
 

Reference: 2009/00612/01SPRN Hearing: 21st May 2009 

Application for Premises Licence  
Premises Name: New York New York Application Date: 25th March 2009  
Premises Address: 2 Queens Way 

Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 

Application 
Received Date: 

26th March 2009  

  Application Valid 
Date: 

26th March 2009  

 

 

 
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. 

Representation From Responsible Authorities 
 

Responsible Authority Satisfactory? Comments 

   

Child Protection Services - 
Licensing No response  

   

Hampshire Fire Service - 
Licensing No response  
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Environmental Health Service 
- Licensing No  

   

Planning & Sustainability - 
Building Control - Licensing No response  

   
Planning & Sustainability - 
Development Control - 
Licensing 

Yes  

   

Police - Licensing No  

   

Trading Standards - Licensing Yes  

   
 
 
Other Representations 
 

Name Address Contributor Type 

Mr. John A. Baker 

111 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. D. Farragher 

74 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Peter Devereux 

74 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Mr. Simon Hooper 

Flat 54 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Nadine Fry 

24 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton  

SO14 3EN 

Resident  
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Linda & Michael Lawless 
Flat 12 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Zoe Parker 

Flat 30 
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Gary Allen 

268 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3JP 

Resident  

     
    

Miss Virginie Deslandes  
& Mr S Russo 

Flat 4 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. C. Griffiths 
Flat 39 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Jonathan Cantrell 
Flat 49 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Katherine Bradbury 
Flat 49 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mrs. K. Bingham 

4 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. C. Bingham 

10 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Andrew Hales 

267 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3JP 

Resident  
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Miss. Bridget Newbury 

55 Ocean Boulevard 
Briton Street, 
Southampton 
Hampshire. 

Resident  

     
    

Mr Paul & Mrs Ali Smith 

245 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
Hampshire.  
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Glen Harfield 

184 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Colin Reynolds 

21 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Denise Robinson 

Flat 28 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton  
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Lorraine Barnett 

22 Guild House 
Merchants Quarter 

Southampton 
SO14 3EY 

Resident  

     
    

N.B. Shacklock 

Flat 26 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Miss Charlotte A. Bemand 

9 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Bruce Granger 

99 Oceana Boulevard  
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Frank Taggart 

403 Imperial Apartments 
South Western House 

Canute Road 
Southampton 

SO14 3AL 

Resident  
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Joao Assuncao 

Flat 87 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Martin McAndrew 

Flat 167 Oceana Boulevard 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Dr. Jonathan Rust 

Flat 160, 
Oceana Boulevard 

Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    
    
  

  

Nickolas Hartshorn & Hannah 
Harwood 

30 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Miss Gillian Whyment 

108 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Jeremy Weyman 
211 Oceana Boulevard 

Lower Canal Walk 
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Nick Clegg 
4 Talbot Court 
Queensway 

Southampton 
Resident  

     
    

Mr. Matthew Ellis 

Flat 54, 
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Adrian Ford 

McKenzie’s Furniture 
49-53 Queensway 

Southampton 
SO14 3BL 

Trader  

     
    

Mr. L. Scott 

Mack Southampton 
49-50 High Street 

Southampton 
SO14 2NS 

Trader  
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Dr. James Nixon 
Flat 16 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Steve Westhorpe 

12 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

     
    

Rebecca Westhorpe 

12 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

     
    

M. Piehto & N. Fiut 
23 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Pasquale Lorusso 

D. Young & Co 
Briton House 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EB 

Trader  

     
    

Mrs. Sarah Taggart 

Flat 4 
6 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ES 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Joe Moore 

13 Chandlers Court 
Merchants Quarter 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

D. Lydon 

Flat 4 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Chris Richards 

Flat 5 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Oliver Dormon 

Flat 5 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  
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Mr. Douglas Sutherland 

Flat 10 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Dr. N Sambu 

Flat 9 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
  
    
  

  

Mr. Ian Warrington 

89 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Rachel Rust 

Flat 160 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 

 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Sarah Biddlecombe 

133 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Mr. James Green 

Flat 75 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Dr. Phillip Cheshire 

42 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Aris Konstantopoulos 

66 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton St 

 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Ellen McCarthy 

Flat 10 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

F. List 

Flat 17 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  
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Ms. Jenny Mielczarek 

8 Goldsmith Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Andrew Boyne 

76 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Gareth Shepherd 

166 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Louise Haughton 

122 Oceana Boulevard 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Mr. David McIntyre 

Flat 35 Castle Place 
117 High Street 
Southampton 

SO14 2EA 

Resident  

     
    

Simon Noyce 

172 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
 

SO143JG 

Resident  

     
    

Melissa Guthrie 

172 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO143JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mrs S McIntyre 

Castle Place 
117 High Street 
Southampton 

SO14 2EA 

Resident  

     
    

J.Rowsell 

8 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton  

SO14 3HF 

Resident  
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Mr. Ben Stanfield 
Flat 36 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Lynette Bowen 
73 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Rachael Livingstone 

141 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Mr And Mrs Ni 

64 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Miss Danielle Grover 

Flat 131 Gate 7 
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Simon & Meghann Andrew 

Flat 86 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mrs. Yvette Newbury 

116 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Kiren Bennett 

9 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Charlotte Egan 

188 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. James Read 

26 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  
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Mr. Darren Warner 

163 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Clive & Charlotte Parry 

Flat 115 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Richard Rombouts 

Flat 51 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Dr. John Blythe 

189 Lower Canal Walk 
Southampton 

SO14 3JG 
 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Paul Jeans 

Flat 18, 
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Hants. 
 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Nora McGrath 

4 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Magnus McKie 
16 Chandlers Court 

Southampton 
SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Melvin Pugh 

Flats 94,130 and 266 Oceana 
Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

so14 3HU 

           Trader  

     
    

Mr B.Sahota 

1 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street, 
Southampton 

S014 3HF 

Resident  

     
    

         Mr and Mrs Sangha 

2 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton street 

 
 

            Trader  
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Rebecca Galbraith 
47 Telephone House 

Southampton 
SO14 2NW 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Alastair Vardy 

31 Coopers Court 
4 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Lynn Flacco 

Flat 62 Telephone House 
70 High Street 
Southampton 
SO14 2NW 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Clive Grace 

Flat 62 Telephone House 
70 High Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 2NW 

Resident  

     
    

Julian & Christine Aplin 

 Flat 8 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
 

SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Labrousse Delphine 

Flat 35 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Andrew Crowley 

Select Education 
10a Queensway 

Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 

            Trader  

     
    

Ms. Vikki Upchurch 

23 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Benjamin Rowe 

Flat 23 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

     
    

Salman Ansari 

Flat 274 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3JP 

Resident  
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Mr. Mark Stevens 

96 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

Hants 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Charlotte Sillars 

132 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Mark Stevens 

Flat 218 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Shaun Collins 

200 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
                SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. David Robinson 

2 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Briton Street 
 

SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Natalie Allen 

Apartment 70 
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Lesley McIvor 

Flat 7 Goldsmith Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Angela Davies 
Flat 22 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Neal Rudkin 

Flat 186 
Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Lee Crudgington 

Flat 20 Coopers Court 
4 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  
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Mr. Alan Patton 

Flat 39 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Mr. Darren Baker 

Flat 7, 
6 Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3ES 

Resident  

     
    

Mr & Mrs T G Smith 

The Cottage 
Dappers Lane 

Angmering 
West Sussex 
BN16 4EN 

 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Bader Almutairi 

Flat 30 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Nathalie Makin 

Flat 38 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

C. Reece 

Flat 6 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Ray Devine 

Apartment 33 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

 

Resident  

     
    

M Allen 

45 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

C. Rae 

44 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  
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S. Butler 

Flat 36  
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

L Pillo 

30 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Ben Cross 

25 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

S. Butler 

21 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Mark Smith 

20 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Nick Lemon 

19 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Paul Highett-Smith 

18 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Caroline Palmer 

Flat 46 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Ali Alshehri 

Flat 16 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Sarah Daly 

47 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  
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Dr. Rutesh Patel 

Flat 11 Goldsmiths Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Nick Richards 

47 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

S. Broomfield 

14 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. M. Madon 

12 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Paul Griffiths 

11 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

D. Searle 

10 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Matt Graves 

9 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Pam Heffelon 

8 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

C. Sturman 

No 1 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr And Mrs Robinson 

Flat 2 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  
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Mr. Dave McGeown 

5 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr And Mrs Barnett 

3 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

J. Fiddimore 

7 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Barry Taylor 

Interlink Express 
8-10 Queensway 

Southampton 
SO16 0TD 

             Trader  

     
    

Mr. Nigel Parker 

58 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Jolanta Giel 

Flat 38  
Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Gary Taylor 

9 Talbot Court 
Queensway 

Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Jenny Baker 

162 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Miss Laura J. Drummond 

89 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Janet Marguerite 
Trevellyan 

Flat 21 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3HF 

Resident  
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Mr. Paul Reece 

6 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

C. Lydon 

4 City Court 
15 Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3HL 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Satbire Singh Digwa 
Trimwise Gym 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

             Trader  

     
    

Mr. Richard Olney-Jones 

81 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr And Mrs S.M. Jackson 

Butcher's End Winchester Rd 
King's Somborne 

Stockbridge 
SO20 6NZ 

            Trader 

     
    

Miss. Rebekah Glyn-Jones 

166 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Mr. Callum Donnelly 

104 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

PJ O'Maoil Mheana 

Flat 30 
No1 Briton Street 

Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3JD 

Resident  

     
    

Miss Alison Cole 

9 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

Valerie And Michael Holloway 

107 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

 

Resident  
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Mr. Andrew Gardiner 

101 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Glenn Baker 
43 Oceania Boulevard 

Britton Street, 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Claire Barker 

168 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    
  

  

Natalie Larsen And Nick Kemp 

210 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 
SO14 3JG 

Resident  

     
    

Martin & Doreen Curran 

8 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Christopher Simmonds 

72 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Richard Amundson 

24 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3ED 

Resident  

     
    

Ms. Renata Mazik 

163 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

 

Resident  

     
    

Mr R Wilks, Mrs A Wilks & 
Miss J. Wilks 

59 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3 HU 

Resident  

Dr. Licheng Chang 

Flat 59 Telephone House 
70 High Street 
Southampton 
SO14 2NW 

Resident  
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Chris Thickett 
Flat 9 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

B. Painter 
Flat 8 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  

     
    

D.G. And B.J. Truphet 
Flat 105 Oceana Boulevard 

Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Mrs. Nicky Sharrocks 

165 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

Resident  

     
    

Lucy Christopher And Neil 
Brooks 

12 Chandlers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EZ 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Gary Whitaker 

25 Guild House 
4a Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EY 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. R Sutherland & D Hayward 

Nos 39,74 and 80 Oceana 
Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 
Hampshire 

            Trader  

     
    

Miss Fiona D. Wright 

14 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3HF 

Resident  

     
    

A. Pilkinhton 

Flat 2 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

 
 

Resident  

     
    

Mr. Clifford Gregory 
Flat 1 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street 
Southampton 

Resident  
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Dr. John Atkinson 

28 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

Resident  

   

Kelly Stewart 

31 Coopers Court 
4 Briton Street 
Southampton 

SO14 3EN 

            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 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 its 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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Part B – Application to vary a premises license under the licensing Act 2003, 
Section 34. 
 
Ref: 2009/00612/01SPRN 
New York New York, 2 Queensway, Southampton 
 
Applicants:   Nexus Leisure Ltd, 2 Bank Court, Weldon Road, Loughborough, 

Leicester, LE11 5RF. 
 
Proposed License Premises Supervisor: Mr Ian Harries 
 
 
PROPOSED ACTIVITIES/ HOURS:  
 
Exhibition of films          Monday 00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                         Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
Live Music:                       Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
 
Recorded Music:              Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Thursday 00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday 00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
Performance of dancing: Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
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Provision of facilities       Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
for making music              Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday 00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
Provision of facilities       Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
for dancing                        Tuesday 00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
Provision of facilities       Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
for entertainment              Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday 00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
Late night refreshment     Monday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                           Tuesday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                            Wednesday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                            Thursday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                            Friday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                            Saturday  23.00 – 05.00 
                                            Sunday  23.00 – 05.00 
 
 
 
Supply of alcohol             Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                           Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                            Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
 
 
The opening hours      Monday  00.00 – 24.00 
of the premises            Tuesday  00.00 – 24.00                                       
                                       Wednesday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                       Thursday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                       Friday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                       Saturday  00.00 – 24.00 
                                       Sunday  00.00 – 24.00 
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Recommendation by Environmental Health (Food Safety Services): 
 
Representation made to licensing services. 
 
EHO Report by Polly Baker (Food safety Services) 
 
The application was received by Environmental Health – Food Safety Service on the 26th 
March 2009. Consideration has been given, including a visual inspection of detailed plans 
submitted as part of the application. Site visit has been carried out to the  premises but 
external observations only as premises are boarded up and not in use. 
 
The site visit and plan reveals the following: All elevations shown.  
 
Observations 
 

 New York New York was formerly operated as a bar and nightclub located on 
corner of Queensway and Britons Street, which is on a main road which is 
predominantly a residential area, with hundreds of flats/apartments.  

 The premises are an end-terrace situated between commercial premises. 
 Directly opposite the premises are residential flats/ apartments, these are know as 

Occean Boulevard.  
 The first floor of the premises is used for customers with two bars, a kitchen, office, 

female WC and stairs to the front of the building leading to the lower floor.    
 The main customer entrance is a double set of doors which lead into a lobby area 

which has a further set of self closing double doors which lead into the main 
customer area.  

 The ground floor consists of a dance floor and DJ area to the centre of the floor. 
There are two bars, toilets and cloakroom facilities.  

 There are fire exits on Briton Street, Queensway and one to the rear of the building 
siding onto Orchard Place. 

 To the front of the premises there are windows facing out on to Briton Street on the 
first floor. 

 The rear of the premises which sides onto Orchard Place has a shared yard, usage 
not shown 

  
           
Additional notes  
 

 No acoustic report is available in support of the application specifying works 
covering sound attenuation at the premises, taking into account the proposal to hold 
live music and recorded music twenty four hours a day.  

 
 The applicant has not identified any further risks in relation to part P (prevention of 

public nuisance) of the application, when quite clearly there are additional risks with 
the proposed live music and trading hours.  

 
 There is no record of any sound limiting devices at the premises for restricting 

recorded music levels. 
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Complaints received, relating to noise since opening in 2004 
 

 4th May 2004, one complaint from Talbot Court of loud amplified music emanating 
from New York New York.  

 21st May 2004, one complaint from Talbot Court of loud amplified music emanating 
from New York New York. 

 28th May 2004, one complaint from Talbot Court of loud amplified music emanating 
from New York new York.  

 Premises closed around July 2004 
 
Objections raised on receipt of application to re-open 
 

 A total of 25 residents living in the local vicinity of New York New York sent in 
objections with regard to public nuisance, in the form of either letters or signed 
petitions. The date for these objections was received between the 4th June 2005 – 
and 20th July 2005, copies of which are held on file.  

 The application to issue a license was refused.  
 

 
EHO concerns 
 

 The potential for sound to breakout from the premises through the front double 
doors. 

 Lack of an acoustic report and therefore, an assessment by the applicants of the 
controls needed to prevent noise outbreak from the premises as a whole. 

 The history of alleged noise nuisance complaints from the premises is considered 
problematic. Allowing regulated entertainment in the form of “live music” gives us 
serious concern in terms of preventing public nuisance.  

 The close proximity of residential housing and the proposal to hold live music leads 
us to believe there is potential for nuisance.  

 The potential for dispersal noise from customers entering and exiting the building.  
 

 
 
Conclusion 
 
For the aforementioned reasons, I have serious concerns about the potential for noise 
nuisance from New York New York should the license be granted. 
 
 
Recommendations 
 

 To make a formal representation in relation to the prevention of public nuisance 
licensing objective. 

 We object to the proposal under part E of the application, to have any live music at 
the premises, as live music is more difficult to control. 

 To provide an acoustic report for regulated entertainment (Pre-recorded music).   
 To review the opening hours of the premises. 
 To provide a plan of preventive measures for dispersal noise from the customers 

entering and exiting the premises.   
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From: Chandler, Stewart [stewart.chandler@hampshire.pnn.police.uk] 
Sent: 24 April 2009 15:01 
To: Burke, John 
Subject: Police Objection - New York New York 
 
Attachments: Under Age Issues at McCluskys & NY NY.doc; Analysts Report NY 
& McC Objection.doc; File Content - New York's.doc; G88 Police Objection NY 
09.doc; Meetings and corres btwn Police and Management NY McC.doc; New Yorks 
Time Line Disorder.doc; NY NY Insp Bates.doc; NYNY report M Greening.doc; 
Significant Licensing Dates 1.doc 
John 
  
Quite a bit is duplicated on both files, but where there is a need to separate 
documents in relation to both premises I have done so. 
  
Stewart  
  

********************************************************************************* 
This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 
legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and 
not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 

The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you 
are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of the information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, 
please notify us by telephone +44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to 
postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then delete this email and destroy 
any copies of it.  

All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages to and from the 
Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring.  Replies to this email may be seen by 
employees other than the intended recipient.   
*********************************************************************************  
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File Content – New York New York 
 

 
1) Police Form G88 – Objection to Grant of Premises Licence at New York’s 
 
2) Timeline of Disorder at New York’s - 1st January 2003 to 29th June 2004 
 
3) Supporting documentation for timeline of disorder 
 
4) Timeline of underage issues at New York’s - 1st January 2003 to 29th June 2004 
 
5) Supporting documentation for timeline of underage issues 
 
6) Report from Police Inspector Phil Bates   
 
7) Report from Chief Superintendent Matthew Greening 
 
8) Report from Senior Police Analyst Holly Crane  
 
9) Records of Meetings between Police and Management of New York’s 
 
10) Supporting documentation of meetings 
 
11) Significant Licensing dates at New York’s 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY  
Page 1 of 7 

RESTRICTED 
 

NEW GRANT OR VARIATION OF PREMISES LICENCE  
OR CLUB PREMISES CERTIFICATE 

FORM FOR REPRESENTATIONS FROM HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 
 

RESTRICTED 
 

 

G88 

 
Before completing this form please read the guidance notes on page 3. 
Once completed please send your representation form to your local Licensing Authority. 
You must keep a copy of the completed form for police records.  
 
Hampshire Constabulary wish to make a representation(s) regarding the grant or variation of a 
Premises Licence or Club Premises Certificate issued under the Licensing Act 2003. 

These representations must be made within 28 days 
 
 
Postal address of premises or club premises: 
 

New York New York  - 2 Queensway  

Post town: Southampton Postcode:  SO14 3AZ 
 
 

   

Name of premises licence holder or club holding club premises certificate (if known) 

N/A 
 
 
Police Details 
 
 

Hampshire Constabulary is a responsible authority. 
 
Name and address: 
 

Police Sergeant Stewart Chandler 
12-18 Hulse Road 
Southampton 
SO15 2JX  
 
 
 
This application to object relates to the following licensing objective(s) 
                       
1) The prevention of crime and disorder  

2) Public safety  

3) The prevention of public nuisance  

4) The protection of children from harm  

Please select 
one or more 
boxes 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY  
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RESTRICTED 
 

NEW GRANT OR VARIATION OF PREMISES LICENCE  
OR CLUB PREMISES CERTIFICATE 

FORM FOR REPRESENTATIONS FROM HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 
 

RESTRICTED 
 

 

G88 

 
 
 
 
 
State the ground(s) for representation (please read guidance notes 1 & 2) 
 

The Chief Constable has delegated authority to all Operational Command Unit Commanders within 
Hampshire Constabulary in respect of his responsibilies under The Licensing Act 2003. 
The OCU Commander, Chief Superintendent Greening has further delegated this responsibility to The 
Licensing Sergeant for Southampton. 
 
Hampshire Police are objecting to the grant of new premises licences at both McClusky's and 
adjoining premises New York New York.  
 
The grounds for objecting are based on evidence of crime and disorder that existed at both premises 
up until they closed in June 2004. This evidence will be produced as a timeline of disorder from 1st 
January 2003 until 29th June 2004 and is supported with documentation. There is also a timeline of 
under age issues associated with both premises from 1st January 2003 until 29th June 2004 and this 
too is supported with documentation.  
 
The Police view is that the impact of granting premises licences at either one or both of these 
premises will undermine the following licensing objectives: 
  
1) The Prevention of Crime & Disorder  
2) The Protection of Children from Harm 
 
The Police are also of the view that the granting of these licences will undermine the  Prevention of 
Public Nuisance Licensing Objective however we are aware that a number of concerned residents will 
wish to make their own representations on that point. 
 
The application is a significant and substantial one. If granted these two adjoining premises would 
have a combined capacity of nearly 1,400 persons. This would make these two establishments the 
second largest night time economy attraction in Southampton, the largest being Oceana which is 
located well away from any residential premises at Leisure World.   
 
