
 

Reference: 2011/02852/01SPRN Hearing: 12th January 2012 

Application for Premises Licence  

Premises Name: Bottles Up Application Date: 10th November 2011  
Premises Address: 300 Shirley Road 

Southampton 
SO15 3HL 
 

Application 
Received Date: 

22nd November 2011  

  Application Valid 
Date: 

22nd November 2011  

 

 

 
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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Representation From Responsible Authorities 
 

Responsible Authority Satisfactory? Comments 

   

Child Protection Services - 
Licensing 

No response received  

   

Hampshire Fire And Rescue - 
Licensing 

Yes  

   

Environmental Health - 
Licensing 

Yes  

   

Planning & Sustainability - 
Building Control - Licensing 

Yes  

   

Planning & Sustainability - 
Development Control - 
Licensing 

Yes  

   

Police - Licensing No See attached representation 

   

Trading Standards - Licensing No See attached representation 

   
 
 

Other Representations 
 

Name Address Contributor Type 

  
None 
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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 new 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 new Premises Licence 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 it’s decision. 

 
The committee must also have regard 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 persons 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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Southampton City Council 
DX 115710  SOUTHAMPTON 17 

 
 
 
By e‐mail only 
licensing@southampton.gov.uk 

  
Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753‐1/Singh 
 e‐mail:  
 
Your Ref:  2011/02852/01SPRN 
 
6 December 2011 

 
 
  
Dear Sirs 
 

Re: Premises Licence 300 Shirley Road Southampton 
 
We write in response to representations made by the Trading Standards Department in relation to 
the current Applicant Mr Gurdip Singh. 
 
In their letter, Trading Standards link this application with the offences committed buy previous 
applicants or licence holders. This is unjustified. We have already made the point that, according to 
our instructions, Mr Singh is no relation to the Rathor family, and the fact that he has agreed to take 
a lease of the premises from them should not prejudice his application. 
 
Mr Singh confirms he has accepted the two cautions submitted by Trading Standards. 
 
In respect of the sale of cider in 2010 he instructs us that this was a sale made by a member of his 
staff, for which he had to take responsibility as the licensee. That member of staff has since been 
sent on a licensing training course. 
 
In respect of the tobacco, Mr Singh instructs us that he has now changed his purchasing practices so 
as to only buy from known sources. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
QualitySolicitors 
KNIGHT POLSON 

 
Cc Trading Standards by e‐mail 
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Southampton City Council 
DX 115710  SOUTHAMPTON 17 

 
 

  
Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753‐1/Singh 
 e‐mail:  
 
Your Ref:  201/02852/01SPRN 
 
8 December 2011 

 
By e‐mail only 
licensing@southampton.gov.uk 
  
Dear Sirs 
 

Premises Licence 300 Shirley Road Southampton 
 
Mr  Singh  tells  us  he  has  been  contacted  by  the  police  asking  for  the  name  of  the  premises 
supervisor.  
 
Mr Singh will be the DPS but we imagine they are asking for the identity of the person who will be 
on the premises if Mr Singh is not. 
 
This  person  is Mr  Jozef  Sebastian Kondzior,  currently  employed  by M  Singh  elsewhere. We  are 
instructed that he has passed the BII course. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
QualitySolicitors 
KNIGHT POLSON 
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Licensing Department 
Southampton City Council 
DX 115710  SOUTHAMPTON 17 

 
 

  
Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753‐1/Singh 
 e‐mail: paulbutler@qualitysolicitors.com 
 
Your Ref: 2011/02852/01SPRN 
 
21 December 2011 

 
 
  
Dear Sirs 
 

Premises Licence 300 Shirley Road  
 
We  have  had  lengthy  telephone  conversations  with  the  police  about  this  application.  We 
understand  that  because  of  the  deadline  for  objections  being  today  December  21st,  they  have 
submitted a formal objection to Mr Singh being a DPS for more than one licensed premises. 
 
They have indicated to us that, provided their usual conditions are accepted as part of the licence, 
they have no objection  to  the grant of  the  licence  itself, nor  to Mr Singh himself, providing  that 
another person is put forward as the DPS. 
 
We are instructed that the proposed conditions are acceptable. 
 
Mr Singh had already indicated that it was his intention to have a Manager at the premises and the 
police have agreed that it would deal with their objection if that Manager were to obtain a personal 
licence so that he could be the DPS.  
 
Trading Standards have already made their representations concerning Mr Singh’s licensing record, 
and we hope that this proposal would also deal with their objections. 
 
We understand that the premises licence can be granted without specifying a DPS, and would then 
remain in suspension until a suitable person is available to take up that position. We would ask that 
the application should proceed in this way.  
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Knight Polson  
QualitySolicitors 
KNIGHT POLSON 

 
Cc by e‐mail to Hampshire Constabulary and to Soton CC Trading Standards 

Page 41 of 41


	Representation From Responsible Authorities
	Comments
	Name
	Address
	Contributor Type
	Legal Implications

	Redacted App, TS Rep and Agent Responses.pdf
	Redacted App Form
	Redacted TS Rep
	Agent response to TS rep
	Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753-1/Singh
	QualitySolicitors
	KNIGHT POLSON

	Agent response to DPS enquiry
	Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753-1/Singh
	QualitySolicitors
	KNIGHT POLSON


	ADP55.tmp
	Our Ref: PFB/PFB/46753-1/Singh
	QualitySolicitors
	KNIGHT POLSON




