and the need to do all that it reasonably can to prevent, crime and 
disorder in its area. 
 

6. Human Rights Act 1998 
The Act requires UK legislation to be interpreted in a manner consistent with the 
European Convention on Human Rights. It is unlawful for the Council to act in a way 
that is incompatible (or fail to act in a way that is compatible) with the rights protected 
by the Act. Any action undertaken by the Council that could have an effect upon 
another person’s Human Rights must be taken having regard to the principle of 
Proportionality - the need to balance the rights of the individual with the rights of the 
community as a whole. Any action taken by the Council which affect another's rights 
must be no more onerous than is necessary in a democratic society. The matter set 
out in this report must be considered in light of the above obligations. 
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From: Dan Gates  
Sent: 17 March 2013 12:15 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Co-op opening hours thornhill.Reference 2013/00397/01SPRV 
To whom it may concern, 
Please could you acknowledge receipt of this via return of email. 
  
I am sorry this is arriving only just before the deadline, but I have only just found out about 
the application by complete luck.  I do not think many people know about this application? 
 

Reference 2013/00397/01SPRV  

 
I am writing in response to the application for extended opening hours at the co-op on 
thornhill Park Road. 
I am a resident of 18 The Close, (thornhill) directly opposite the shop and I am against the 
extended opening hours.  This is supposed to be a residential area not a commercial zone 
with 24 hours shopping.  There is already 2 large 24 hour supermarkets just 2 minutes away. 
My appeals are on the grounds of noise pollution, anti-social behaviour, Road/pedestrian 
safety and increased road traffic. 
  
With a store becoming 24 hours means that deliveries will become more frequent and at all 
times of the day, causing noise pollution let a lone disruption to traffic on an already busy 
road.  During the summer months I do not wish to have to sleep with windows closed 
because of the noise of deliveries or noisy customers leaving the shop.  At the moment the 
delivery lorries already stop traffic during rush hours in the morning.  They cannot park on 
the forecourt without doing almost a 3 point turn out in the road blocking all traffic 
sometimes causing congestions all the way down the hill to Bitterne and in the opposite 
direction towards the motorway.  Although there are pedestrian crossings at either end of the 
shopping area traffic coming in and out of the shops across the walkways can be come 
incredibly dangerous especially for the elderly and cyclists.  I have actually seen a cyclist 
been knocked from his bike on the garage forecourt by a shopper not looking when 
they drove over the path out of the garage.  
  
After being the victim of vandalism and having my car windows smashed and broken in to, I 
do not wish to entice more people to the area especially at such anti-social hours. 
  
In conclusion, there is no need for the store to become 24 hours especially considering we 
already have supermarkets both within easy reach via excellent transport links.  It would not 
be a convenience for local residents more of a nuisance. 
  
Yours Sincerly 
  
Mr Daniel Gates 
18 The Close 
Thornhill 
Southampton 
SO18 5RB 
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