It is not only the size of these establishments that is of concern but the fact that the applicants are 
seeking to apply for premises licences that will authorise the sale of alcohol and the provision of 
entertainment 24 hours a day. If granted these premises would have the latest opening times for 
venues providing late night entertainment in Southampton. Generally in Southampton licensed 
premises of this size and nature have agreed to a terminal hour for the sale of alcohol to be set at 0300 
hours and a closing time of between 30 minutes and one hour later. If these premises were granted 
licences beyond 0300 hours both venues would attract hundreds of revellers from other late night 
premises that closed at 0300 or earlier within the city. Many of these revellers will be well in drink if 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY  
Page 3 of 7 

RESTRICTED 
 

NEW GRANT OR VARIATION OF PREMISES LICENCE  
OR CLUB PREMISES CERTIFICATE 

FORM FOR REPRESENTATIONS FROM HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 
 

RESTRICTED 
 

 

G88 

not drunk and should the management refuse entry to these individuals this will inevitably lead to 
conflict at front doors with door staff and amongst themselves on the street. 
 
Although The Police do not have any comparative data concerning other licensed premises in 2003/4 
Inspector Phil Bates will provide evidence of his policing experiences regarding the crime and 
disorder associated with both McClusky’s and New York New York at that time until they closed in 
June 2004. 
 
The Police Licensing Sergeant then and now, Stewart Chandler will confirm that no other licensed 
premises within the Night Time Economy at that time attracted such levels of disorder, allegations of 
under age drinking and Police intervention with management.     
 
Both applications are being made by the same company, Nexum Leisure Limited, the same company 
that previously operated these two premises back in 2004. Prior to these two night clubs closing in 
that year the extent of crime and disorder was such as to suggest poor and ineffective management as 
demonstrated by the enclosed Police documentation. If the premises were run this way now both 
would be in breach of one or more of the Licensing Objectives. 
Looking at the proposed operating schedule for both premises there is very little change to the 
operating procedures that existed previously. The steps proposed are standard namely:  
 
• CCTV installed in agreement with The Police 
• Drugs Policy 
• Door staff 
• Check 21 Scheme 
 
The only additional step in the operating schedule that did not exist before is an assurance by the 
applicant that they will not permit a drinks promotion that allows the unlimited supply of alcohol for a 
set price. The Police welcome this as in their view such all inclusive deals are wholly irresponsible 
and promote customers drinking to excess.   
 
McClusky’s and New Yorks were the only operators in Southampton at the time that decided to 
operate ‘£10 All Inclusive Deals’ This effectively meant pay your £10.00 on the door and you can 
drink as much as you want during the night. The reality of such deals are that it encourages customers 
to drink more than they are comfortable with and Police and Hampshire Ambulance having to deal 
with the consequences . 
 
At the time Police made representations to the club management regarding such irresponsible drinks 
promotions and eventually they were withdrawn (see copies of correspondence). 
 
Back in 2003 / 2004 there was evidence of underage persons easily gaining access to both premises 
but more so McClusky’s. As a result meetings were arranged between Police, management  and 
company solicitors in order to discuss this issue and demand improvement (see copies of 
correspondence). 
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NEW GRANT OR VARIATION OF PREMISES LICENCE  
OR CLUB PREMISES CERTIFICATE 

FORM FOR REPRESENTATIONS FROM HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 
 

RESTRICTED 
 

 

G88 

 
In order to address underage persons gaining access to either or both of these premises the proposed 
operating schedule refers to adopting a Check (Challenge) 21 Scheme. This is standard practice across 
the night time economy, what makes the difference is how well operators implement such schemes.   
 
Within this application there is a variation on the previous licence that existed in 2004. The operators 
intend that Topless Dancing by performers and staff will take place. Even more reason to ensure 
Under 18’s are not able to access the premises. 
 
Another significant aspect to this application that warrants consideration is the impact the granting of 
these licences will have in undermining The Prevention of Public Nuisance Licensing Objective, this 
is an area that local residents will have a view on. The vicinity surrounding McClusky’s and New 
York New York has changed significantly since the time these two clubs were operational. With the 
exception of an Indian Restaurant in Queensway the immediate vicinity is now predominantly 
residential. 
 
Although both premises were still closed, in June 2005 Nexum Leisure Ltd applied to renew the 
annual Public Entertainment Licences for both McClusky’s and New York NewYork. There were 
objections from residents to this application and the matter was considered by The Licensing Sub 
Committtee on 29th September 2005. The committee’s decision was to refuse the application as ‘in 
the absence of a clearly defined operation plan for the premises the sub committee was unable to 
assess the impact of the operation of the premises on the area and community and was not able to 
make an assessment of the Prevention of Crime and Disorder in the area given the concerns raised by 
objectors’ 
 
Nexum Leisure Limited appealed this decision to Southampton Magistrates Court however on 5th 
January 2006 Nexum Leisure Ltd withdrew the appeal. Without Public Entertainment Licences in 
place both premises would have reverted to just having Justices Licences permitting both to sell 
alcohol until 2300 hours and 2230 hours on a Sunday. Neither premises opted to convert their existing 
Justices Licences to premises licences in accordance with the then new Licensing Act 2003 (which 
took effect in November 2005) and as a consequence both premises became unlicensed.  
 
At the time the residential objections were made McClusky’s had a Public Entertainment Licence 
until 0200 hours and New York New York until 0300 hours. However both premises were only 
permitted to sell alcohol until 0200 hours. 
 
Police are not just concerned about the actual management of these two premises and the likelihood of 
being deployed to this location to deal with crime and disorder but the overall impact on policing that 
these two venues will have on Southampton City Centre. 
 
Chief Superintendent Greening will elaborate on this but essentially in order to provide adequate 
policing for the Night Time Economy in Southampton a significant number of police officers are 
drafted in at weekends to meet that demand, these officers are taken from Portswood, Bitterne and 
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NEW GRANT OR VARIATION OF PREMISES LICENCE  
OR CLUB PREMISES CERTIFICATE 

FORM FOR REPRESENTATIONS FROM HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 
 

RESTRICTED 
 

 

G88 

Shirley Police Staions often leaving these areas covered by minimum staffing levels. As it stands as 
many as 4 Sergeants, 25 Constables and an Inspector are currently required to police the Night Time 
Economy. Many of these officers will be involved in the arrests of persons for alcohol related disorder 
and it is not uncommon for custody space at Southampton Central to fill up by midnight and 
subsequent prisoners having to be transported to other custody centres across the county.  
 
The location of these two premises in Queensway are out on a limb from the main proliferation of 
licensed premises in the City Centre and in order to provide the necessary policing cover for these two 
venues it would be at the expense of already strained resources. 
 
The granting of premises licences at McClusky’s and New Yorks will exacerbate this problem. 
 
                                                                          In Summary 
 
(A) There are genuine police concerns about how these two establishments will operate, this is based 
on the below evidence: 
 
(1) Timelines of disorder in relation to both McClusky’s and New York’s from 1st January 2003 – 
29th June 2004. This evidence is supported by copies of print outs from Police Control Room    
 
(2) Timelines of underage issues at both McClusky’s and New York from 1st January 2003 – 29th 
June 2004. This evidence is supported by statements, internal Police e-mails and print outs from 
Police Control Room  
 
         (Evidence (1) & (2) to be presented by officers from The Police Licensing Unit) 
 
(3) Report from Inspector Phil Bates regarding his experiences of policing McClusky’s and New 
Yorks in 2003/4 
 
(B) The impact the granting of these two licences will have on existing police rersources, this is based 
on the below evidence:  
 
(1) Report from Chief Superintendent Matthew Greening 
 
(2) Extract from the Southampton Strategic Assessment October 2007 – September 2008 produced by 
Senior Police Analyst Holly Crane 
         
 
 
State any conditions that the Police seek to negate the need for a hearing 
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The Police position is that the granting of these two licences should be refused.             
  
 
 

 
IT IS AN OFFENCE, UNDER SECTION 158 OF THE LICENSING ACT 2003 TO MAKE A 
FALSE STATEMENT IN OR IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPRESENTATION 
 
 
 
Part 3 – Signatures (please read guidance note 3) 
 
 
Recommendation of Police Officer 
 

To oppose applications for the grant of premises licences at both McClusky's and New York 

 
Signature of Police Officer Completing 
 
 

Signature: Sgt 609 Stewart Chandler 

Date: 23/04/2009 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Recommendation of Police Sergeant 
 

To oppose applications for the grant of premises licences at both McClusky's and New York 

 
Signature of Police Sergeant 
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Signature: Sgt 609 Stewart Chandler 

Date: 23/04/2009 
 

 
Decision of Police Licensing Inspector 
 

To oppose applications for the grant of premises licences at both McClusky's and New York 

 
Signature of Police Licensing Inspector 
 

Signature: Inspector 325 Lisa Stevens 

Date: 24/04/2009 
 
 
 
NOTES FOR GUIDANCE 
 
1. The ground(s) for representation must be based on one of the licensing objectives. 
2. Please list any additional information or details, for example dates of problems which are 
 included in the grounds for representation if available. 
3. The representation form must be signed. 
 

Page 52 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



N
ew

 Y
or

k
s 

N
ew

 Y
or

ks
 –

 C
ri

m
e 

an
d

 D
is

or
d

er
 T

im
el

in
e 

1st
 J

an
u

ar
y 

20
03

 u
n

ti
l 2

9th
 J

u
n

e 
20

04
   

  
N

o.
 

D
at

e 
&

 T
im

e 
L

oc
at

io
n

 
In

ci
d

en
t 

or
 O

cc
u

rr
en

ce
 

R
ef

er
en

ce
 

 
29

/0
6/

20
04

 
 

P
R

E
M

IS
E

S
 C

E
A

S
E

D
 T

R
A

D
IN

G
 

 
1 

26
/0

6/
20

04
 @

 2
33

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s  
O

ff
en

de
r m

et
 fe

m
al

e 
ag

gr
ie

ve
d 

in
si

de
 c

lu
b,

 sh
ow

ed
 h

er
 a

 ta
bl

et
 w

hi
ch

 sh
e 

re
fu

se
d.

 O
ff

en
de

r b
el

ie
ve

d 
to

 
ha

ve
 sp

ik
ed

 h
er

 d
rin

k 
w

ho
 th

en
 c

ol
la

ps
ed

 –
 ta

ke
n 

to
 h

os
pi

ta
l  

 
In

c 
N

o 
04

06
27

00
26

4 
2 

12
/0

6/
20

04
 @

 0
05

5 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fi

gh
t a

m
on

gs
t m

al
es

 k
no

w
n 

to
 e

ac
h 

ot
he

r. 
N

o 
in

ju
rie

s 
In

c 
N

o 
04

06
12

00
19

7 
3 

11
/0

6/
20

04
 @

 0
02

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
St

af
f r

ep
or

tin
g 

m
al

e 
be

in
g 

vi
ol

en
t t

ow
ar

ds
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

. M
al

e 
de

ta
in

ed
 

In
c 

N
o 

04
06

11
00

02
7 

4 
10

/0
6/

20
04

 @
 2

31
5 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fe
m

al
e 

dr
in

ki
ng

 a
lc

oh
ol

 o
ut

si
de

. R
eq

ue
st

ed
 to

 h
an

d 
ov

er
 th

e 
bo

ttl
e,

 re
fu

se
d 

an
d 

hi
t m

al
e 

in
 th

e 
ey

e.
 

Su
bs

eq
ue

nt
ly

 c
ha

rg
ed

 
R

M
S 

44
04

00
16

18
3 

5 
30

/0
5/

20
04

 @
 2

30
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Ph
on

e 
le

ft 
on

 b
ar

 a
re

a.
 P

ho
ne

 u
se

d 
to

 ri
ng

 n
um

be
rs

 w
ith

in
 a

dd
re

ss
 b

oo
k 

to
 m

ak
e 

ru
de

 a
nd

 th
re

at
en

in
g 

ca
lls

  
In

c 
N

o 
04

05
31

00
21

9 
6 

29
/0

5/
20

04
 @

 0
10

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
B

ag
 le

ft 
un

at
te

nd
ed

 a
nd

 st
ol

en
 b

y 
pe

rs
on

s u
nk

no
w

n 
R

M
S 

44
04

05
69

76
1 

7 
09

/0
5/

20
04

 @
 2

35
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fe
m

al
e 

ha
d 

m
ob

ile
 p

ho
ne

 st
ol

en
 fr

om
 sh

ou
ld

er
 b

ag
 w

hi
ls

t s
he

 w
as

 w
ea

rin
g 

it 
R

M
S 

44
04

11
47

20
5 

8 
25

/0
4/

20
04

 @
 0

10
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

M
al

e 
de

ta
in

ed
 b

y 
do

or
 st

af
f f

or
 a

ss
au

lti
ng

 st
af

f. 
Po

lic
e 

re
qu

es
te

d 
ho

w
ev

er
 m

al
e 

go
t a

w
ay

.  
In

c 
N

o 
04

04
25

00
08

9 
9 

24
/0

4/
20

04
 @

 0
00

1 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
D

oo
r s

ta
ff

 a
tte

m
pt

s t
o 

re
m

ov
e 

tw
o 

fe
m

al
es

 o
ne

 o
f w

ho
m

 w
as

 a
tta

ck
in

g 
th

e 
ot

he
r w

ith
 a

 b
ot

tle
. I

n 
th

e 
pr

oc
es

s m
em

be
r o

f d
oo

r s
ta

ff
 is

 in
ju

re
d 

 
R

M
S 

44
04

00
65

06
5 

10
 

21
/0

4/
20

04
 @

 0
15

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
A

gg
rie

ve
d 

pa
rk

ed
 o

ut
si

de
 e

nt
ra

nc
e 

to
 n

ig
ht

 c
lu

b.
 F

rie
nd

s g
ot

 in
 w

he
re

up
on

 a
 g

ro
up

 o
f m

al
es

 st
ar

te
d 

pu
nc

hi
ng

 a
nd

 k
ic

ki
ng

 th
e 

ca
r c

au
si

ng
 d

am
ag

e.
 D

riv
er

 in
ju

re
d 

as
 a

 re
su

lt 
In

c 
N

o 
04

04
21

00
06

4 
11

 
04

/0
4/

20
04

 @
 0

20
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Th
ef

t o
f p

ho
ne

 fr
om

 h
an

db
ag

 w
hi

ls
t i

ns
id

e 
pr

em
is

es
 

R
M

S 
44

04
08

25
97

8 
12

 
20

/0
3/

20
04

 @
 0

00
1 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Ej
ec

te
d 

fe
m

al
e 

al
le

gi
ng

 a
ss

au
lt 

by
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 a
nd

 th
ef

t o
f j

ac
ke

t a
nd

 b
ag

 
In

c 
N

o 
04

03
20

00
23

9 
13

 
29

/0
2/

20
04

 @
 0

00
1 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

O
ff

en
de

r a
pp

ro
ac

he
d 

m
al

e 
in

si
de

 a
nd

 sp
ra

ye
d 

hi
m

 w
ith

 p
ep

pe
r s

pr
ay

 
R

M
S 

44
04

07
37

22
6 

14
 

19
/0

2/
20

04
 @

 2
20

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

ob
ile

 p
ho

ne
 ta

ke
n 

fr
om

 h
an

d 
ba

g 
R

M
S 

44
04

03
89

32
8 

15
 

15
/0

2/
20

04
 @

 2
23

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
U

na
tte

nd
ed

 h
an

db
ag

 st
ol

en
 b

y 
pe

rs
on

s u
nk

no
w

n 
R

M
S 

44
04

05
52

85
2 

16
 

14
/0

2/
20

04
 @

 0
11

5 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Ej

ec
te

d 
m

al
e 

cl
ai

m
in

g 
as

sa
ul

t b
y 

do
or

 st
af

f f
or

 n
o 

re
as

on
  

In
c 

N
o 

04
02

14
00

14
5 

17
 

24
/0

1/
20

04
 @

 0
13

5 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fe

m
al

e 
ha

d 
m

ob
ile

 p
ho

ne
 st

ol
en

 fr
om

 sh
ou

ld
er

 b
ag

 w
hi

ls
t s

he
 w

as
 w

ea
rin

g 
it 

R
M

S 
44

04
11

08
46

8 

Page 53 of 543



 
18

 
23

/0
1/

20
04

 @
 0

01
6 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

C
om

pl
ai

nt
 fr

om
 S

gt
 C

la
w

so
n 

re
 u

nh
el

pf
ul

 a
tti

tu
de

 o
f d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 fo
llo

w
in

g 
se

rio
us

 in
ci

de
nt

 in
vo

lv
in

g 
m

al
e 

w
av

in
g 

a 
sp

ad
e 

at
 so

m
eo

ne
. S

ee
 se

pa
ra

te
 re

po
rt 

fr
om

 S
gt

 C
la

w
so

n 
In

c 
N

o 
04

01
23

00
01

0 
19

 
18

/0
1/

20
04

 @
 0

30
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

M
al

e 
cl

ai
m

s h
e 

w
as

 a
ss

au
lte

d 
by

 d
oo

r s
ta

ff
 

In
c 

N
o 

04
01

18
00

19
8 

20
 

04
/0

1/
20

04
 @

 0
14

6 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
G

ro
up

 ‘s
qu

ar
in

g 
up

 ‘ 
to

 e
ac

h 
ot

he
r 

In
c 

N
o 

04
01

04
00

11
3 

21
 

03
/0

1/
20

04
 @

 0
04

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
U

nk
no

w
n 

pe
rs

on
 th

re
w

 g
la

ss
 w

ith
in

 n
ig

ht
 c

lu
b 

w
hi

ch
 h

it 
a 

fe
m

al
e 

cu
st

om
er

 c
au

si
ng

 c
ut

s t
o 

he
r f

ac
e 

 
In

c 
N

o 
04

01
03

00
06

3 
22

 
01

/0
1/

20
04

 @
 0

12
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

M
al

e 
pu

nc
he

d 
in

 th
e 

fa
ce

 b
y 

un
kn

ow
n 

m
al

e 
ou

ts
id

e 
pr

em
is

es
 

R
M

S 
44

04
12

35
49

0 
23

 
20

/1
2/

20
03

 @
 0

23
2 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fr
om

 C
C

TV
 –

 L
ar

ge
 fi

gh
t w

ith
 w

ea
po

ns
, t

w
o 

de
ta

in
ed

 
In

c 
N

o 
03

12
20

00
22

7 
24

 
07

/1
2/

20
03

 @
 0

12
6 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

D
is

ab
le

d 
m

al
e 

al
le

gi
ng

 a
ss

au
lt 

by
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 o
n 

hi
s e

je
ct

io
n 

In
c 

N
o 

03
12

07
00

16
6 

25
 

22
/1

1/
20

03
 @

 0
21

9 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fr

om
 C

C
TV

 –
 L

ar
ge

 fi
gh

t t
ak

in
g 

pl
ac

e.
 A

ll 
qu

ie
t o

n 
po

lic
e 

ar
riv

al
. F

ur
th

er
 c

al
l f

ro
m

 C
C

TV
 fi

gh
t n

ow
 

ta
ki

ng
 p

la
ce

 o
n 

a 
bu

s 
In

c 
N

o 
03

11
22

00
16

9 
26

 
01

/1
1/

20
03

 @
 0

30
1 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fe
m

al
es

 fi
gh

tin
g 

ou
ts

id
e,

 o
ne

 re
ce

iv
ed

 a
 c

ut
 h

ea
d 

In
c 

N
o 

03
11

01
00

27
2 

27
 

01
/1

1/
20

03
 @

 0
10

2 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
le

r a
lle

gi
ng

 a
ss

au
lt 

by
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 
In

c 
N

o 
03

11
01

00
11

9 
28

 
26

/1
0/

20
03

 @
 0

15
4 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

O
ff

 d
ut

y 
Po

lic
e 

O
ff

ic
er

 re
qu

es
tin

g 
po

lic
e 

at
te

nd
an

ce
 fo

r d
is

tu
rb

an
ce

 o
ut

si
de

. A
ll 

qu
ie

t o
n 

ar
riv

al
 

In
c 

N
o.

  
03

10
26

00
14

6 
29

 
03

/1
0/

20
03

 @
 0

05
2 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Tw
o 

un
de

ra
ge

 m
al

es
 a

lle
gi

ng
 a

ss
au

lt 
by

 d
oo

r s
ta

ff
  

In
c 

N
o 

03
10

03
00

04
1 

30
 

29
/0

9/
20

03
 @

 0
05

1 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

al
e 

le
ft 

cl
ub

, r
ef

us
ed

 re
-e

nt
ry

. M
al

e 
al

le
gi

ng
 p

us
he

d 
ov

er
 b

y 
do

or
 st

af
f c

au
si

ng
 g

ra
ze

s  
In

c 
N

o 
03

09
29

00
03

1 
31

 
28

/0
9/

20
03

 @
 0

20
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

M
al

e 
le

ft 
ni

gh
tc

lu
b,

 a
pp

ro
ac

he
d 

by
 4

-5
 m

al
es

, o
ne

 o
f w

ho
m

 sm
as

he
d 

bo
ttl

e 
ov

er
 a

gg
rie

ve
d 

he
ad

 c
au

si
ng

 
cu

ts
 to

 e
ar

. M
al

e 
fe

ll 
to

 g
ro

un
d,

 k
ic

ke
d 

by
 a

no
th

er
 w

hi
ls

t f
irs

t m
al

e 
sc

ra
pe

d 
br

ok
en

 b
ot

tle
 a

cr
os

s h
is

 n
ec

k 
R

M
S 

44
03

08
94

88
7 

32
 

13
/0

9/
20

03
 @

 0
00

8 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fr

om
 C

C
TV

 –
 G

ro
up

 fi
gh

tin
g 

ou
ts

id
e.

 D
is

pe
rs

ed
, n

o 
co

m
pl

ai
nt

s 
In

c 
N

o 
03

09
13

00
02

6 
33

 
12

/0
9/

20
03

 @
 0

34
0 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

M
an

ag
er

 c
on

ta
ct

s P
ol

ic
e 

– 
m

al
e 

as
sa

ul
te

d 
in

si
de

 c
lu

b 
w

ith
 fa

ci
al

 in
ju

rie
s. 

G
on

e 
pr

io
r t

o 
po

lic
e 

ar
riv

al
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
09

12
00

23
1 

34
 

07
/0

9/
20

03
 @

 0
11

7 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

al
e 

re
m

ov
ed

 k
ey

s f
ro

m
 a

no
th

er
 m

al
e 

w
ho

 w
as

 g
oi

ng
 to

 d
rin

k 
&

 d
riv

e.
 G

ot
 b

ea
te

n 
up

 a
m

bu
la

nc
e 

at
te

nd
ed

 –
 n

o 
co

m
pl

ai
nt

 
In

c 
N

o 
 

03
09

07
00

13
0 

35
 

25
/0

8/
20

03
 @

 0
15

9 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Po

lic
e 

at
te

nd
 to

 d
ea

l w
ith

 m
al

e 
de

ta
in

ed
 b

y 
do

or
 st

af
f. 

O
n 

ar
riv

al
 d

et
ai

ne
d 

m
al

e 
sp

at
 in

 th
e 

fa
ce

 o
f o

ff
ic

er
 

C
ha

rg
ed

 A
ss

au
lt 

Po
lic

e 
R

M
S 

44
03

03
11

18
 

36
 

17
/0

8/
20

03
 @

 0
21

4 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
l f

ro
m

 m
an

ag
er

 –
 3

 m
al

es
 d

et
ai

ne
d 

fo
r a

ss
au

lts
 a

t t
he

 p
re

m
is

es
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
08

17
00

24
4 

37
 

17
/0

8/
20

03
 @

 0
20

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

al
e 

hi
t o

ve
r t

he
 h

ea
d 

ca
us

in
g 

in
ju

ry
 - 

C
ha

rg
ed

 
R

M
S 

44
03

06
30

56
7 

38
 

17
/0

8/
20

03
 @

 0
11

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
le

r r
ep

or
tin

g 
th

re
e 

on
to

 o
ne

 a
ss

au
lt.

 P
ol

ic
e 

an
d 

am
bu

la
nc

e 
at

te
nd

  
In

c 
N

o 
03

08
17

00
14

9 

Page 54 of 543



39
 

04
/0

8/
20

03
 @

 0
02

7 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fr

om
 m

an
ag

er
 –

 T
hr

ee
 fe

m
al

es
 e

je
ct

ed
, o

ne
 th

re
w

 a
 b

ric
k 

th
ro

ug
h 

ne
on

 si
gn

 
In

c 
N

o 
03

08
04

00
04

3 
40

 
03

/0
8/

20
03

 @
 0

23
4 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fr
om

 C
C

TV
 –

 F
ig

ht
 o

ut
si

de
. P

ol
ic

e 
at

te
nd

 g
ro

up
 d

is
pe

rs
ed

 
In

c 
N

o 
03

08
03

00
27

2 
41

 
19

/0
7/

20
03

 @
 0

22
8 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fr
om

 C
C

TV
 –

 F
ig

ht
 a

t N
Y

.  
D

oo
r s

ta
ff

 tr
yi

ng
 to

 re
st

ra
in

 p
er

so
ns

. L
at

er
 d

es
cr

ib
ed

 a
s a

 ru
nn

in
g 

fig
ht

 in
 th

e 
st

re
et

. M
al

e 
w

ith
 h

ea
d 

in
ju

ry
 to

 h
os

pi
ta

l 
In

c 
N

o 
03

07
19

00
29

2 
42

 
18

/0
7/

20
03

 @
 0

14
9 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fr
om

 C
C

TV
 –

 M
al

e 
‘k

ic
ki

ng
 o

ff
’ w

ith
 ir

on
 b

ar
 a

nd
 ro

ad
 si

gn
s. 

D
oo

r o
f c

lu
b 

da
m

ag
ed

. F
em

al
e 

ha
s h

ea
d 

in
ju

ry
 fr

om
 a

n 
as

sa
ul

t  
In

c 
N

o 
03

07
18

00
09

4 
43

 
17

/0
7/

20
03

 @
 0

10
6 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fr
om

 C
C

TV
 –

 m
al

es
 in

tim
id

at
in

g 
do

or
 st

af
f. 

M
al

es
 m

ov
ed

 o
n 

by
 P

ol
ic

e 
an

d 
m

on
ito

re
d 

by
 C

C
TV

 
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
07

17
00

07
2 

44
 

05
/0

7/
20

03
 @

 0
15

6 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Po

lic
e 

re
po

rti
ng

 fi
gh

t o
ut

si
de

 –
 p

er
so

ns
 se

en
 a

nd
 m

ov
ed

 o
n 

In
c 

N
o 

03
07

05
00

21
5 

45
 

29
/0

6/
20

03
 @

 0
02

9 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
R

ep
or

t o
f g

ro
up

 fi
gh

tin
g,

 w
in

ds
cr

ee
n 

of
 c

ar
 sm

as
he

d.
 A

ll 
pa

rti
es

 g
on

e 
on

 p
ol

ic
e 

ar
riv

al
  

In
c 

N
o 

03
06

29
00

05
9 

46
 

21
/0

6/
20

03
 @

 0
14

1 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

al
e 

at
 e

nt
ra

nc
e 

ca
us

in
g 

tro
ub

le
 w

ith
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

, m
ov

ed
 o

n 
by

 p
ol

ic
e 

In
c 

N
o 

03
06

21
00

21
3 

47
 

20
/0

6/
20

03
 @

 0
04

3 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
M

al
e 

al
le

gi
ng

 a
ss

au
lt 

by
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 –
 in

ju
re

d 
th

e 
ba

ck
 o

f h
is

 h
ea

d 
In

c 
N

o 
03

06
20

00
04

3 
48

 
14

/0
6/

20
03

 @
 0

15
9 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

Fe
m

al
e 

re
po

rti
ng

 th
at

 b
ot

h 
he

r a
nd

 h
er

 b
oy

fr
ie

nd
 a

ss
au

lte
d 

by
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 
In

c 
N

o 
03

06
14

00
24

0 
49

 
07

/0
6/

20
03

 @
 0

10
4 

N
ew

 Y
or

k’
s 

C
al

le
r r

ep
or

tin
g 

pe
rs

on
s f

ig
ht

in
g 

ou
ts

id
e 

w
ith

 b
its

 o
f w

oo
d.

 P
ol

ic
e 

at
te

nd
, o

ne
 in

ju
re

d 
– 

2 
de

ta
in

ed
  

In
c 

N
o 

03
06

07
00

11
8 

50
 

18
/0

5/
20

03
 @

 0
21

3 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fe

m
al

e 
re

po
rti

ng
 b

ei
ng

 a
ss

au
lte

d 
by

 tw
o 

w
om

en
, d

rin
k 

th
ro

w
n 

in
 h

er
 fa

ce
 a

nd
 k

ic
ke

d 
be

tw
ee

n 
th

e 
le

gs
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
05

18
00

20
4 

51
 

10
/0

5/
20

03
 @

 0
11

2 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fr

om
 a

m
bu

la
nc

e 
– 

m
al

e 
ve

ry
 d

ru
nk

 a
nd

 a
bu

si
ve

, i
ni

tia
lly

 re
po

rte
d 

as
 u

nc
on

sc
io

us
. T

ak
en

 to
 h

os
pi

ta
l 

In
c 

N
o 

03
05

10
00

13
4 

52
 

02
/0

3/
20

03
 @

 0
15

9 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
Fr

om
 C

C
TV

 –
 F

ig
ht

 in
 d

oo
r w

ay
 o

f c
lu

b,
 w

in
do

w
 d

am
ag

ed
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
03

02
00

18
8 

53
 

21
/0

2/
20

03
 @

 2
34

3 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
le

r s
ta

tin
g 

m
al

es
 fi

gh
tin

g 
ou

ts
id

e.
 S

om
e 

w
ith

 sh
irt

s o
ff

 a
nd

 c
ov

er
ed

 in
 b

lo
od

. A
gg

rie
ve

d 
re

fu
si

ng
 to

 
as

si
st

 p
ol

ic
e 

– 
no

 c
om

pl
ai

nt
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
02

21
01

63
2 

54
 

09
/0

2/
20

03
 @

 0
23

5 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
l f

ro
m

 P
ol

ic
e 

of
fic

er
 –

 F
ig

ht
 o

ut
si

de
, f

ur
th

er
 a

ss
is

ta
nc

e 
re

qu
ire

d.
 A

ll 
pa

rti
es

 m
ov

ed
 o

n 
 

In
c 

N
o 

03
02

09
00

17
7 

55
 

01
/0

1/
20

03
 @

 0
21

0 
N

ew
 Y

or
k’

s 
C

al
l f

ro
m

 m
an

ag
er

 –
 5

 A
si

an
 m

en
 tr

yi
ng

 to
 fo

rc
e 

en
try

, c
au

si
ng

 d
am

ag
e 

to
 d

oo
r 

In
c 

N
o 

 
03

01
01

00
32

1 
 

Page 55 of 543



Page 56 of 543



Page 57 of 543



Page 58 of 543



Page 59 of 543



Page 60 of 543



Page 61 of 543



Page 62 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 63 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 64 of 543



Page 65 of 543



Page 66 of 543



Page 67 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 68 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 69 of 543



Page 70 of 543



Page 71 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 72 of 543



Page 73 of 543



Page 74 of 543



Page 75 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 76 of 543



Page 77 of 543



Page 78 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 79 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 80 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 81 of 543



Page 82 of 543



Page 83 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 84 of 543



Page 85 of 543



Page 86 of 543



Page 87 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 88 of 543



Page 89 of 543



Page 90 of 543



Page 91 of 543



Page 92 of 543



Page 93 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 94 of 543



Page 95 of 543



Page 96 of 543



Page 97 of 543



Page 98 of 543



Page 99 of 543



Page 100 of 543



Page 101 of 543



Page 102 of 543



Page 103 of 543



Page 104 of 543



Page 105 of 543



Page 106 of 543



Page 107 of 543



Page 108 of 543



Page 109 of 543



Page 110 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 111 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 112 of 543



Page 113 of 543



Page 114 of 543



Page 115 of 543



Page 116 of 543



Page 117 of 543



Page 118 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 119 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 120 of 543



Page 121 of 543



Page 122 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 123 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 124 of 543



Page 125 of 543



Page 126 of 543



Page 127 of 543



Page 128 of 543



Page 129 of 543



Page 130 of 543



Page 131 of 543



Page 132 of 543



Page 133 of 543



Page 134 of 543



Page 135 of 543



Page 136 of 543



Page 137 of 543



Page 138 of 543



Page 139 of 543



Page 140 of 543



Page 141 of 543



Page 142 of 543



Page 143 of 543



Page 144 of 543



Page 145 of 543



Page 146 of 543



Page 147 of 543



Page 148 of 543



Page 149 of 543



Page 150 of 543



Page 151 of 543



Page 152 of 543



Page 153 of 543



Page 154 of 543



Page 155 of 543



Page 156 of 543



Page 157 of 543



U
nd

er
 A

ge
 Is

su
es

 a
t M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s a
nd

 N
ew

 Y
or

k 
N

ew
 Y

or
k 

N
ig

ht
 C

lu
bs

 
Fr

om
 O

ct
ob

er
 2

00
3 

– 
A

pr
il 

20
04

 
 

N
u

m
b

er
L

oc
at

io
n

 
D

at
e 

In
fo

rm
at

io
n

 
H

ow
 D

oc
u

m
en

te
d

 
1 

M
cC

lu
sk

y’
s 

17
-0

4-
20

04
 

Fr
om

 S
gt

 B
at

es
 –

 c
om

pl
ai

nt
 fr

om
 d

oo
r s

ta
ff

 a
t M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s t
ha

t 
th

ei
r m

an
ag

em
en

t w
er

e 
pr

ev
en

tin
g 

th
em

 fr
om

 c
he

ck
in

g 
ID

 
In

te
rn

al
 P

ol
ic

e 
re

po
rt 

fr
om

 S
gt

 B
at

es
 

to
 P

ol
ic

e 
Li

ce
ns

in
g 

2 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
20

-0
2-

20
04

 
St

at
em

en
t f

ro
m

 P
C

 R
ip

po
n 

th
at

 h
is

 p
ar

tn
er

s d
au

gh
te

r ‘
R

ac
he

l’ 
ha

d 
be

en
 c

el
eb

ra
tin

g 
he

r 1
5th

 B
irt

hd
ay

 in
si

de
 M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
St

at
em

en
t f

ro
m

 P
C

 R
ip

po
n 

3 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
18

-0
1-

20
04

 
In

te
rn

al
 P

ol
ic

e 
E–

M
ai

l f
ro

m
 P

C
 O

’G
ra

dy
 to

 L
ic

en
si

ng
 U

ni
t t

ha
t 2

 
x 

16
 y

ea
r o

ld
 b

oy
s a

rr
es

te
d 

fo
r d

am
ag

e 
to

 a
 ta

xi
 h

av
in

g 
ha

d 
a 

‘s
ki

n 
fu

ll’
 in

 M
cC

lu
sk

y’
s 

In
te

rn
al

 P
ol

ic
e 

E-
M

ai
l f

ro
m

 P
C

 
O

’G
ra

dy
 

4 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
09

-0
1-

20
04

 
C

al
l f

ro
m

 ‘L
au

ra
’ t

o 
Po

lic
e 

C
on

tro
l R

oo
m

 st
at

in
g 

th
er

e 
ar

e 
a 

lo
t o

f 
te

en
ag

er
s u

nd
er

 th
e 

ag
e 

of
 1

8 
in

 M
cC

lu
sk

y’
s  

C
op

y 
of

 P
ol

ic
e 

C
on

tro
l R

oo
m

 
R

ec
or

d 
5 

M
cC

lu
sk

y’
s 

02
-1

2-
20

03
 

St
at

em
en

t f
ro

m
 1

6 
yr

 o
ld

 ‘A
ng

el
in

e’
 re

ga
rd

in
g 

be
in

g 
in

 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s w
ith

 fr
ie

nd
s 

St
at

em
en

t f
ro

m
 A

ng
el

in
e 

6 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
31

-1
2-

20
03

 
C

om
pl

ai
nt

 fr
om

 m
ot

he
r ‘

A
ni

ta
’ o

f 1
5 

ye
ar

 o
ld

 ‘L
ea

h’
 (b

el
ow

) 
re

ga
rd

in
g 

ha
vi

ng
 h

ad
 to

 c
ol

le
ct

 h
er

 1
5 

ye
ar

 o
ld

 d
au

gh
te

r f
ro

m
 

M
cC

lu
sk

y’
s 

C
op

y 
of

 P
ol

ic
e 

C
on

tro
l R

oo
m

 
R

ec
or

d 
 

7 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
31

-1
2-

20
03

 
In

fo
rm

at
io

n 
fr

om
 1

5 
ye

ar
 o

ld
 ‘L

ea
h’

 re
ga

rd
in

g 
be

in
g 

al
lo

w
ed

 
en

try
 to

 M
cc

lu
sk

y’
s u

nc
ha

lle
ng

ed
 

St
at

em
en

t f
ro

m
 L

ea
h 

8 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
16

-1
2-

20
03

 
In

te
rn

al
 P

ol
ic

e 
E-

M
ai

l f
ro

m
 P

C
 T

ai
t t

o 
he

r L
ic

en
si

ng
 U

ni
t 

co
lle

ag
ue

s t
ha

t c
al

l r
ec

ei
ve

d 
fr

om
 ‘M

at
th

ew
’ c

on
ce

rn
ed

 th
at

 h
is

 
14

 y
ea

r o
ld

 b
ro

th
er

 a
dm

itt
ed

 d
rin

ki
ng

 a
lc

oh
ol

 in
 M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s  

In
te

rn
al

 P
ol

ic
e 

E-
M

ai
l f

ro
m

 P
C

 T
ai

t 

9 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s 
&

  
N

ew
 Y

or
k 

 

05
-1

0-
20

03
 

St
at

em
en

t f
ro

m
 1

7 
ye

ar
 o

ld
 C

hr
is

to
ph

er
 re

ga
rd

in
g 

be
in

g 
se

rv
ed

 
al

co
ho

l i
n 

B
ot

h 
M

cC
lu

sk
y’

s a
nd

 N
ew

 Y
or

k 
N

ew
 Y

or
k 

 
St

at
em

en
t f

ro
m

 C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 

10
 

N
ew

 Y
or

k 
 

04
-1

0-
20

03
 

St
at

em
en

t f
ro

m
 1

7 
ye

ar
 o

ld
 L

au
re

n 
re

ga
rd

in
g 

be
in

g 
se

rv
ed

 
al

co
ho

l i
ns

id
e 

N
ew

 Y
or

k 
N

ew
 Y

or
k 

St
at

em
en

t  
fr

om
 L

au
re

n 

 

Page 158 of 543



Page 159 of 543



Page 160 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 161 of 543



Page 162 of 543



Page 163 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 164 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 165 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 166 of 543



Page 167 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 168 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 169 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 170 of 543



Page 171 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 172 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 173 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Page 174 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



G31 
HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

 

CONFIDENTIAL 
 

CONFIDENTIAL 

 

 
 
Station : Southampton Central  OCU : 5 Southampton 
     
Department : SNT  Date : 07 April 2009 
 
 
 
Subject : Premise Licence Applications for New York New York and McClusky's  
 
 
Licensing 
 
I am Inspector 5012 Phil Bates. My present role is the Safer Neighbourhood Inspector (SNT) for 
Southampton Central West Sector. This is one of 7 Sectors that cover Southampton. Within this sector are 
the major retail area and the Night time economy area.  I have responsibility for policing these issues. 
 
I have a long association with Southampton Central. I was a Police Constable here from 1982 to 1995. I 
returned as a Sergeant in 1999, leaving on promotion in 2004. In 2006 I returned to Southampton as a Duty 
Inspector responsible for day to day incidents across the city, this included policing the night time 
economy. In September 2008 I returned to Southampton Central as the SNT Inspector. 
 
During my different roles at Southampton Central I recall New York New York  Nightclub and later 
McClusky’s. Initially New York New York was considered to be on the of the better late night venues 
within the city. Sadly this did not last long. For a number of years it was a source of calls to the police and 
required officers to be in attendance. I recall attending fights involving up to 10 people just outside of the 
venue. There were other times when I attended as a result of fights inside the venue but had finished by the 
time I arrived but I could see the injuries to persons and the broken glass.  
 
There were a number of reports of door staff using excessive force and of them taking people out of the 
rear fire escape to avoid cameras.  
 
In my perception as an experienced patrol Sergeant McClusky’s became the worst place for trouble in the 
city. At weekends we constantly needed to keep police officers in the area to try and prevent fights. At 
closing time officers from other parts of the city centre would be directed to McClusky’s to see the club out 
and often there would be fights. A lot of the people involved were under 18 years of age and in drink. A 
number of police officers were assaulted in Queensway as a result of fights with patrons from both of these 
premises. 
 
I recall door staff from McClusky’s complained to me at one time as they were wanting to turn certain 
customers away but the management were instructing them to let them in.  The door staff felt this 
contributed to the troubles.  
 
Since these premises have been shut the nature of the area has changed from a business area to a residential 
area. What used to be an office block and car park opposite the site is now a development of residential 
flats and apartments. There are more residential properties close by in Briton Street.  
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G.31.B 
 
 

CONFIDENTIAL 

 
 

 
Continuation Sheet No : 1

 
 
 
 
Presently the night time economy is spread over a distance of about 2 kilometres along the main spine of 
the city, High Street, Above Bar Street and London Road, in places it spreads East and West of this spine 
but only up to 200 metres. There are satellite sites at Leisure World, and Bevois Valley/St Marys area. 
Logistically all of this is very difficult to police and resources are stretched along this 2 km spine and at the 
satellite locations. The main population of licensed premises are in the London Road/Bedford Place area at 
the north of the city centre. Then it is Above Bar Street in the middle. Therefore the concentrations of 
officers are to the middle and north of the city. The operation to police weekend evenings is resourced by 
officers from all the other police stations in Southampton, specialist units from across Southampton and 
Force wide resources.  
 
A police analyst reported in 2008 that 25% of all of the Violence against person offences for the whole of 
Southampton occur on a Friday and Saturday night WITHIN MY SECTOR, i.e. a quarter of the offences 
occur in just 2 nights in just one of the seven Sectors across the city.  
 
New York New York and McClusky’s are in the south of the Sector. Officers are already stretched to cope 
with demand at weekends. With the history of these premises, the proximity of residential areas and from 
the detail on the schedule I consider there will be an increased demand for police resources and I need to 
consider how this will be achieved. However it is achieved it will be at the cost of policing in another area. 
 
 
 
 
Insp 5012 Phil Bates 
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G31 
HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

 

RESTRICTED 
 

RESTRICTED 

 

 
 
Station : Southampton Central  OCU : Southampton 
     
Department :        Date : 22 April 2009 
 
 
 
Subject : Licensed Premises Applications for sites known as 'New York New York' and 

McCluksy's Queensway Southampton 
 
 
To whom it may concern,  
 
I am Chief Superintendent Matthew Greening and I am the Operational Police Commander for 
Southampton Police. I have worked as a Police Officer in the City on and off since 1985. I have 
performed many different roles. As a Constable my work included policing the alcohol related 
disorder especially at weekends and regularly including Queensway area.  As a Sergeant I led a 
team out of Southampton Central Police Station. I was a Custody Sergeant dealing with people 
arrested in the City and I spent a period as the licensing sergeant for the City working with the 
City Council on the policing of licensed premises.  I am now responsible for the delivery of all 
front line operational policing services for the people of Southampton. 
 
In every role I have performed in the city I have always been acutely aware of the impact of 
alcohol and the proliferation of licensed premises, especially those with late night closing times. 
Every weekend (but also at other times) Police Officers in the City deal with violence, disorder 
and other criminality, such as damage, created by excessive drinking. Alcohol consumption is a 
significant factor in offending behaviour but also in the risk victims are exposed to. There is a 
strong link between victims of sexual offences and rape in the City centre and the consumption of 
alcohol.  Wider members of the public face the noise, litter, intimidation and violence caused by 
those who use the city centre to drink to excess.   
 
The change in drinking hours has led to these negative outcomes occurring later into the night and 
the early morning. There has been no reduction in violence and disorder but it is now spread out 
across a longer period. The impact on policing is that I now have to commit 0.5 million pounds of 
policing service every year just to the city centre on 2 nights of the week. That figure covers only 
the on street uniform policing and doesn’t include the cost of the custody provision, investigations 
the following day, management time and many other support costs such as criminal justice 
functions. The total cost could be 3 or 4 times that amount.  That is public money being used to 
police the several thousands of people in the city every weekend too many of whom drink to 
excess and so pose a risk to themselves and others.  
 
To provide the amount of officers needed through until 4 or 5 o’clock in the morning I have to 
take those officers away from the earlier duties which means that I can not provide as many staff 
during the busy day time as I would wish to. Also officers come into the city centre from Shirley, 
Portswood and Bitterne stations to support the late night operation. Those officers are not replaced 
at those stations, therefore, those communities do not get the level of policing I could provide if it 
wasn’t for the huge demand created by city centre alcohol related disorder and crime. 
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G.31.B 
 
 

RESTRICTED 

 
 

 
Continuation Sheet No : 1

Southampton is already seen as the late night drinking centre of the South Coast.  I have no doubt 
that despite the current economic climate any additional drinking venues in the City will increase 
the potential volume of people coming into the city and will further spread out the areas of the 
City where crime and disorder occurs as a direct result of excessive drinking.  Therefore, as the 
Police Commander responsible to the people of Southampton for the service we provide I have to 
state my firm objection to the grant of premises licences at these two venues.  
 
 
 
Matthew Greening 
Chief Superintendent 
 
   
       
 
   

Page 178 of 543

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



Extract from Southampton Strategic Assessment 
Oct 2007 – Sept 2008 

Produced by Holly Crane – Senior Police Analyst 
 
 
4.24 ALCOHOL MISUSE 
The vast majority of people enjoy alcohol without causing harm to themselves or to 
others. But for others, alcohol misuse is a significant problem, and one which carries 
a huge economic and social cost. In 2004, the government indicated that damage to 
health, crime and disorder, and loss of work productivity costs around £20 billion per 
year in England and Wales. 
 
Common harms identified as caused by alcohol include:  
 health harms to the individual;  
 close links to crime, disorder, anti-social behaviour; 
 links to crime types such as domestic and sexual violence and drink driving; 
 social harms, including problems within families, young people and 

1communities  

enerally safe, 
ks with increased levels of violence and other crime and disorder.   

nd 
is has several implications for the Crime and Disorder Reduction Partnership.    

 Observatory3 shows 
e in the following areas: 

8 
ns – males 

s 

pacity benefit – working age 

0% 
of these were due to alcohol related liver disease; of these 49 people died.  

gland research (LAPE) which 

 out of 354 authorities 

 Alcohol related sexual offences, 350  out of 354 
 

                                                          

 
Southampton has a thriving night-time economy which, despite being g
lin
 
The rate of violent crime in Southampton is one of the highest in England. Smoking 
and binge drinking rates are estimated to be high compared to national levels2, a
th
 
The harm to the city from alcohol misuse can be difficult to quantify, however, the 
JSNA (Southampton’s first joint strategic needs assessment 2008-2011) identified in 
their key findings from consultation that alcohol related harm is a significant problem 
in Southampton.  Research by the North West Public Health
that the city performs significantly wors
 Alcohol-specific mortality – males 
 Alcohol-specific hospital admissions – under 1
 Alcohol-specific hospital admissio
 Alcohol related recorded crime
 Alcohol related violent crimes 
 Alcohol related sexual offences 
 Claimants of inca
 Binge drinking 
 Southampton PCT recorded 946 people admitted for liver disease in 2007. 9

 
This is supported by the Local Alcohol Profiles for En
found that Southampton was significantly worse for: 
 Alcohol specific related mortality in males, 302nd out of 354 authorities 

th Alcohol related specific hospital admissions under 18, 300
 Alcohol related violent crime,352nd out of 354 authorities 

th

 
1 http://police.homeoffice.gov.uk/operational-policing/crime-disorder/alcohol-misuse 
2 Southampton City Health Profile 2008, Department of Health 
3 'Engaging Communities in Fighting Crime' Review by Louise Casey June 2008 
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Assessment of offenders managed by probation in Southampton indicates that 53% 
of offenders showed a link between violent behaviour and alcohol misuse (550).  
37% (385 offenders) required an alcohol education approach to address their 
drinking problems, with 26% (378) referred for an alcohol intervention via an Alcohol 
Treatment Requirement, indicating a high level of need.  
  
Since January 2008, there have been 51 drug and alcohol related hospital 
admissions for young people aged 12-16 from Southampton.  The most common age 
is 14.  The largest proportions were for alcohol misuse (90%) with 11 (21%) 
presenting for drug misuse, often in combination with alcohol4.  
 
Prison data indicates that around 90% of all prisoners have a diagnosable mental 
health problem (personality disorder), substance misuse or both5.  
 
4.25 KEY ISSUES 
Alcohol misuse by young people  
Areas subject to Anti-social behaviour and criminal damage have been linked to the 
misuse of alcohol by underage youths (cf. Pg 9), and the propensity to use alcohol 
underage affects a proportion of the city’s youth population. 
 Underage drinking and the congregation of youth groups on Friday/Saturday 

evenings outside local shops and open park areas.  Rowdy and inconsiderate 
reports are frequently of youth groups, and in some areas evidence of 
alcohol/drug misuse has been found when the areas are patrolled.  This links 
with areas reporting graffiti, arson and vehicle damage6. 

 
A survey in July 2008 by the Southampton youth service ‘No Limits’ of 465 young 
people in the city found that7: 
 30% (140) of young people surveyed said they used drugs and alcohol regularly, 

or that they couldn’t do without drugs and alcohol.  These have been classed as 
having problematic drug and alcohol use.  The peak age for this is 14-16 years. 

Of these ‘problematic users’: 
 61% (86) reported problems with alcohol;  
 14% (19) reported problems with drugs  
 25% (35) reported young people had problems with both drugs and alcohol 
   
The national Ofsted ‘Tell Us 3’ survey in Spring 2008 found that in Southampton8: 
 5% of youths reported being drunk 3 times or more in the past 4 weeks 

(compared to 6% reported nationally).  
 15% reported being drunk, but only once or twice and not recently (compared to 

17% reported nationally.   
 37% reported never having been drunk and 27% had never had an alcoholic 

drink.   
 
This supports the findings from No Limits that a proportion of youths in are vulnerable 
to alcohol consumption and the harm that results from this.    
 
Night Time Economy 
Excessive alcohol consumption and drug misuse in a vibrant night-time economy in 
the city continues to contribute to a significant proportion of crime, including violence, 
                                                           
4 SUHT data – Young People’s Substance Related Admissions (Angelina) September 2008 
5 Joint Strategic Needs Assessment 2008-2011 
6 Neighbourhood Profiles, ASB Quarterly Updates 1/1/08-31/03/008.  Kathryn Hague 
7 No Limits (Southampton) ‘Having Their Say’ survey. July 2008. Carol James and Vicki Orba 
8 Tell Us 3 Ofsted Local Authority Report, Southampton, September 2008 
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sexual offences, criminal damage and ASB reports.  The impact of excessive alcohol 
consumption impacts on all services across the City every weekend. 
 25% of all Violence against the Person offences committed in a public place in 

Southampton occur in the city centre area on Friday and Saturday evenings, and 
other areas of the city also record ‘hotspots’ for night-time economy related 
violence9. 

 Links have been made between rape and serious sexual offences and alcohol 
consumption in the night-time economy, with the city centre the main area 
affected although offences also reported in dwellings and other areas of the 
city10.   

 The city parks are identified as a vulnerable location for violence offences linked 
to the night time economy, in particular for robbery and sexual violence offences 
including rape where the aggrieved is more vulnerable through alcohol 
consumption.  

 Excessive drinking in the night-time economy is also linked with criminal damage 
and ASB, with an increase in damage offences around routes out of the city 
centre (Polygon area, Shirley High Street) and other stretches with many 
licensed premises11 (cf ASB, Pg 12)  

 20% of all Hate Crime is recorded in the city centre and these offences are 
primarily alcohol-fuelled racially aggravated harassment offences against door 
staff, taxi drivers, and staff working in late-night food outlets12.  (cf. pg 38)  

 The city centre continues to record a high number of drug related arrests on 
Friday and Saturday evenings related to the night time economy.  Stimulant 
drugs (cocaine and amphetamine) are most prevalent in seizures, which are 
believed to fuel violent crime in the area due to their use alongside alcohol.  
Assault offences have occurred in close proximity to these premises13 

 Cocaine use and dealing in Southampton public houses outside of the city centre 
has remained evident during the period, particularly in Bitterne and Shirley.   

 Strain on Emergency Department and ambulance services by alcohol related 
injuries caused by accidents and/or violence.  

 
4.26 KEY PARTNERSHIP ACTIVITY – Current and Future 
The partnership aims to reduce presentation to Accident and Emergency between 
the hours of 18:00-09:00.  Admissions for assault recorded by the Emergency 
Department have remained consistent over the past 2 years, with an average 122 
assaults per month in 2007/08 compared to 120 in 2006/07.     
 
Alcohol also has long-term health issues which impact on resources in the city.  
Southampton Primary Care Trust have recorded similar levels of alcohol related 
admissions that require treatment in 2007/08 to the previous year, with approximately 
2,500 per year14.   
 
The Trading Standards department have completed test purchase operations in 
areas vulnerable to underage drinking, which have resulted in a 20% sale rate.  From 
68 attempts made to buy alcohol, 14 resulted in a sale.  For the previous year, there 
were 99 attempts made, with 28 sales (28% sale rate).   
 

                                                           
9 Violence Against Person offences, Southampton April-Jun 2008 Holly Crane 
10 Problem Profile, Rape Offences in Southampton, September 2008. Amy Luxton 
11 Neighbourhood Profiles, ASB Quarterly Updates 1/1/08-31/03/008.  Kathryn Hague 
12 Southampton OCU PPU Report: DV and Hate Crime October 2008. Amy Luxton 
13 Class A Drugs Strategic Assessment Southampton OCU September 2008 F.Anderson 
14 Alcohol related admissions data, PCT 
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The Partnership has chosen tackling alcohol to be the overarching priority in its 
partnership plan.  Current initiatives involve: 
 Work within the Night Time Economy on new initiatives to reduce crime and 

disorder and improve public safety such as the Street Pastor Scheme and the 
Triage Jumbulance  

 A bid has been submitted to GOSE for funding for a brief Interventions scheme 
to work with young people between 11 and 17yrs who are at risk due to their 
alcohol abuse.   

 The use of the DPPO is intelligence led and targeted at key areas.   
 A DVD is being produced for use in schools and with young people which will 

have hard hitting themes around alcohol misuse. 
 
The proportion of violent crime attributable to night-time economy has remained 
stable over the last 3 years, which shows that the current policing strategy 
is containing the number of offences but not having an impact on reducing crime in 
this area. 
 There is a dedicated police resource in city centre on Friday and Saturday nights 
 Southampton Police currently commit between 17-25 officers every Friday and 

Saturday night as a high visibility presence during the NTE. This is resourced 
from across the OCU and includes where possible Specials.   

 The officers are spread out in the 4 main geographical locations of the NTE 
within the city.   

 When possible the local officers are supplemented by the Force Support Unit, 
however these additional resources are never guaranteed unless funding is 
specifically provided for this purpose.   

 On a busy evening the resources are depleted by the need to travel with 
detained persons to cell blocks across the county as the cell space in 
Southampton City is not sufficient to cope with the demand. 

 Police numbers may not always be sustainable and the high visibility 
approach, whilst containing the issues, are not reducing them therefore other 
ways of containing the violence and drunkenness related to the NTE need to 
be assessed and implemented.   

  
In June 2008, a consultation was carried out by No Limits information, advice, 
counselling and support service with young people aged 11-25, regarding their views 
on how substance misuse treatment services (Tier 3) should be designed and 
delivered in Southampton, with the aim of informing the commissioning of new 
services for children and young people who have problems with drugs and alcohol15. 
 
An assessment of cumulative impact from the nature and combined effect of licensed 
premises found that 3 defined areas of Southampton are disproportionately affected 
by offending linked to the night-time economy16. These areas are: Bedford 
Place/London Road, the Above Bar area and Bevois Valley.   All three locations 
record increased levels of violence and criminal damage offending.  Links with 
alcohol misuse were evidenced by times of offending and intoxication of 
victim/offender.  As a result, a Cumulative Impact Policy (Licensing Act, 2003) has 
been pursued in these areas as a tool to control violent crime and alcohol related 
offending. 
 

                                                           
15 No Limits (Southampton) ‘Having Their Say’ survey. July 2008. Carol James and Vicki Orba 
16  
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file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39166.txt

From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 13:50
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Martin McAndrew has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments 
on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because
 you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is
 a designated mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 13:49:35 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Martin McAndrew
Address: 
Flat 167 Oceana Boulivard
Southampton
Hamsphire
Postcode: 
so143hw
Email: 
martinmcandrew@yahoo.co.uk
Phone Number: 
07761570814
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39166.txt (1 of 2)29/04/2009 08:45:49
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file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39166.txt

Comments: 
A night club right next to newly built flats is not only going
 to increase noise disturbances, it is going to increase crime.
  This location is not sutable for this purpose any more.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39166.txt (2 of 2)29/04/2009 08:45:49

Page 197 of 543



file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39188.txt

From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 16:01
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Sarah Daly has used the PublicAccess website to submit their
 comments on a Licensing Application.  You have received this
 message because you are the Case Officer for this 
application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 16:01:04 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Sarah Daly

Address: 
47 Oceana Boulevard
Briton St.
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO143HU
Email: 
sarah.daly@solent.ac.uk
Phone Number: 
Comments

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39188.txt (1 of 2)29/04/2009 09:05:45
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file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39188.txt

--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
My flat is opposite this proposed site in Oceana Boulevard 
overlooking Briton St. and Queens Way. I object to this 
licencing application as the noise associated with a venue
 such as this coupled with the increased crime and damage
 to the area makes this application totally unacceptable.
  In recent years a number of housing developments have 
been erected in the immediate area around Briton Street,
 the Bargate and the bottom of Queens way.  In light of
 this - the area is now residential and therefore is 
not an appropriate site for a late night bar and club.
  I agree that this proposed site should be redeveloped 
- but to reopen it as a club and bar is not the solution.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39188.txt (2 of 2)29/04/2009 09:05:45
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/002%20-%20DALY%20PART%202.txt[30/04/2009 11:37:21]

From: Sarah Daly [Sarah.Daly@solent.ac.uk]
Sent: 15 April 2009 15:54
To: Clowes, Hayley
Subject: Re: New York New York - 2009/0612/01SPRN

Hayley,

In relation to the email below and the application for licence for New York New York on the corner of Briton Street / 
Queens Street Southampton could the following be added to my application.

Do I need to put this in writing or can you add this to my original electronic submission on 26/03/09?

Please let me know 

Kind Regards

Sarah Daly
Owner - 47 Ocean Boulevard.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

I am an owner of a property in the Oceana Boulevard development situated on Briton Street.  My flat windows look 
directly over Briton Street and 
Queens Way approximately 20 metres away from this site.   The flat was 
bought several years ago, and at that time, we were reassured by Barretts who built Oceana Boulevard that New York 
New York had been shut down and would not be reopening as a nightclub / bar venue due to the residential 
developments being built in the Briton Street area.  (eg. Oceana Boulevard, Telephone House etc) 

If the proposed licence were to be granted, it would have a direct impact due to noise and public disturbances around 
my property, Oceana Boulevard and the immediate residential developments .

In terms of noise, as I have stated, the windows of the living room and bedroom are on Briton Street.  Having a 
nightclub / bar venue so close to my premise would mean the windows and balcony doors could not be opened due to 
the noise from the clubs/bar in terms of music and people leaving the nightclub at all hours of the night seven days a 
week.  (There are only windows on the Briton St side of the property so I do not have an alternative).  This would be 
unbearable in the summer.  There are roughly 50-60 properties in the Oceana Boulevard development with windows 
facing out on to Briton Street who would be affected in a similar way not to mention the properties facing a similar 
direction in the other developments.

There will also be disturbances created with people leaving the premises whilst they wait for taxi's or 'hang around' the 
club at various stages throughout the night.  As I said - my windows are only 20 metres away from the New York New 
York site.  The disturbances created by the public leaving are highly likely to compromise the safety of people leaving 
the Oceana Boulevard building - particularly as a female, which is again something that I was exceptionally conscious 
about when I bought the property.  As an owner, I do not expect safety to be compromised entering and exiting the flat 
at certain times of the evening. 

The crime and disturbances associated with alcohol is certain to rise in the area if a late licence is granted which is 
likely to cause problems outside of my property, which not only would cause a nuisance around the immediate area in 
terms of noise, litter, fighting but would almost certainly impact on the outside of the buildings in terms of damage to 
flower beds / walls and electronic gates.  The area around Oceana Boulevard has been redeveloped significantly over 
the last couple of years, and as a result looks a very smart city residential area,  The maintenance costs associated with 
the Oceana Block have risen over the last couple of years and would rise further if repairs had to be carried out to the 
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outside of the buildings which would impact on me directly and have no bearing on the owners of New York New 
York.

I am exceptionally conscious that whilst I do not have children, the impact on growing up 'next door' to a night club 
would not be something I would wish families who live in the Oceana block to have to put up with again in terms of 
the noise and compromised safety around the premises. 
This is a private development and whilst I have chosen to buy a flat in a City centre location, I would not have bought 
it if it was 'next door' to a Club, and I doubt that may others would have either. 

I hope that those reviewing the licence application will take the above comments into consideration whilst making their 
decision.  The area around Briton St. Queens Way, Queens Terrace and the lower High St is now largely residential.  
Whilst restaurants, convenience stores and surgery have been welcomed as the opening hours and nature of the 
businesses does not cause too much disturbance,  a nightclub is in a completely different league and would not be 
welcomed. 

Kind Regards

Sarah Daly

"Clowes, Hayley" <Hayley.Clowes@southampton.gov.uk>
26/03/2009 16:26

To
<sarah.daly@solent.ac.uk>
cc

Subject
New York New York

Dear Ms Daly, 
 
I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your representation about the above premises.  Please be advised that only 
representations which relate to at least one of the four licensing objectives can be considered.  The licensing objectives 
are:
The prevention of crime and disorder
Public Safety
The prevention of public nuisance
The protection of children from harm 
 
As you referred to noise nuisance and crime in your representation we have accepted your representation as being 
valid, however, you may wish to strengthen your representation by more clearly setting out the likely effects the grant 
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of the licence would have on the promotion of at least one of the licensing objectives above.  Please follow the link 
below to our website which contains information and guidance on representations if you wish to provide more 
information for your representation.
 
http://www.southampton.gov.uk/licensing/alcohol-licences/representations.asp
 
Yours Faithfully, 
 
Hayley Clowes
Licensing Assistant
Legal & Democratic Services
Southampton City Council

Tel: 023 8083 2421
Fax: 023 8083 4061
E-mail: hayley.clowes@southampton.gov.uk This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed under the 
Freedom of Information Act 2000, the Data Protection Act 1998 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. 
If you are not the person or organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore it, delete it and notify us. SCC does 
not make legally binding agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings by email. E-mails may be monitored.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 16:22
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

JAMES GREEN has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the 
Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 16:22:09 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
JAMES GREEN
Address: 
FLAT 75 OCEANAN BOULEVARD
BRITON STREET
SOUTHAMPTON
Postcode: 
SO14 3HU
Email: 
JAMESGREEN36@AOL.COM
Phone Number: 
02380 231 934
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives
Comments: 
I AM WRITING THIS AS I FEEL THIS APPLICATION WILL BE DETRIMENTAL TO BOTH MY LIFE 
AND THAT OF THE HUNDREDS OF RESIDENTS THAT I LIVE WITH IN OCEANA BOULEVARD,FOR THE
 FOLLOWING REASONS:
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THE NOISE CAUSED BY LOUD MUSIC AND SHOUTING FROM CLUB PATRONS WILL BE AN EXTREME 
NUISANCE UNTIL GONE 5 AM.

VANDALISM CAUSED BY THESE SAME DRUNK CLUB PATRONS TO CARS PARKED ON BRITON STREET,
QUEENSWAY AND ESPECIALLY TO OCEANA BOULEVARD PROPERTY WILL BE TOTALLY UNACCEPTABLE.

THE INCREASED LITTER CAUSED BY SMOKERS,BROKEN BOTTLES AND VOMITTING ON THE PAVEMENT.

TOTALLY UNDERMINES THE TENS OF THOUSANDS OF POUNDS THAT TAX PAYERS HAVE PAID TO 
INCREASE THE BEAUTIFICATION OF BRITON STREET,WHICH IS CURRENTLY STILL ONGOING.

INCREASED DIFFICULTY IN SELLING OR LEASING MY PROPERTY IN THE FUTURE.

THE LOWERING OF PROPERTY PRICES IN THIS AREA DUE TO THIS CLUB REOPENING.

PLEASE READ THESE POINTS AND USE YOUR COMMON SENSE THAT THIS APPLICATION IS NOTHING
 BUT A BAD IDEA.

REGARDS
JAMES GREEN

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 16:40
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Christopher Simmonds has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments 
on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the
 Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 16:39:58 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Christopher Simmonds
Address: 
72 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO14 3HU
Email: 
Phone Number: 
023 80339323
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing ObjectivesComments: 
I object very much to a licence being granted. I live over the road and my 
life would be ruined if I had to listern to loads of drunk people outside, 
the Nightclub. all the extra cars driving by and taxis dropping of and picking
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 up. The risk of trouble and litter and vandelism. It would make our properties
 worseless. It would ruin many residents lives. I would have to give my flat away
 and move somewhere else.
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 17:27
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Phillip Cheshire has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on 
a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case
 Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 17:27:06 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Phillip Cheshire
Address: 
42 City Court
15 Lower Canal Walk
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO14 3HL
Email: 
Phillcheshire@hotmail.com
Phone Number: 
07971519224
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Comments: 
As the local area has become primarily residential since these clubs closed down,
 it is not appropriate to have a nightclub with or without a late liscence in the
immediate area.  This will cause noise pollution as well as resident complaints and
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 a loss in property value for all residents.
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 26 March 2009 18:55
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)Ian 
Warrington has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a
 Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the 
Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 26/03/2009 18:54:48 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Ian Warrington
Address: 
89 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO143HU
Email: 
WOZZERWARRINGTON@HOTMAIL.COM
Phone Number: 
07733101078
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives
Comments: 
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I strongly object to this application in view of the following reasons; noise 
coming from the venue / patrons outside the proposed club increase in litter 
caused by smokers / broken bottles / vomit which are all associated with areas 
around clubs undermines the recent work the council have taken in the local area 
eg paving / beautification work already are enough clubs within the southampton 
city centre locality e.g. Leisure World / Bedford Place / London Road / Oceans & 
Collins etc lowers property values for surrounding areas. When buyers bought 
properties within Oceana Blvd / Telephone House / French Qtr there was no talk 
of a night club within the area. Now all properties are occupied its disappointing
 this application has been submitted in view of the current government comments re 
binge drinking and alcohol abuse surely the city council should not be entertaining
 another licence application to encourage these activities
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 27 March 2009 09:00
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Charlotte Sillars has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 27/03/2009 09:00:20 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Charlotte Sillars
Address: 
132 Oceana Boulevard
Orchard Place
Southampton
Hampshire
Postcode: 
SO14 3HW
Email: 
charlie.sillars@hotmail.co.uk
Phone Number: 
07969745720
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39265.txt (1 of 2)29/04/2009 09:41:26

Page 215 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image



file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39265.txt

Comments: 
I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard and i am wholy against this licence.
Please see the following reasons:
1. When these premises previously had alcohol licenses, this was not a residential area.
 The demographics of the area have changed, and therefore, nightclubs should not be a
 part of the area. 
2. Noise problems for all residents on the Briton Street side of the building caused by 
loud music, loud shouting, etc. (Prevention of Public Nuisance) 3. Vandalism issues 
caused by club-goers to cars parked on Briton & Queen St. as well as vandalism to 
the Oceana Boulevard building. (Prevention of Crime & Disorder) 4. Difficulty to 
sell or lease our property.
5. Lower property values. 
6. Increase in litter caused by smokers, broken bottles, vomit, etc. on the pavement.
7. Undermines the "beautification work" that the Council has undertaken to Briton 
Street.
Regards

Charlotte Sillars
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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Flat 86 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton
Hampshire
SOI4 3HU
26t1'March,2009

Mr. I. McCuiness
The Licensing Team
Southampton Cify Council
PO Box 1344
Southampton
sol5 lwQ

RE: Premises Licence for McCluskev's tnternational (2009/00580/01SPRN) andNew YorkNew York (2009/0612/0lSPRN)

Dear Mr. McGuiness,

My husband and I are writing to petition against the granting of licences for both McCluskey's and New York New York
nightclubs at the corner of Queensway and Briton Street.

As we own a flat in Oceana Boulevard, just across the street from the aforementioned properties, we feel that the reopening of
these clubs would be detrimental to the residents and property owners of Briton Street for several reasons.

First, because our flat faces Briton Street, we already hear street noise fiom passing buses and people after a night out. lfthese

clubs were to reopen, we would have extreme levels of noise from inebriated patrons of the clubs, as well as loud music until

the early hours of the morning. Sleeping on weekend nights would be impossible.

Second, we are concerned with the rise in vandalism that the reopening of these venues would bring. Cars parked on both

Queensway and Briton Sffeet would be at greater risk of theft and vandalism, as well as the Oceana Boulevard property. We

have recently had various cases of theft and vandalism in our building, and are working closely with the Hampshire
Constabulary to find ways to alleviate this problem, not add to it.

Third, we would expect an increase in litter on pavements including cigarette butts, broken glass, vomit, urine, etc. Our street
is currently very clean, and we would hate for that to change. This would create more work for the Council.

Fourth, the reopening of these clubs would undermine the beautification work that the Council has undertaken fbr the last three

months. The Council has decided to give this area a "facelift" by installing new wider pavements with trees. The addition of

two nightclubs would be a blight on the new image for this area of the city.

Finally, we are concerned that if you grant these licences, we will not be able to sell or let our property, and our properfy
values will decrease. No one wants to live next to a nightclub. If these applications are passed, the residents of Oceana
Boulevard and properties further down Briton Street will have a very difficult time enticing future buyers or lessees with our
flats. They will be extremely difficult to sell, and everyone will lose a great deal on their investments, even more than the

cause ofthe recession.

We like that the nightclub area is in Bedford Place because it is easily accessible for us to walk to, and there are so many

different options in one area. We hope you will deny the application for these two nightclubs on Queensway, so that we can
keep our residence clean. safe. liee ofnuisance, and a stable investment.

-nI
MeghannSimon & Andrew
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From: Licensing
Sent: 27 March 2009 10:18
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Mark Stevens has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments
 on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you 
are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated
 mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 27/03/2009 10:18:02 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Mark Stevens
Address: 
96 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton
Hants
Postcode: 
SO14 3HU
Email: 
mark49erstevens@btinternet.com
Phone Number: 
07973292044
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives
Comments: 
I would like to STRONGLY OBJECT to this application as it WILL be extremely 
detrimental to myself and all the other residents not just in Oceana Boulevard
 but the whole of Briton Street, as they will be a lot of noise every nite til
 5am which would be unexceptable, vandalism to cars and property, litter, vomit,
 broken bottles which would ruin the beautification work which has cost a lot 
a money, it WILL also lower property values.
Briton Street is a lovely place to live and people have spent alot of money to
 live there and granting a license of any kind of license would make Briton 
Street a very undesirable place to live.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Danielle Grover [dsg200uk@yahoo.co.uk] 
Sent: 27 March 2009 10:32 
To: Clowes, Hayley 
Subject: RE: Forceful objections to the Nexum license 
Dear Hayley Clowes
 
Apologies for not including my address. It is
Flat 131
Gate 7
Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton
SO143HW
 
I'd be grateful if you could now register my objections.
Thank you
Danielle Grover (Miss) 
 
--- On Fri, 27/3/09, Clowes, Hayley <Hayley.Clowes@southampton.gov.uk> wrote: 

From: Clowes, Hayley <Hayley.Clowes@southampton.gov.uk> 
Subject: RE: Forceful objections to the Nexum license 
To: dsg200uk@yahoo.co.uk 
Date: Friday, 27 March, 2009, 9:12 AM 
 

Dear Ms Grover, 

 

Although you have addressed the licensing objectives when making your representation 
we are currently unable to accept your representation as you have not stated your 
address.  This means we are unable to confirm whether you are within the vicinity of the 
premises you are objecting to.  Please provide your address so I am able to validate 
your representation.  For your information further details about representations and what 
happens after one has been validated can be found via the link below: 

  

http://www.southampton.gov.uk/licensing/alcohol-licences/representations.asp 
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Yours Faithfully, 

Hayley Clowes 
Licensing Assistant 
Legal & Democratic Services 
Southampton City Council 
 
Tel: 023 8083 2421 
Fax: 023 8083 4061 
E-mail: hayley.clowes@southampton.gov.uk

This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed under the Freedom of Information Act 
2000, the Data Protection Act 1998 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. If you 
are not the person or organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore it, delete it and 
notify us. SCC does not make legally binding agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings 
by email. E-mails may be monitored. 

From: Danielle Grover [mailto:dsg200uk@yahoo.co.uk]  
Sent: 26 March 2009 16:28 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Forceful objections to the Nexum license

  

 

RE: the application by Nexum (owner of McCluskys/New Yorks Nightclub)  for a new 
alcohol license 

 

To whom it may concern

 

Appalled is not the word. I have been absolutely disgusted to learn that Nexam have 
applied for a new alcohol license for New Yorks nightclub on the edge of Briton street . 
As a flat owner at Oceana Boulevard opposite, this selfish scheme would have 
disasterous consequences for residents on this street. I would like to forcefully outline 
my objections (listed below) and express my fury at this scheme. 
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With the numerous pubs on the high street, this area is already exceptionally noisy at 
night-time and the new license would make the noise one hundred times worse. Is it not 
bad enough that we have to tolerate the noise of continuous road works on Briton street 
 and the council bin collection, which wakes the whole complex up at 6am every 
Thursday morning, loutish behaviour, constant drunken shouting, vandalism in our 
carpark in a city that is supposed to pride itself on a low crime rate? Aren't there enough 
pubs/nightclubs in Southampton already?!! Now we have to contend with the strong 
possibility of more crime, more noise pollution, more vandalism and drunken behaviour. 
How would that make you feel??

 

An extended licence for a neighbouring night club would make living here intolerable. 
And what tenant would chose to live opposite a nightclub? How is that fair on those of us 
trying to sell our flats in this difficult climate? The scheme gives no consideration 
whatsoever to residents and flat owners. My other objections are outlined below and 
shared by many fellow residents at Oceana Boulevard ; many of who are absolutely 
appalled by this new proposal. I shall think extremely badly of Southampton city council 
if you allow this preposterous scheme to go ahead. I will also be complaining to the 
Bargate councillor.

 

My other objections are:

 

 

1. When these premises previously had alcohol licenses, this was not a residential area. 
The demographics of the area have changed, and therefore, nightclubs should not be a 
part of the area. 

2. Noise problems would counteract the Prevention of Public Nuisance act

3. Vandalism issues caused by club-goers to cars parked on Briton & Queen St. as well 
as vandalism to the Oceana Boulevard building. (Prevention of Crime & Disorder)
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4. Difficulty to sell or lease our property.

5. Lower property values. 

6. Increase in litter caused by smokers, broken bottles, vomit, etc. on the pavement.

7. The scheme undermines the "beautification work" that the Council has undertaken to 
Briton Street .

 

 

If you need me to express this in the form of a letter, please let me know.

 

I sincerely hope this scheme is rejected

Thanks

Danielle Grover
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From: Charlotte Egan [Charlotte.Egan@promega.com] 
Sent: 27 March 2009 12:50 
To: Clowes, Hayley 
Subject: Licensing Team at Southampton City Council 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd 
for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of 
Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton,
 
To whom this may concern
 
I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, Living in Gate 10 which is opposite the above mentioned 
premises on Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other resident’s at the 
residential complex that Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for both 
premises above.
 
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly 
when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street 
area WAS NOT  a residential area. 
 
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana 
Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now what I 
would class a sophisticated “young professional” area and has some young families as tenants 
also within these complexes.
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises in 
question where to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the 
purchasers had known that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere 
when purchasing a property in Southampton. 
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this objection. 
 

●     The prevention of crime and disorder 
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and 
disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in 
Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol 
cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night club within a 
residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. I live on the ground 
floor, on Briton Street, with an entrance door to MY BEDROOM, which is accessible from 
street level. This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime 
of my property, from dunk people leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened 
state that smashing windows is something funny to do. 

●     Public Safety 
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As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or 
club you can do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch 
to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a residential area. People wanting to 
walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken 
violence that would result from a club and bar.

●     The prevention of public nuisance 
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which 
plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be 
prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be a constant hell of noise and 
nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable.

●     The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing 
children along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in 
danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street.
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children.
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone 
with common sense would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance that this would 
cause.
 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license.
 
To speak to me more about this please contact me on 07918915285.
 
Charlotte Egan 188 Oceana Boulevard, Lower Canal Walk, Southampton, SO14 3JG
 
 
 
Charlotte Egan
 
Marketing Coordinator
charlotte.egan@promega.com I t. 02380 717304
Promega 
 

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/39466.htm (2 of 2)29/04/2009 10:29:43

Page 227 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Sent: 27 March 2009 13:15 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Application Appeal 
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum 
Company Ltd for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s 
premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton, 
 
I wish to appeal the following: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 
 
 
To whom this may concern 
 
I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, Living in Gate 3 which is opposite the above 
mentioned premises on Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other 
resident’s at the residential complex that Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an 
alcohol license for both premises above. 
 
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know 
exactly when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, 
the Briton Street area WAS NOT  a residential area. 
 
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of 
Oceana Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The 
area is now what I would class a sophisticated “young professional” area and has 
some young families as tenants also within these complexes. 
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the 
premises in question were to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say 
that if I or any of the purchasers had known that a nightclub was to be re-opened I 
would have looked elsewhere when purchasing a property in Southampton. 
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make 
this objection. 
 
• The prevention of crime and disorder 
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism 
and disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in 
Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the 
street, patrol cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night 
club within a residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. 
My property looks out on to Briton Street. This nightclub opening would create an 
obvious threat to vandalism and crime of my property, from dunk people leaving the 
nightclub who may think in their heightened state that smashing windows is 
something funny to do. 
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• Public Safety 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a 
pub or club you can do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of 
bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a 
residential area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and put at 
risk by the inevitable fights and drunken violence that would result from a club and 
bar. 
 
• The prevention of public nuisance 
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a 
nightclub which plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children, or even 
if not, a job to be prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be a constant 
hell of noise and nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable. 
 
• The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing 
children along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in 
danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street. 
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children. 
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. 
Anyone with common sense would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance 
that this would cause. 
 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license. 
 
To speak to me more about this please contact me on 
 
James Read 26 Oceana Boulevard, Briton Street, Southampton, SO14 3HU 
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From: Darren Warner [DWarner@coopervision.co.uk] 
Sent: 27 March 2009 14:41 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objection 

D.Warner
163 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street
SOUTHAMPTON

Hampshire
SO14 3HW

 
The Licensing Team,
Southampton City Council,
PO Box 1344,
SOUTHAMPTON,
SO15 1WQ
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd for an Alcohol 
License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, 
Southampton,
 
I wish to appeal the following:
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys
 
To whom this may concern I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above mentioned premises on 
Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other resident’s at the residential complex that Nexum Company 
Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for both premises above.
 
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly when they were shut 
down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street area WAS NOT  a residential area. 
 
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana Boulevard, City Court, 
Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now what I would class a sophisticated “young 
professional” area and has some young families as tenants also within these complexes.
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises in question were to be 
torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the purchasers had known that a nightclub was to 
be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere when purchasing a property in Southampton. 
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this objection. 
 
•               The prevention of crime and disorder 
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and disorder. If you look around 
the areas where the bars and clubs are present in Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people 
drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night club within a 
residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. My property looks out on to Briton Street. 
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This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime of my property, from dunk people 
leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened state that smashing windows is something funny to do. 
 
•               Public Safety 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or club you can do in West 
Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a 
thing in a residential area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable 
fights and drunken violence that would result from a club and bar.
 
•               The prevention of public nuisance 
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which plays dance music until 
5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be 
a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable.
 
•               The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing children along late at night 
trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton 
Street.
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children.
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone with common sense 
would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance that this would cause.
 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license.
 
 
Thanks Darren
07888853184
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From: Clive Parry [cliveandcharlotte@mac.com] 
Sent: 27 March 2009 15:27 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objections to Application Nos 2009/00612/01 SPRN 2009/00580/01 SPRN 

Charlotte Parry

Flat 115 Oceana Boulevard

Orchard Place

Southampton

Hampshire

SO14 3HW

26th March 2009   

Dear Sir/Madam

New York, New York  Application No:  2009/00612/01 SPRN

McCluskys   Application No:  2009/00580/01 SPRN

Applications for licensing

I wish to lodge a formal and firm complaint to the recent applications by the above named on Briton 
Street for a Licence.

Historically, when the above named had an establishment in this area, there were no residential 
dwellings within the vicinity.  Obviously since the building of Oceana Boulevard directly opposite and 
Telephone House to name but a few, the demographic of the area has changed.

I strongly believe that there are other more suitable venues for this type of establishment other than this.  
As you will be aware it is densely populated and the subsequent problems that arise with this type of 
venue will have a negative impact on various issues.

There would be large amounts of people congregating outside very late into the night when residents are 
sleeping. There would be the inevitable alcohol fuelled fights and associated noise with increased traffic 
from taxis and cars.  It would also make the area very intimidating for residents and in effect it would be 
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impossible for us to feel safe during the evening and early morning.  There would be an increase in the 
requirement of a police presence, however, because it is so far away from other clubs and pubs I feel that 
this will place unnecessary pressure on the police force to be able to respond to the amount of problems 
that occur over a weekend. 

Other newly established outlets in the area have very strict rules, one of which is that they cannot 
operate past 11pm.  This is due to the close proximity of residential dwellings and these rules are in 
place to ensure that residents are not disturbed.

There are numerous other locations for a nightclub and therefore the application is most strenuously 
opposed and should NEVER be allowed to go through.  A residential area is NOT the place for this 
establishment any more.  I strongly agree that this should not even be a pub.  With the no smoking 
policy in force, the pavement would be full of people smoking and causing noise and litter and general 
anti social behaviour.

There must be consideration made to all the residents in this area including the increase in public order 
offences, increase in crime and vandalism that this type of establishment will bring as well as the noise 
and anti social behaviour.

DO NOT GRANT THIS LICENCE EVER- the demographic in this area has changed and no longer 
supports this type of business.  I believe that after refusing this licence a note should be put on the 
property that it can never be used for this purpose due to the residential nature of the area.

The council has taken the time and spent valuable taxpayers money making this area more attractive.  
How long do you think the lovely trees will last when club goers vomit and urinate on them or just pull 
them out ‘for fun’.  Our insurance premiums will rise due to the increase in problems in this area.  The 
inevitable vandalism that will occur.  The reasons are too numerous and far too important to be ignored 
or cast aside.

I believe that Southampton has enough themed pubs and clubs without causing so much distress by 
granting this licence.  It is far too far away from the rest of the entertainment area of town.  All of the 
clubs are located at the cinema complex or in the main part of town, where the associated problems do 
not affect residents therefore there is no need for this application to be accepted 

All of the residents in this area were assured that the nightclub would not be re-opened when we 
purchased our properties.  If we had been told that this was even a possibility we would never have 
moved here.  We chose the area because it was close enough to the town centre and all its amenities but 
far enough away from the associated problems that go with it.  This area, thanks in part to the council's 
efforts to regenerate it is beautiful and quiet which is ideal for all the families and young professionals 
that now live here.  There is not place for a nightclub which will disturb our peace and affect our ability 
to feel secure in our own homes.
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I thank you for taking the time to read this objection and I only hope you act upon this letter and all the 
other ones you will inevitably receive.

Yours faithfully

 
Charlotte and Clive Parry
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From: Andy Hales [kickupastorm@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 27 March 2009 20:22 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objection 

Andrew Hales
267 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street
SOUTHAMPTON

Hampshire
SO14 3JP

 
The Licensing Team,
Southampton City Council,
PO Box 1344,
SOUTHAMPTON,
SO15 1WQ
 
I would like to object to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New 
York’s premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton,
 
I wish to appeal the following:
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys
 
I live in Oceana Boulevard which is opposite the premises mentioned above where a license has been applied for. I DO NOT want 
two late night drinking venues yards from my front window.
 
When the premises McCluskys/ New Yorks was previously trading this area of town did not have much residential accommodation. I 
believe that the demographic has changed dramatically since and now many young families and young professionals live in this area.
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises in question were to be made into a car 
park or more flats. I don't think I would have bought a property here if I had known that two clubs would be opening on my doorstep, 
especially considering the high price I paid for my property.
 
I feel very strongly that two late night venues of this kind will be a nuisance and will ruin the quality of life I enjoy here at the moment, 
not to mention the decrease in value my property is bound to have.
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons that I make this objection. 
 
• The prevention of crime and disorder 
Alcohol consumption inevitably leads to crime and vandalism. People leaving these venues late at night will be very noisy and will no 
doubt hang around causing trouble late at night. In my previous residence at Bedford Place my car was vandalized more than once 
by drunk people late at night, and this was part of the reason I moved. I DO NOT wish for this to happen again as I have to park on 
the street at night. Briton Street is also currently undergoing 'beautification' work paid for by the council using our tax payers money, I 
do not wish to see vandalism of the tree's or benches being installed or vomit and broken glass everywhere. These clubs are also out 
of reach of the main drinking areas in Southampton, I don't see how they can be policed efficiently. 
• Public Safety 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or club you can do in West Quay where 
there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a residential area. 
People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken violence that would 
result from a club and bar.
 
• The prevention of public nuisance 
The obvious noise and disruption that a club would cause, especially at kick out time, will cause public nuisance. There are bound to 
be fights and people making noise into the early hours. I do not want to feel that I have to shout out my window for people to keep the 
noise down so I can sleep, I already put up with noise living in the city center without the added noise these clubs would cause.
 
• The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in my building and I do not want these children as they grow up to have to contend with drunks.
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children.
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Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license.
 
 
 
Sincerely,  
Andrew Hales
 
 

Windows Live Messenger just got better. Find out more! 
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From: bridget newbury [bridgetnewbury49@msn.com] 
Sent: 28 March 2009 12:06 
To: Licensing 
Subject: McCluskys /New Yorks 
 55 Oceana Boulevard 
  
  
Dear Sirs  
  
I am absolutely stunned ,to see that you are even contemplating giving them a licence. My 
apartment is directly opposite the so called nightclubs,and it stands to reason that me and 
even other residents will be woken up when people are coming out of the clubs at all times 
of the night,in a drunken stupour. 
  
Before I moved here, there was always something in the papers about the trouble there was 
here ,but I decided to move here when the club was closed,and Barratts sales team told me 
that the building was going to be knocked down and flats built.I was also under the 
impression that POSH and the car hire place was also going in time,but it does not look as if 
that is going to happen now. 
  
I think there are enough clubs around here,without opening more,in a residential area. 
There are times know when they close at whatever time,and people stagger home shouting, 
walking in the miiddle of the road,knocking down bollards pulling plants out of the planters 
we have here,and generally making a nuisance of themselves. 
  
The Council are in the middle of making up the pavements around here, and planting trees , 
the area is beginning to look a  lot nicer now ,I can only imagine what it would be like if 
clubs were allowed to open,drunks rolling out ,fighting in the street,trees being pulled up,
and residents around being woken up .  
   
As you can tell I am absolutely against a licence being granted,and would ask you to think 
seriously about it. 
  
  
Yours faithfully 
  
Miss B. Newbury 
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245 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 
SOUTHAMPTON 

Hampshire 
SO14 3JG 

 
The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council, 
PO Box 1344, 
SOUTHAMPTON, 
SO15 1WQ 
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company 
Ltd for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner 
of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton, 
 
I wish to appeal the following: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 
 
To whom this may concern I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above 
mentioned premises on Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other resident’s 
at the residential complex that Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for 
both premises above. 
  
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly 
when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street 
area WAS NOT  a residential area.  
  
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana 
Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now 
what I would class a sophisticated “young professional” area and has some young families as 
tenants also within these complexes. 
  
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises 
in question were to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the 
purchasers had known that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere 
when purchasing a property in Southampton.  
  
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this 
objection.  
  
• The prevention of crime and disorder  
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and 
disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in Southampton, 
you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights and 
violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night club within a residential area that 
crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. My property looks out on to Briton Street. 
This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime of my property, 
from dunk people leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened state that smashing 
windows is something funny to do.  
 
• Public Safety  
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or 
club you can do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch 
to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a residential area. People wanting to 
walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken 
violence that would result from a club and bar. 
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• The prevention of public nuisance  
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which 
plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be 
prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I 
as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable. 
 
• The protection of children from harm  
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing children 
along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in danger if you 
allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street. 
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children. 
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone 
with common sense would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance that this would 
cause. 
  
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Ali & Paul Smith 
Flat 245 Oceana Boulevard 
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From: glen harfield [g_harfield@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 29 March 2009 15:33 
To: Licensing 
Subject: McClusky's and New York's alcohol license application 

Mr Glen Harfield 

Flat 184 Oceana Boulevard 

Lower Canal Walk 

Southampton 

SO14 3JG 

Tel. 02380 2277612 

  

Application References  2009/00612/01SPRN, trading as New York New York and 
2009/00580/01SPRN, trading as McClusky's 

  

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  

I live in a ground floor flat in the apartment block Oceana Boulevard, opposite New 
York's and McClusky's. I strongly object to the proposal to re-open the premises as a 
bar/nightclub, as I fear that drunken persons will cause a public nuisance. Persons 
would no doubt use the wall outside mine and my neighbour's windows as 
'convenient' places to relieve themselves, and create noise, keeping myself and my 
neighbours awake until sometime after the premises closed. I also fear for mine and 
my neighbour's safety, as drunken violence will no doubt occur in the street outside 
the apartment block, I fear windows would be broken, and persons will undoubtedly 
try to enter the block and cause a nuisance and possible damage. When we bought our 
flat, we were told by Barratt homes that the premises would probably be turned to 
flats, and not re-open as a bar/club. I would definitely have reconsidered buying my 
flat if I knew there was a possibility of the bar/club re-opening, as I feel this will de-
value it. We enjoy living in this relatively quiet and safe end of town, which will be 
spoilt if the premises re-opened. We plan to start a family in the next couple of years, 
but would need to move to a more suitable location, away from the noise and 
disruption the bar would cause. Suffice to say, I would greatly appreciate if the license 
was not granted. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  

Glen Harfield 
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From: Licensing
Sent: 29 March 2009 20:23
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Rachel Rust has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 29/03/2009 20:23:06 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Rachel Rust
Address: 
Flat 160 Oceana Boulevard
Orchard Place
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO14 3HW
Email: 
rachelmairwen@gmail.com
Phone Number: 
02380 222512
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Comments: 
As a local resident, living just around the corner from these premises,I feel the 
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need to strongly object to the application of having New Yorks re-opened and 
having an alchohol liscence until 5am. 
 Firstly, when I purchased my property at Oceana Boulevard I was informed that the 
intention was that the premises of New Yorks was for it to be made into residential 
flats. This seemed a rational plan, as the this is now a residential area and any 
club/pub would be detremental and an inconvienece for local residents. Secondly,
 we already experience a level of noise and vandalism from people coming out of 
pubs along Oxford Street, who have urinated in to people's ground floor balconies 
and thrown their rubbish into balconies late at night as they make their way home.
 I have no doubt that this type of behaviour would increase dramatically if a 
club was re-opened so close to our residential building. Thirdly, although New
 Yorks used to be open in this area - at the time the area surrounding it 
was NOT a residential area and a re-opening would have a severe impact on
 the local community. 

I am certain that the re-opening would also have detremental effects on the area,
which the council are spending so much money on in order to make it a more appealing 
place for visitors and people residing in Southampton. Finally, the re-opening of this
 club, would most certainly have a negative impact on the value of the properties 
in the area. The credit-crunch has already had a huge impact on the prices of our
 properties at Oceana Boulevard and this would make the situation even worse.  
I hope that my comments will be considered very seriously, as this will have
 a massive impact on my life in Southampton.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 29 March 2009 22:39 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Sarah Biddlecombe has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on 
a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 29/03/2009 22:38:52 from IP 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Sarah Biddlecombe 
 
Address:  
133 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
 
Postcode:  
SO14 3HW 
 
Email:  
 
 
Phone Number:  
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
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Comments:  
I object to the proposed new alcohol licence being awarded to this applicant for use 
on the respective property to be used as a new nightclub/venue for alcohol 
consumption. As a resident of Oceana Boulevard I am concerned that we will see an 
increase in: Noise pollution (music, traffic and people), Vandallism/ Criminal Damage 
associated with alcohol consumption. This venue is now in a residential area and 
unsuitable for the proposed use.I feel it will have a negative effect not only on local 
residents enjoyment of their homes but also on the value of our properties.  
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Rebekah Glyn-Jones [rebekah_gj@hotmail.co.uk] 
Sent: 30 March 2009 11:18 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objection to Licence Numbers:2009/00612/01SPRN & 2009/00580/01SPRN 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 

166 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place

SOUTHAMPTON
Hampshire
SO14 3HW

 
The Licensing Team,
Southampton City Council,
PO Box 1344,
SOUTHAMPTON,
SO15 1WQ
 
Dear Sir or Madam,
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd for an 
Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of Briton Street and 
Queensway, Southampton,
 
I wish to appeal the following:
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys
 
To whom this may concern I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above mentioned 
premises on Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other resident’s at the residential 
complex that Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for both premises above.
 
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly when they 
were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street area WAS NOT a 
residential area. 
 
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana Boulevard, 
City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now what I would class a 
sophisticated “young professional” area and has some young families as tenants also within these 
complexes.
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises in question 
were to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the purchasers had known 
that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere when purchasing a property in 
Southampton. 
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It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this objection. 
 
•           The prevention of crime and disorder 
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and disorder. If you 
look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in Southampton, you can not deny that you 
see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting 
that opening a night club within a residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. 
 This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime of my property, from dunk 
people leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened state that smashing windows is something 
funny to do. 
 
•           Public Safety 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or club you can 
do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You 
cannot police such a thing in a residential area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed 
and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken violence that would result from a club and bar.
 
•           The prevention of public nuisance 
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which plays dance 
music until 5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be prepared for and rested for in the 
morning. It would be a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this 
acceptable.
 
•           The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing children along late 
at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to 
open up on Briton Street.
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children.
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone with common 
sense would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance that this would cause.
 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license.
 
Yours faithfully
 
 
Miss Rebekah Glyn-Jones 

Windows Live Hotmail just got better. Find out more! 
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From: Licensing
Sent: 30 March 2009 11:59
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Jeremy Weyman has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 30/03/2009 11:59:16 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Jeremy Weyman
Address: 
211 Oceana Boulevard
Lower Canal Walk
Postcode: 
SO14 3JG
Email: 
jez1982@hotmail.com
Phone Number: 
07879420552
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives
Comments: 
I am objecting to this licence as I can see allot of noise and disruption until early 
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in the morning 7 nights a week. I am also concerned about Vandalism to Car's and 
Property and my own personal Safety when coming home late at night.
When I brought my property I was told that the old night clubs were going to be 
knocked down. 
I can also see the price of my property devaluing if a night club opens opposite
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Thompson, Leon [Leon.Thompson@norwest.co.uk] 
Sent: 30 March 2009 12:11 
To: Licensing 
Subject: New York and McKlusky's Night Clubs 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 
To Whom this may concern:
 
I wish to register my unconditional objection to the license application filed for the New York and 
Mcklusky's night clubs on Queens Way/Briton Street.
I live in Goldsmith Quarter, Briton Street and feel that our quality of life will be detrimentally affected. I 
understand that we live in a town centre and often the weekend will be quite noisy, however since their 
is no secure parking the risk to our vehicles will increase massively. I have already had my car 
vandalised once outside my flat which cost me £550 in insurance excess. With the lack of parking 
provided in the area I often park outside the redundant night clubs, which is a bad enough risk as it is! 
With the night clubs re-opening you can almost guarantee at least 1 car being vandalised each week.
 
May I take this opportunity to state that we pay a ridiculous amount of council tax to the tune of £145 
per month, we pay this extortionate rate because we pay for a good quality of life. If this license was to 
be agreed you will be ruining the standards which we and probably 1000 others along the street are 
paying for. It is clearly unethical to agree this license and it will be clear that you are only doing so to 
line your own pockets further.
 
Your response will be greatly appreciated.
 
Your Faithfully,
 
Leon Thompson
8 Goldsmith Court
2 Briton Street
Southampton
SO14 3ED
 

****************************************************************************************************************

Vinci PLC Group of Companies

Opinions expressed in this e-mail are those of the individual not the company, unless specifically indicated to that effect.

This e-mail together with any files attached is confidential and intended for the addressee only.

If you have received this in error, please delete it from your PC and inform our IT Department on 01923 470407 or itsupport@vinci.
plc.uk.
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From: Mielczarek, Jenny [jenny.mielczarek@hampshire.pnn.police.uk] 
Sent: 30 March 2009 13:05 
To: Licensing 
Subject: FW: New York and McKlusky's night club 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 

 
To Whom this may concern: 

I wish to register my unconditional objection to the license application filed for the New York and 
Mcklusky's night clubs on Queens Way/Briton Street. 

I live in Goldsmith Quarter, Briton Street and have done for the past 2 and a half years. I am very 
concerned that our quality of life will be detrimentally affected if the plans you are putting forward go 
ahead. I understand that we live in a town centre and often the weekend will be quite noisy, however 
since their is no secure parking the risk to our vehicles will increase massively. My partners car has 
already been  vandalised once outside the flat which cost £550 in insurance excess. With the lack of 
parking provided in the area myself or my partner I often park outside the redundant night clubs, which 
is a bad enough risk as it is! With the night clubs re-opening you can almost guarantee at least 1 car 
being vandalised each week, if not more. 

May I take this opportunity to state that we pay a ridiculous amount of council tax to the tune of £145 
per month, we pay this extortionate rate because we pay for a good quality of life. If this license was to 
be agreed you will be ruining the standards which we and probably 1000 others along the street are 
paying for. It is clearly unethical to agree this license and it will be clear that you are only doing so to 
line your own pockets further. 

On speaking with other residents we are all very unhappy about this and all I can do is hope that the 
other residents have expressed their concern about this also. 

Your response will be greatly appreciated. 

Your Faithfully, 

 
Jenny Mielczarek

8 Goldsmith Court

2 Briton Street

Southampton

SO14 3ED
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166 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 
Southampton 
SO14 3HW 

 
 
 
29th March 2009 
 
The Licensing Team 
Southampton City Council 
PO BOX 1344 
Southampton 
SO15 1WQ  
 
 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
RE: LICENCE FOR NIGHTCLUB ON BRITON STREET  
(former New York, New York/McClusky's) 
 
I am shocked to hear that a licence has been applied to reopen the nightclub on Briton Street.  
 
When the nightclub was last in operation this area was non-residential and I believe that the opening of Oceana 
Boulevard, Telephone House etc has now altered the nature of the area, making a nightclub in such close vicinity to this 
building out of the question. 
 
I believe that any new licence would have an adverse impact on: 
 

1) crime and disorder in the vicinity 
2) public safety, particularly late at night/early hours of the morning 
3) public nuisance, and 
4) acceptable noise levels from the club itself due to the club being on the opposite side to Oceana Boulevard 

 
I can also envisage problems with traffic late at night due to the road junction, noisy late night revellers leaving the club 
and no parking available within the club premises.  As it is we have the noise of the vegetable market ongoing during 
the early hours and during the day, so this disruption at night will make it unbearable. 

 
I was informed that as the licence has already expired it would be unlikely that any new application would succeed 
given the high occupancy rate at Oceana Boulevard and in this area.  In addition I believe there are already enough 
nightclubs in Southampton to warrant a refusal to the granting of this licence. 
 
I also questioned Barratt's about this former nightclub when purchasing my property and was told that it was going to be 
demolished and new flats built there. 
 
I would therefore like to voice my objection to any licence to be granted to this nightclub and, in addition, for the 
buildings use to be redesignated to something more appropriate for a residential area. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Mr Gareth Shepherd 
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From: Andy Boyne [andyboyne@googlemail.com] 
Sent: 30 March 2009 15:17 
To: McGuiness, Ian 
Subject: RE: Licensing for 2009/00612/01SPRN and 2009/00580/01SPR (New York New York / 
McClusky's) 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 

76 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street

SOUTHAMPTON
Hampshire
SO14 3HU

The Licensing Team,
Southampton City Council,
PO Box 1344,
SOUTHAMPTON,
SO15 1WQ

March 30th 2009
RE: Licensing for 2009/00612/01SPRN and 2009/00580/01SPR
 
Dear Mr McGuiness,
 
  Please read this document as my formal objection to the alcohol license for the former McClusky’s and New York’s 
premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton (ref 2009/00612/01SPRN and 
2009/00580/01SPR).  I tried to submit this objection online but the service appeared unavailable.  Could you please 
acknowledge whether this email is a valid objection to both applications referenced above.  I obtained your details 
from the public access site for licensing applications.
 
I am a resident and homeowner at Oceana Boulevard, opposite the premises in question and have grave concerns 
following the licensing application.  I understand in the past the premises were a licensed nightclub and bar, but at 
that time it was not within a residential area, and certainly not in an area that had been subject to regeneration.  There 
are over 1000 new residents, including young familes and the retired along Briton Street and Orchard Place that 
would certainly have their lives made a misery through noise nuisance, public disorder, criminal damage and the 
inevitable untidiness that a late licensed bar and nightclub would bring.
 
Residents purchasing properties in the area were made aware that the premises were to be knocked down, maybe 
deceitfully as a sales tactic, but common sense would suggest one would be less likely to invest in a property so close 
to such an establishment. 
 
It is for the points above and the following that I make this objection. I have marked in ‘bold’ the criteria stipulated 
to have a valid objection.  
 
•           The prevention of crime and disorder 
Alcohol can be a contributing factor to crime and public nuisance. At Oceana Boulevard we are already covering the 
cost of vandalism from people in drink returning home from other venues.  Having a late licensed establishment in 
the middle of a densely populated residential area can only increase crime.  Currently, the police resources in 
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Southampton at night are spread between several key ‘nightlife hotspots’.  If another is allowed to be introduced, the 
resource will be spread even thinner – the obvious outcome in this case is increased crime and disorder.
 
•           Public Safety 
In such a densely populated residential area, it will be difficult to police and control the late night revellers.  Local 
residents may live in fear of going out during ‘opening hours’ for fear of being harassed.  Many clubs in an around 
the city have actually lost their licenses due to being unable to control violence/drugs, so it just doesn’t make sense to 
allow another to open as it is the same people that caused the other clubs to close that will attend the new ones.
 
In addition to this, it is likely some revellers will ‘want to explore’ neighbouring buildings, further putting people’s 
property and public property at risk.  We have had incidents in the past where non-resident-drunk people have been 
found wandering the communal areas of our private buildings. 
 
Also, there are several main (and somewhat busy) roads that are often frequented by large HGV vehicles related to 
activity at the docks.  None of the roads leading away from the premises have been pedestrianised, unlike the other 
late night hotspots in the city, so there are public safety issues for those likely to attend the venue.  Not to mention 
the negative effects of ‘binge drinking’ that such an establishment encourages – the owners are famous for their 
‘happy hours’ and drinks promotions.
 
•           The prevention of public nuisance 
Noise pollution from the venue will be most distressing to those residents living closest to the venue.  Additional 
noise pollution is likely to arise from the continuous stream of taxis picking up late night revellers.  In addition to 
this, there will be the obvious ‘pub shouting and singing’ of revellers leaving (and arriving) at the venue.  
The area has undergone recent regeneration and ‘beautification’ that will be negated by littering/vomit etc.
 
•           The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing children along late at night 
trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton 
Street.
Close to the venue is park, along Orchard Place, that is often used by children (and adults) as an area to play and 
relax.  This park is likely to become a target for litter and broken glass which could injure anyone using the park.
 
 
I trust the licensing team will use their best judgement in dealing with this application – the area really is no longer 
suitable for such a venue.
 
 
Kind Regards,
 
Andrew Boyne 
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From: Licensing
Sent: 30 March 2009 21:54
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Aris Konstantopoulos has used the PublicAccess website to submit their 
comments on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because
you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 30/03/2009 21:53:33 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Aris Konstantopoulos
Address: 
66 Oceana Boulevard
Briton St
Postcode: 
SO14 3HU
Email: 
ariskons@yahoo.com
Phone Number: 
07843694175
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Comments: 
Dear sir/madam
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I would like to voice my strong objection to this application. Briton St has 
become a friendly residential area and a noisy nightclub has no place 
opposite large residential developments such as Oceana Boulevard and Telephone 
House.Many of us residents have bedrooms facing Briton St and it is often 
noisy enough when drunk people are walking home on a weekend night. 

Crime, already an issue in the area with many of our cars vandalised and broken
into, is of particular concern to me and my family. Many of the residents in
the Briton St flats have children and spend their spring and summer evenings
strolling along Briton and Oxford St enjoying the sea breeze and continental
atmosphere. Yes, there are pubs and restaurants in the region, but these are
neither noisy nor crime inviting. 

The coucil has spent thousands (if not millions) of pounds improving the 
pavements and furniture so that residents of this region can enjoy the atmosphere
provided by Southampton. I would be a pity to undermine, and potentially destroy,
all this for a nightclub. This would offer nothing to the residents of the region
nor of Southampton, as nightclubs are well placed where there are no residential
concerns, such as the Oceana nightclubs in town.

In summary I feel that a nightclub has no place on Briton St. I and other residents
of Briton St will be taking any action that is required to stop this going ahead.

Yours sincerely

Dr A Konstantopoulos

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Jonny Rust [jonnyrust@gmail.com]
Sent: 01 April 2009 11:36
To: McGuiness, Ian
Subject: Re: FW: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

Dear Mr McGuiness,

Thank you for confirming, it was unintentional not to include my name on my representation.

It is Dr Jonathan Rust, and it is in relation to my representation objecting to New York New York.

Many thanks

Jonathan Rust

On 01/04/2009, McGuiness, Ian <Ian.McGuiness@southampton.gov.uk> wrote:
> Good Morning,
>
> I am writing to ask if you could please confirm your name as this is 
> missing from this representation submitted and although I am aware you 
> have submitted a representation with your name for another premises, I 
> am required to have this confirmed to validate this objection.
>
> Many thanks,
>
> Ian McGuiness
> Licensing Assistant
> Legal & Democratic Services
> Southampton City Council
>
> Phone:  023 8083 4209
> Fax:      023 8083 4061
> E-mail:   ian.mcguiness@southampton.gov.uk
> Web:     www.southampton.gov.uk/licensing
> Post:     Licensing - Southampton City Council
>            PO Box 1344, Southampton. SO15 1WQ
>
> Please Note: - This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed 
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> under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the Data Protection Act 
> 1998 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. If you are not 
> the person or organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore 
> it, delete it and notify us. SCC does not make legally binding 
> agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings by email. E-mails may be monitored.
> Application Summary
> -------------------
> Application Number:
> 2009/00612/01SPRN
>
> Address:
> 2 Queens Way
> Southampton
> SO14 3AZ
>
> Licence Description:
>
>
> Case Officer:
>
>
> Customer Details
> ----------------
> Name:
> An anonymous user
>
> Address:
> Flat 160 Oceana Boulevard,
> Orchard Place,
> Southampton
>
> Postcode:
> SO14 3HW
>
> Email:
> jonnyrust@gmail.com
>
> Phone Number:
> 02380 222512
>
> Comments
> --------
> Representation Type:
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> Resident
>
> Objection Type:
>
>
> Comments:
> Dear Sir/Madam,
>
> I am writing to lodge an objection to the application for the licence 
> for New York New York on Queens Way, Southampton.
>
> I am writing from the position of being a resident at Oceana 
> Boulevard, situated on Briton street and directly opposite the 
> premises in question.  The premises have been closed for a number of 
> years, and during that time the immediate neighbourhood has undergone 
> substantial change.  It is now a densely residential area, currently 
> enjoying a large amount of investment by the council with regards to 
> the pavements and street furniture.
>
> I strongly believe the reopening of New York New York would be a 
> backward step in the rejuvenation of the area, and lead to 
> considerable problems between night club attendees and local residents.
>
> Although the Applicant may argue that jobs will follow the reopening, 
> and a 'smartening' of the building - this will be a small benefit in 
> comparison with the substantial detrimental effects listed below.
>
> 1. (in relation to The prevention of crime and disorder) Southampton 
> has been recently listed as the third most violent city in the 
> country.  A reopening of one of the clubs which had a bad reputation 
> when it was last open is unlikely to help this situation.  Drunk venue 
> users are likely to cause damage to parked cars and local buildings as 
> they leave the venue.  This venue is further out from the main night 
> club venues, meaning that police resources will be further stretched 
> to attend incidents which are extremely likely to occur.  The secure 
> car park for Oceana Boulevard is directly opposite the entrance to 
> said premises.  It is likely opportunistic theft will be more likely 
> as people waiting outside the venue become aware of the car park 
> opening for short periods as resident enter and leave at night.
>
> 2. (In relation to Public Safety)
> Alcohol fuelled unprovoked violence is a well documented phenomenon, 
> and so to allow a night club venue in the centre of a residential area 
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> is highly likely to lead to incidents between night club attendees and 
> innocent residents.
>
> 3. (In relation to the prevention of public nuisance) I am a busy 
> junior doctor, and so work long hours and need uninterrupted sleep to 
> provide a good service at the NHS.  I have grave reservations 
> regarding the likely level of noise from this venue opening.  This is 
> partially due to the night club itself, which play loud music, but 
> also and more importantly the club goers.  The attendees of the night 
> club are highly likely to be drunk as they leave the premises, and 
> cause considerable noise.
>
> In conclusion, if I had known that this premises was likely to be 
> reopening, I would not have invested in the area as I have done.  I 
> fear by allowing a small investment by the nightclub, you will drive 
> away a section of the local residential population.  If the club does 
> indeed open, I shall have to very carefully consider if I can carry on 
> living in the area, or if I will need to move.  This is in spite of 
> the fact that the value of my property will have dropped considerably 
> if this night club opens.
>
> Please take heed of my objections to the giving of this licence.
>
>
>
> PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
>
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From: Licensing
Sent: 31 March 2009 20:31
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)
Julian & Christine Aplin has used the PublicAccess website to submit their 
comments on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because 
you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.
Comments were submitted at 31/03/2009 20:30:47 from IP 192.168.50.31.
Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN
Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ
Licence Description: 
Case Officer: 
Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Julian & Christine Aplin
Address: Flat 8 City Court
15 Lower Canal Walk
Southampton
Postcode: 
SO14 3HL
Email: 
raggedtiger77@hotmail.co.uk
Phone Number: 
Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives
Comments: 
We live opposite this venue and the granting of this licence will be a local 
nuisance as it will cause increased noise late at night and vandalism to our 
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properties and cars (we have already recently had the door to the flats smashed
 by a late night drinker).
This area is currently used as a access route for late night drinkers going to and 
from the local casinos and other bars and as such we are regularly awoken by their
 raucous behaviour.  There are several new blocks of flats in this area and the 
re-opening of this premises with the extended licence will not be acceptable.  

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 01 April 2009 10:35 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
Ian Chesterman has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a  
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case  
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for  
PublicAccess comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 01/04/2009 10:34:50 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Ian Chesterman 
 
Address:  
Flat 20, Goldsmiths Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO14 3ED 
Email:  
ian.chesterman@btinternet.com 
Phone Number:  
07815151787 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
I would like to make a representation with regards to the application for a premises  
licence for New York New York nightclub, 2 Queensway, Southampton,SO14 3AZ. 
I live in a residential block on Briton Street, which is a quiet,mainly residential  
street and I am concerned that two licensed premises opening in this area would 
attract 
a large number of people to this otherwise quiet road. 
Section 4(2)of the Licensing act 2003 states the licensing objectives,two of which  
are: 
The prevention of crime and disorder. 
The prevention of public nuisance. 
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I feel that granting a premises licence with licensable activities finishing after 
23:00 would increase disorder and public nuisance in the area from people either  
entering or leaving the premises and would encourage large groups of people to the 
area, which would contravene the licensing objectives. 
With the introduction of the no smoking regulations in 2007 there has been an  
increase in the number of people congregating outside of premises which leads to an  
increase in noise nuisance, which I believe would also occur at this premises. 
There is a public footpath called Oriental Terrace which goes through Merchants  
Quarter and is in very close proximity to five residential buildings, from this footpath 
there is also easy access to private garages and cars parked in allocated spaces. 
This footpath runs from the High Street to Queensway ending opposite McClusky's 
Bar, next door to New York New York. I am concerned that granting a premises 
licence especially  
with very late hours would increase the number of people using this path and lead to  
crime and disorder in relation to parked cars and noise nuisance from rowdy people 
late at night.As a resident on Briton Street I believe that granting a premises licence 
would  
have a large detrimental effect upon my life in regards to any noise emanating from  
the premises and from any rowdy customers going to or coming from the premises. 
This would affect me all year round but would be especially prevalent during the  
summer months when I am likely to have my windows open throughout the night and  
there are more people on thestreet, and because in the warmer weather people tend  
to stay around a premises longer thus increasing the potential for disorder and  
nuisance.  
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: hooper s.j. (sjh2g08) [sjh2g08@soton.ac.uk] 
Sent: 02 April 2009 20:20 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Application 2009/00612/01STRN - NEW YORK NEW YORK 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am a tenant in a flat in the Ocena Boulevard Residence, Briton Street. It has 
recently come to my attention that the nightclub (New York New York) opposite has 
applied for a license to re-open, which includes a license to sell alcohol/remain open 
until 5AM. I object fully to this application for a number of reasons. Firstly the 
pollution associated with the areas surrounding nightclubs will become a problem. 
This relates to a number of issues - noise late at night, litter, vomit. On top of these 
issues the area around the nightclub will become a more dangerous area from 
violence. This danger is not just against humans but also against the surrounding 
buildings where graffiti and damage will not become uncommon. Further, the 
proximity of the nightclub to the flats will make quiet nights in/sleeping at night nigh 
on impossible. Lastly and perhaps most importantly the impact to any children living 
in the flats will be felt most with people smoking outside the club and setting a poor 
eample with drunken antics. 
 
I look forward to hearing the outcome of the application. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
 
Simon Hooper 
Flat 54 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
SO14 3HU 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 03 April 2009 20:28 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Jonathan Cantrell has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 03/04/2009 20:27:51 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Jonathan Cantrell 
Address:  
49 Oceana Boulevard, Briton street, Southampton 
Postcode:  
so14 3hu 
Email:  
jonathan_cantrell@hotmail.com 
Phone Number:  
07760155022 
Comments 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
I am a tenant within oceana boullevard, the building opposite to the above proposed 
establishment. I wish to object to the re-opening of New York New York for the 
following reasons.  
1- prevention of crime and disorder: The re-opening of this establishment which 
would allow late night drinking would be extremley likley to bring crime to the local 
area. When this establishment previously existed this area was not a residential area 
so there was less oppourtunity for people to comit crimes, cause vandalism to 
people's property and cause disorder. I am extremley worried about the prospect of 
an increase in crime in this area. The underground carpark has been entered by non-
residents sneaking in after cars (the garage doors remain up for several seconds 
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after a car passes through) several times and crimes have been commited in this car 
park which the police can testify to. I am concerned that this risk would increase with 
an the large increase of people who would be likley to be drunk and hanging around 
at night after leaving New York New York. This would also allow people easy access 
to our building (which can be accessed from the carpark) and would make vandalism 
and crime within the building more likley. There is also the fruit and vegetable unit 
over the road to cosider which quietly operates throughout the night. It is extremley 
likley that this buisness and the workers would be hassled or worse by drunk people 
leaving the above establishment.  
 
2. Public safety: Being a residential area there are naturally many people about 
enjoying there homes and the surrounding area (streets and local park nearby). 
These people should not be put at risk by the opening of a club in there area and the 
increase in crime-in particular violent crimes which are associated with such places. 
Clubs like this should be in one place, such as the leisure world complex, these 
places are easier to police and have lots of bounces because it is known that these 
places would otherwise cause harm to people. A residential is much harder to police 
and extra police resources would be needed to attend to this area. This area does 
not otherwise require much of a police presence as it has no other bars or clubs 
which are linked with risks to public safety so extra police resources would need to 
be identified. Why should we as residents put up with an increase in risk of harm to 
ourselves and our children? I and many others moved into this area because it was a 
quiet residential area with a low crime rate. I find it appauling that this should be 
allowed to change.  
 
3. Public nuisance- the loud noise that this club would cause is clearly not suitable for 
a residential area where people are trying to sleep and the fact that this club wants a 
license to be open till 5am would mean a major nuisance and disruption to the lives 
of local residents. Noise from taxis, police and potential ambulances would add to 
this problem. As a council tax payer i find this completley unacceptable.  
 
4. Protection of children from harm: Young children are living locally within this 
residential area, it is not okay for them to be put at risk from either drunken crimes or 
broken glass that is likley to occur around this establishment. It is not acceptable to 
put our children at risk.  
 
I hope that you will consider these issues and NOT grant this license. This area has 
improved in recent years and is becoming an afluent area with a good reputation. It 
would be a big shame for people to be forced to move out of this area because of the 
above stated probelms which will be caused if this club is re-opened. Also this area 
will find it much harder to replace tenants who move out as the area will be much 
less safe, peaceful and a less attractive for potential tenants. This will result in a loss 
of value of the property- in the current economic climate do you really want this kind 
of thing to happen? 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license and the re-opening of New 
York New York.   
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 03 April 2009 20:11 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
katherine bradbury has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on 
a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 03/04/2009 20:10:52 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
 
Case Officer:  
 
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
katherine bradbury 
 
Address:  
49 oceana boullevard, briton street, southampton 
Postcode:  
so14 3hu 
Email:  
kjb1e08@soton.ac.uk 
Phone Number:  
07724789575 
 
Comments 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
I am a tenant within oceana boullevard, the building opposite to the above proposed 
establishment. I wish to object to the re-opening of New York New York for the 
following reasons.  
1- prevention of crime and disorder: The re-opening of this establishment which 
would allow late night drinking would be extremley likley to bring crime to the local 
area. When this establishment previously existed this area was not a residential area 
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so there was less oppourtunity for people to comit crimes, cause vandalism to 
people's property and cause disorder. I am extremley worried about the prospect of 
an increase in crime in this area. The underground carpark has been entered by non-
residents sneaking in after cars (the garage doors remain up for several seconds 
after a car passes through) several times and crimes have been commited in this car 
park which the police can testify to. I am concerned that this risk would increase with 
an the large increase of people who would be likley to be drunk and hanging around 
at night after leaving New York New Yorks. This would also allow people easy 
access to our building (which can be accessed from the carpark) and would make 
vandalism and crime within the building more likley. There is also the fruit and 
vegetable unit over the road to cosider which quietly operates throughout the night. It 
is extremley likley that this buisness and the workers would be hassled or worse by 
drunk people leaving the above establishment.  
 
2. Public safety: Being a residential area there are naturally many people about 
enjoying there homes and the surrounding area (streets and local park nearby). 
These people should not be put at risk by the opening of a club in there area and the 
increase in crime-in particular violent crimes which are associated with such places. 
Clubs like this should be in one place, such as the leisure world complex, there 
places are easier to police and have lots of bounces because it is known that these 
places would otherwise cause harm to people. A residential is much harder to police 
and extra police resources would be needed to attend to this area. This area does 
not otherwise require much of a police presence as it has no other bars or clubs 
which are linked with risks to public safety so extra police resources would need to 
be identified. Why should we as residents put up with an increase in risk of harm to 
ourselves and our children? I and many others moved into this area because it was a 
quiet residential area with a low crime rate. I find it appauling that this should be 
allowed to change.  
 
3. Public nuisance- the loud noise that this club would cause is clearly not suitable for 
a residential area where people are trying to sleep and the fact that this club wants a 
license to be open till 5am would mean a major nuisance and disruption to the lives 
of local residents. Noise from taxis, police and potential ambulances would add to 
this problem. As a council tax payer i find this completley unacceptable.  
 
4. Protection of children from harm: Young children are living locally within this 
residential area, it is not okay for them to be put at risk from either drunken crimes or 
broken glass that is likley to occur around this establishment. It is not acceptable to 
put our children at risk.  
 
I hope that you will consider these issues and NOT grant this license. This area has 
improved in recent years and is becoming an afluent area with a good reputation. It 
would be a big shame for people to be forced to move out of this area because of the 
above stated probelms which will be caused if this club is re-opened. Also this area 
will find it much harder to replace tenants who move out as the area will be much 
less safe, peaceful and a less attractive for potential tenants. This will result in a loss 
of value of the property- in the current economic climate do you really want this kind 
of thing to happen? 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license and the re-opening of new 
york new yorks.  
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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168 Oceana Boulevard 
Orchard Place 

SOUTHAMPTON 
Hampshire 
SO14 3HW 

 
4.4.2009 

 
The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council, 
PO Box 1344, 
SOUTHAMPTON, 
SO15 1WQ 
 
Please take this letter as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd 
for an Alcohol Licence for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of 
Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton, 
 
I wish to appeal the following: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 
 
To whom this may concern, I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the 
above mentioned premises on Briton Street.  
It has come to my attention and many other residents at the residential complex that Nexum 
Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol licence for both premises above. 
  
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly 
when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street 
area WAS NOT a residential area.  
  
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana 
Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now 
what I would class a sophisticated “young professional” area and has some young families as 
tenants also within these complexes. 
  
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises 
in question were to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the 
purchasers had known that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere 
when purchasing a property in Southampton.  
  
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this 
objection.  
  
• The prevention of crime and disorder  
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that leads to crime, vandalism and 
disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in Southampton, 
you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights and 
violence and therefore another call on already stretched police resources. 
Opening a night club within a residential area would create an obvious threat to vandalism 
and crime to property, from drunk people leaving the nightclub who may think in their 
heightened state that smashing windows is something funny to do.  
 
• Public Safety  
As per the above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or 
club you can do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch 
to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a residential area. People wanting to 
walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken 
violence that would result from a club and bar. 
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• The prevention of public nuisance  
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which 
plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be 
prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I 
as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable. 
 
• The protection of children from harm  
Young families live in this area, and this would put these children in danger if you allowed a 
nightclub to open up on Briton Street.  Potential vandalism will cause broken glass which will 
also endanger children. 
 
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone 
can see the potential danger and nuisance that this would cause. 
  
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol licence. 
 
 
 
 
 
Regards 
 
 
 
 
C BARKER 
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Sent: 05 April 2009 15:28 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Mr David Mcintyre has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 05/04/2009 15:27:56 from IP  
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
 
 
Case Officer:  
 
 
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Mr David Mcintyre 
 
Address:  
Flat 35 Castle Place 
117 High street 
Southampton 
 
Postcode:  
SO14 2EA 
 
Email:  
 
Phone Number:  
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
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Comments:  
This has now become a residential area and we do not require another late night 
establishment. 
There is enough late night/ early morning disturbance and noise passing along the 
high street out side our residence at present. 
A lot of money is being spent making Briton street and surrounding areas very smart. 
Do not spoil it by allowing this and the license for New York New York, and the 
possibility of these facilities and our homes being damaged and vandalised 
 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Natalie Larsen [natalie_larsen@hotmail.co.uk] 
Sent: 06 April 2009 11:04 
To: Clowes, Hayley 
Subject: RE: Briton Street Nightclub Proposal 
  
Hi Hayley 
  
Thank you for letting me know. 
  
I am objecting to both of them: 
2008/00580/01SPRN – McClusky’s
2008/00612/01SPRN – New York New York
  
  
Thank You 
  
Natalie 
 
 

Subject: RE: Briton Street Nightclub Proposal 
Date: Mon, 6 Apr 2009 10:55:34 +0100 
From: Hayley.Clowes@southampton.gov.uk 
To: natalie_larsen@hotmail.co.uk 
 
Dear Ms Larsen, 
 
We are currently unable to accept your representation as valid as you have not specifically stated which 
application you are objecting to.  Please confirm by return which application (s) you are objecting to so I 
can able to validate your representation:
 
2008/00580/01SPRN – McClusky’s
2008/00612/01SPRN – New York New York
 
Yours Faithfully, 
Hayley Clowes 
Licensing Assistant 
Legal & Democratic Services 
Southampton City Council 
 
Tel: 023 8083 2421 
Fax: 023 8083 4061 
E-mail: hayley.clowes@southampton.gov.uk
This email is confidential but may have to be disclosed under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the 
Data Protection Act 1998 or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. If you are not the person or 
organisation it was meant for, apologies, please ignore it, delete it and notify us. SCC does not make 
legally binding agreements or accept formal notices/proceedings by email. E-mails may be monitored.

From: Natalie Larsen [mailto:natalie_larsen@hotmail.co.uk]  

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/40331.htm (1 of 5)30/04/2009 09:33:18
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Sent: 06 April 2009 10:07 
To: Licensing 
Cc: aquachar@hotmail.com; nick.kemp@skandia.co.uk 
Subject: Briton Street Nightclub Proposal
 
RE: Re-opening of Nightclub on Briton Street, Southampton
 
 
To start with first of all, I need to say that myself and my partner are two young individuals, age 
25, who regularly frequent the clubs and bars of Southampton and neighboring cities. We are not 
the usual demographic of people you would expect to see complaining about a night club 
opening, but this is something I feel very passionate about. 
 
If you type in “Briton Street” into Google, the first few pages that come up all contain web pages 
associated with real estate; all websites advertising the property of the area. I think this goes some 
way to prove the residential nature of this section of Southampton.
 
Myself and my partner have lived at Oceana Boulevard, Briton Street for a little over 6 months. 
We both moved from separate homes in quite rural areas (my self from Hedge End and my 
partner from Romsey). Getting used to living in a city would be different we realized, but so far, 
it has been comfortable, calm, undisturbed and relatively quiet. We obviously want it to remain 
like that, however, with the proposal of this new nightclub on Briton Street, right outside our 
front door, all of that will disappear.
 
There are several reasons, both personal and communal, why we think this nightclub should 
definitely not be re-opened, and why, you as the Council, should not allow a liquor license for 
these premises. As an authority looking to grant or reject such a license, I know that you must 
satisfy the Licensing Act of 2003, thus this is what we base our objectives on. The reasons are 
listed below:
 
1. / The prevention of Crime and Disorder; The Crime and Disorder Act of 1998 stated that there 
should be specific steps taken in the prevention and punishment of Anti-Social behavior. In re-
opening a nightclub in Briton Street or a similar area, crime and public disorder is guaranteed to 
sky-rocket. All of the problems you can expect to see with this kind of amenity will certainly 
follow within a few weeks of its’ opening. I’m specifically talking about the obvious issues like 
binge-drinking, drug-taking, noise level complaints, vandalism, problems that inevitably lead 
from drinking excessively and drug-taking such as brawls and fights, etc etc. 
 
We are extremely proud of our neighborhood and of the up market part of Southampton that I 
consider to live in. We are close to Ocean Village and opposite Town Quay here. It is a very 
prosperous and sought-after location in terms of real estate and also because it is a quiet area, at 
the moment. The crime and disorder that will inevitably follow will bring this part of town right 

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/40331.htm (2 of 5)30/04/2009 09:33:18
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down in terms of value, desirability and reputation. The main issues will certainly be the 
vandalism to our buildings and our vehicles as well. Many of us, myself included, have no 
parking space access at our apartment (most of the apartments do not come with parking spaces), 
and because you cannot get a Council permit to park in this area (as I have been told it is too 
new), a lot of us are forced to park our cars on the streets (the max 2 hour pay-and-display bays) 
and surrounding small car parks. I for one, regularly park my car on Briton Street itself; a luxury 
that I'm sure is soon to be taken from me if this nightclub was to re-open as I am sure there will 
be no access to park on Briton Street. This forces us to park our cars further from our homes, thus 
increasing the risk of thefts and vandalism, especially with the drunken club-goers around to 
smash our windows, steal our stereos and generally disrespect our property. There will be a 
massive increase in these kinds of petty vandalisms, thefts and general public disorder, not only 
in the hours that the nightclub is open but undoubtedly at other periods too. It will simply bring a 
different kind of people and trouble to this neighborhood. On the extreme side of things, the 
worst kind of crime it could bring is obvious; assault, sexual assault, and drug dealing; these are 
major problems. 
 
Having listed some of the obvious issues above, the ones I am most concerned over are the binge-
drinking problems (this relates strongly to Public Safety (2./) issues) and the potential drug issues 
it will bring to this neighborhood. Wherever clubs and bars open, these problems are sure to 
follow. The two are linked. I am concerned with the fact that this area is very heavily residential. 
In my opinion, this area is completely inadequate for a nightclub or bar of any sort; it mainly 
contains small businesses and apartment buildings. The nearest area that contains other bars is 
Oxford Street, but even then, Oxford Street does not have nightclubs; it contains licensed 
restaurants mainly and a couple of small pubs. Briton Street is an odd location for a nightclub; 
there was a clear reason why it did not work the first time round when it was New York’s New 
York’s and McCluskys. If you take a look at the nightclubs and bars in Southampton generally, 
they are all situated in areas where there is little threat to personal and communal security and 
safety. For example, Oceana Nightclub is out on its’ own piece of land at Leisure World, Oceans 
and Collins Nightclub is at the back of Above Bar tucked away from any housing, the clubs and 
bars of Bedford Place are generally segregated from apartments and tucked away in back alleys, 
the bars and clubs on Above Bar street are again all away from any body’s homes. These 
nightclubs and bars are just a few in Southampton but are all in locations and environments that 
make sense and that'fit’ for that area. Briton Street, and any surrounding street in the Town  Quay 
area of Southampton will not and cannot accommodate a nightclub or late-night bar at all. There 
are simply too many flats and too many people living in that area.. I think you’ll find a higher 
concentration of flats and apartments in that area of Southampton than any other part that is inner 
city. Just because we live inner city does not justify ruining our environment and causing such 
high risk to public safety. There are simply too many residents, children and pedestrians in this 
area at any given time on these roads and streets and thus this part of Southampton is completely 
wrong for a club. You would be surprised quite how many families with young children there are 
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in this area. In our building alone, I know there are a good 20 or so children that I have seen 
myself. How could it be right to subject not only adults but children especially to the dangers of 
this kind of public nuisance?
 
3./ In relation to Prevention of Public Nuisance, this I feel denotes a need to prevent the smaller 
issues that will come from this nightclub re-opening, such as noise pollution ( I guarantee your 
Environmental Health Department would see a massive increase in complaints on Friday and 
Saturday nights should this go ahead, including the Police being called out more regularly), 
graffiti vandalism, littering and general disregard for the residents living at the surrounding 
addresses. This nightclub will inevitably bring a lot more litter to our area hence meaning the 
Council will need to provide more workers to remove this rubbish. It is a case of ‘when’ not ‘if’ 
in terms of whether we will need more Police in this area on the nights this club would be open; 
there would simply need to be more police patrols and PCSOs on the streets in order to protect 
the likes of us from the drunken clubbers and also from themselves! There will undoubtedly be 
the need for other extreme measures of security and surveillance such as CCTV in the city.
 
In short, a nightclub re-opening here is destined to ruin this area of town and put people off 
visiting, living and coming here. It will also ruin the environment and give people yet another 
excuse to cause problems. Coming from someone who likes going out and having a drink and a 
dance, I cannot see how or why it would make sense to open a nightclub in this area. I am of 
course biased because I do not want to deal with the problems that are going to arise because of 
this, and I especially do not want to feel threatened whilst walking around my neighborhood. I 
believe it is our job to protect our city, removing opportunities that threaten and demean ours and 
others’ experiences of Southampton and it is also our job to stick together as a community. There 
was a reason these nightclubs closed down the first time around; they had a horrendous reputation 
and they didn’t quite fit this area of Southampton; and that was before it became so residential 
around there. It will be a waste of your time and money to open these, plain and simple.
 
Please consider the damage this proposal will do. I appreciate your time.
 
Thank You
 
Yours Sincerely
 
Natalie Larsen and Nick Kemp
210 Oceana Boulevard
Lower Canal Walk
Southampton
Hampshire
SO14 3JG
 

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/40331.htm (4 of 5)30/04/2009 09:33:18

Page 301 of 543



Page 302 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 303 of 543



Page 304 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 305 of 543



Page 306 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 307 of 543



Page 308 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 309 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Flat 30 
No1 Briton Street 
SOUTHAMPTON 

Hampshire 
SO14 3JD 

 
The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council, 
PO Box 1344, 
SOUTHAMPTON, 
SO15 1WQ 
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company 
Ltd for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner 
of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton, 
 
I wish to appeal the following: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 
 
To whom this may concern I am a resident of Briton Street, which is in the same location as 
the above mentioned premises. It has come to my attention and many other residents that 
Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for both premises above. 
  
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly 
when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street 
area WAS NOT  a residential area.  
  
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana 
Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now 
what I would class a residential one with young families and key workers within these 
complexes. 
  
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises 
in question were to be torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the 
purchasers had known that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere 
when purchasing a property in Southampton.  
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this 
objection.  
 
There is a recognised direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, 
vandalism and disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in 
Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol 
cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night club within a 
residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero.  My residence fronts directly onto 
Briton Street. This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat and has the potential for 
vandalism and crime to my home, from dunk people leaving the nightclub in a less than sober 
state. 
 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or 
club you can do in West Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch 
to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a thing in a residential area. People wanting to 
walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken 
violence that would result from a club and bar. 
 
In addition I believe a noise can count as a public nuisance and I would rather not have to 
cope with the reality of opposite a nightclub which plays dance music until 5am, when you 
have small children, or even if not, a job to be prepared for and rested for in the morning. It 
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would be a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this 
acceptable. 
 
Further to this there are young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother 
walking or pushing children along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these 
children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street.  Vandalism will 
cause broken glass which will also endanger children. 
 
It is for the above reason I request that the proposal for an alcohol license is not granted 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
PJ O'Maoil Mheana 
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Re: applications for licenses for McCluskies & New Yorks Nightclubs

From: Clegg, Nick : Barclays Wealth [nick.clegg@barclays.com] 
Sent: 06 April 2009 19:38 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Re: applications for licenses for McCluskies & New Yorks Nightclubs 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

I would like to take this opportunity to express my grave concerns at the prospect of McCluskies and 
New York, New York nightclubs obtaining liquor licenses.

I live at 4 Talbot Court, Queensway and feel that by allowing these clubs to reopen my quality of life 
will be substantially damaged by public nuisance. 

Quite simply, in the time since these clubs closed, the area has become a residential area with many 
homes located nearby. By allowing these clubs to reopen, we will be badly affected by drunkenness, 
noise and antisocial behaviour.

I would ask that these applications are rejected on the grounds that public nuisance will be 
unavoidable due to the proximity to residential housing.

Nick Clegg  
Financial Planning Manager  
Barclays Financial Planning  
Solent & Isle of Wight  
07825907229 

 
 
This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the addressee and may also be 
privileged or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the addressee, or have 
received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, delete it from your system and do not 
copy, disclose or otherwise act upon any part of this e-mail or its attachments. 
 
Internet communications are not guaranteed to be secure or virus-free. 
The Barclays Group does not accept responsibility for any loss arising from unauthorised access to, or 
interference with, any Internet communications by any third party, or from the transmission of any 
viruses. Replies to this e-mail may be monitored by the Barclays Group for operational or business 
reasons. 
 
Any opinion or other information in this e-mail or its attachments that does not relate to the business of 
the Barclays Group is personal to the sender and is not given or endorsed by the Barclays Group. 
 
Barclays Bank PLC.Registered in England and Wales (registered no. 1026167). 

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/40447.htm (1 of 2)30/04/2009 09:52:26

Page 312 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image

sbsllhc1
Placed Image



From: ellis m.j.s. (mje105) [mje105@soton.ac.uk] 
Sent: 07 April 2009 11:14 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Application 2009/00612/01STRN New York New York 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am a tenant in a flat in the Ocena Boulevard Residence, Briton Street. It has 
recently come to my attention that the nightclub (New York New York) opposite has 
applied for a license to re-open, which includes a license to sell alcohol/remain open 
until 5AM. I object fully to this application for a number of reasons. Firstly the 
pollution associated with the areas surrounding nightclubs will become a problem. 
This relates to a number of issues - noise late at night, litter, vomit. On top of these 
issues the area around the nightclub will become a more dangerous area from 
violence. This danger is not just against humans but also against the surrounding 
buildings where graffiti and damage will not become uncommon. Further, the 
proximity of the nightclub to the flats will make quiet nights in/sleeping at night nigh 
on impossible. Lastly and perhaps most importantly the impact to any children living 
in the flats will be felt most with people smoking outside the club and setting a poor 
example with drunken antics. 
 
I look forward to hearing the outcome of the application. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
 
Matthew Ellis 
Flat 54 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
SO14 3HU 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 07 April 2009 11:33 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Mr Barry Taylor  has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
Comments were submitted at 07/04/2009 11:32:30 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Mr Barry Taylor  
Address:  
Interlink Express 
8-10 Queensway 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO16 0TD 
Email:  
franchisee592@interlinkexpress.com 
Phone Number:  
02380393666 
Comments 
Representation Type:  
Trader 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
We at Interlink Express would like to make you aware of our objection to the proposal 
to grant late licences or in fact a licence of any form to Nexum Leisure for the 
purpose of either re-opening New York New York or McClusky's in the future. Having 
operated next door to these premesis when they were open in the past we would like 
to make you aware of the very negative impact that they had on the community of 
businesses operating from the Brunswick Square Industrial Estate. We commonly 
experienced people urinating in our doorway and even through our letterbox on 
occasion. Several broken windows had to be repaired and the small glass panels on 
one door became broken with such regularity that we had to eventually give up and  
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board the door up instead. Of even greater nuisance was the fact that our alarm 
system was regularly triggered at around 2 - 3.00 a.m when the clubs were emptying 
by people banging against doors and also, I understand on occasion, having sex 
against the shutter doors to the rear of our premesis. Add to this the significant 
quantities of extra rubbish and empty beer bottles/broken glass deposited in and 
around our premesis and you can understand why the granting of a new licence to 
these premesis would be most unwelcome by both the other businesses attempting 
to trade in and around Brunswick Square and also those people who have purchased 
apartments in the area in the belief that it was to be redeveloped for residential 
purposes. 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 07 April 2009 11:36 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Nigel Parker has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 07/04/2009 11:36:13 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Nigel Parker 
Address:  
58 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Postcode:  
SO14 3HU 
Email:  
sms.ltd@virgin.net 
Phone Number:  
07912 770075 
Comments 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
Granting a licence for a bar and night club in this area is completely inappropriate to 
the residential character of the neighbourhood.  The flat I occupy overlooks the 
premises for which the licence has been requested and noise from the street below is 
already noticeable and can be intrusive.  Late night/early morning operation of a night 
club will generate additional noise both from within the premises and outside it and 
cause considerable nuisance to the large number of residents in the high density 
housing that has recently been constructed along Briton Street, especially Oceana 
Boulevard which is directly opposite. 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 06 April 2009 20:23 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
Simon Noyce has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 06/04/2009 20:23:22 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Simon Noyce 
Address:  
172 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO143JG 
Email:  
simon@orangeband-designs.com 
Phone Number:  
07725918916 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
I object to the application for premises licence (reference: 2009/00612/01SPRN) on 
the grounds of the prevention of crime and disorder.  I am a resident within Oceana 
Boulevard and feel that the area is no longer suitable for a nightclub like New Yorks, 
New yorks.  This is now very much a residential area with a large number of 
apartment blocks and the nightclub would have a detrimental impact in both noise, 
crime and disorder.  Also Living on the Lower Canal Walk alleyway, I feel  my 
property would be a prime target for anti social behaviour, crime and disorder with 
drunken people leaving the nightclub. 
 
Also, from a financial point of view this will further lower the value of my property. 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 06 April 2009 20:25 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
Melissa Guthrie has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 06/04/2009 20:25:14 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Melissa Guthrie 
Address:  
172 Oceana Boulevard 
Lower Canal Walk 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO143JG 
Email:  
issa_guthrie@hotmail.com 
Phone Number:  
07725911161 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
I object to the application for premises licence (reference: 2009/00612/01SPRN) on 
the grounds of the prevention of crime and disorder.  I am a resident within Oceana 
Boulevard and feel that the area is no longer suitable for a nightclub like New Yorks, 
New yorks.  This is now very much a residential area with a large number of 
apartment blocks and the nightclub would have a detrimental impact in both noise, 
crime and disorder.  Also Living on the Lower Canal Walk alleyway, I feel  my 
property would be a prime target for anti social behaviour, crime and disorder with 
drunken people leaving the nightclub. 
 
Also, from a financial point of view this will further lower the value of my property. 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 07 April 2009 20:12 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
Mrs S McIntyre has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
Comments were submitted at 07/04/2009 20:12:15 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Mrs S McIntyre 
Address:  
Castle Place 
117 High Street 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO14 2EA 
Email:  
sarah0mac@hotmail.com
Phone Number:  
02380 631044 
Comments 
------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
Briton Street and the lower part of the High Street are now residential, we do not 
welcome or require a night club, dancing and drinking establisment  in this area, 
which will cause increased late night noise, vandals to our property, litter and 
disturbance. All establishments of this nature must be confined to the Leasuire World 
Complex away from residents.  Please not not allow a licence for this club. I am sure 
that the police would have further concerns and objections. 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 07 April 2009 19:20 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Miss C A Bemand has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
Comments were submitted at 07/04/2009 19:20:09 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Miss C A Bemand 
Address: 9 Coopers Court 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO14 3EN  
Email:  
charlotte_bemand@hotmail.com 
Phone Number:  
07968 595153 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
Comments:  
We raise the following objections in relation to this licence, in particular the intention 
to serve alcohol and open until 5 am each night: 
o Briton Street is now a largely residential area and should be treated as per 
the licence agreement for premises in Ocean Village- acknowledging this and only 
allowing licences until 11pm. 
o As a residential area, Briton Street previously suffered from unacceptable 
levels of anti-social behaviour relating to noise, decency and safety. 
o Music could be heard in our home from the old premises until the early hours 
of the morning, even with double glazing closed. This was not just restricted to 
weekends and invaded every evening of our week. 
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o Noise pollution also extended to patrons leaving the premises in a drunk and 
disorderly manner along Oriental Terrace (directly beneath our window)- this was 
often extensive and included fighting and foul language well past the licenced hours. 
o Refuse and damage to communal property was not unusual and directly 
impacted our service charges e.g. cleaning of communal bin stores used as public 
lavatories, repairing damage to doors and windows, re-painting surfaces- above and 
beyond normal wear and tear frequency of repair.  
o Our right to live in a decent community was blighted by the sale of drugs, 
fighting and indecent exposure including sexual activity directly on our street. 
o Personal safety for both the patrons and residents would be compromised 
through serious assaults and incidents occurring between patrons- emergency 
responses from the Police and Ambulance were frequently required. 
 
We are not convinced that the notice to ask patrons to leave quietly will have any 
impact and are particularly concerned that drunk and disorderly patrons will be 
'dumped' on Briton Street.  
Check 21 and Pub Watch membership do not alleviate any of the above concerns as 
it is the licence until 5am that will directly impact on the premises becoming a hotspot 
for patrons seeking entertainment once Ocean Village and Oxford Street premises 
stop serving alcohol (they would usually migrate to the city centre High Street and 
Bedford Place areas). Drunk and disorderly activity will surely increase in what is now 
a highly developed residential area as a result. 
The impact on our quality of life is simply not acceptable, especially recognising the 
growing community of young families within the new residential developments. 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 08 April 2009 13:17 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Mr Richard Amundson has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments 
on a Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the 
Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 08/04/2009 13:16:37 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
 
 
Case Officer:  
 
 
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Mr Richard Amundson 
 
Address:  
24 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 
 
Postcode:  
SO14 3ED 
 
Email:  
richardamundson@yahoo.com 
 
Phone Number:  
07970 073224 
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Local Neighbourhood Group 
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Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
I would like to make a representation in regards to the application for a premises 
licence for New York New York night club, 2 Queensway, Southampton, SO14 3AZ. 
 
I live in a residential block on Briton Street.  At present there is one restaurant called 
POSH and no other pub, bar or club in the vicinity of Briton Street or Queensway.  
Briton Street is a quiet mainly residential street and I am concerned that two 
premises opening in this area is going to attract a large number of people to this 
otherwise quiet road. 
 
Section 4(2) of the Licensing act 2003 states the licensing objectives, two of which 
are: 
The prevention of crime and disorder. 
The prevention of public nuisance. 
 
I feel that granting a premises licence with licensable activities finishing after 23:00 
would increase disorder and public nuisance in the area from people who had been 
drinking either entering or leaving the premises and would encourage large groups of 
people to the area, which would contravene the licensing objectives. 
 
With the introduction of the no smoking regulations in 2007 there has been an 
increase in the number of people congregating outside of premises which leads to an 
increase in noise nuisance, which I believe would also occur at this premises. 
 
There is a public footpath called Oriental Walk which goes through and is in very 
close proximity to five residential buildings, from this footpath there is also easy 
access to private garages and cars parked in allocated spaces.  This footpath runs 
from the High Street to Queensway ending across the road from New York New New 
York's entrance.  I am concerned that granting a premises licence especially with 
very late hours would increase the number of people using this path and lead to 
crime and disorder in relation to parked cars and noise nuisance from rowdy people 
late at night. 
 
As I live in a residential building on Briton Street I believe that granting a premises 
licence would have a large detrimental effect upon my life in regards to any noise 
emanating from the premises and from any rowdy customers that had come from the 
premises.  This would affect me all year round but would be especially prevalent 
during the summer months when I am likely to have my windows open throughout 
the night and there are more people on the street, and because in the warmer 
weather people tend to stay around a premises longer thus increasing the potential 
for disorder and nuisance.  
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
Richard Amundson 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Renata Mazik [renatamazik@hotmail.co.uk] 
Sent: 08 April 2009 14:56 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objection 

Renata Mazik
163 Oceana Boulevard 

Briton Street
SOUTHAMPTON

Hampshire
SO14 3HW

 
The Licensing Team,
Southampton City Council,
PO Box 1344,
SOUTHAMPTON,
SO15 1WQ
 
Please read this email as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd for an Alcohol 
License for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, 
Southampton,
 
I wish to appeal the following:
 
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys
 
To whom this may concern I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above mentioned premises on 
Briton Street. It has come to my attention and many other resident’s at the residential complex that Nexum Company 
Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for both premises above.
 
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do not know exactly when they were shut 
down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, the Briton Street area WAS NOT  a residential area. 
 
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana Boulevard, City Court, 
Telephone House and other residential dwellings. The area is now what I would class a sophisticated “young 
professional” area and has some young families as tenants also within these complexes.
 
At the time of residents purchasing these properties we were made aware that the premises in question were to be 
torn down, and I can honestly and realistically say that if I or any of the purchasers had known that a nightclub was to 
be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere when purchasing a property in Southampton. 
 
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this objection. 
 
•               The prevention of crime and disorder 
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and disorder. If you look around 
the areas where the bars and clubs are present in Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people 
drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights and violence. Are you really suggesting that opening a night club within a 
residential area that crime and disorder would be at a zero. I think not. My property looks out on to Briton Street. 
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This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime of my property, from dunk people 
leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened state that smashing windows is something funny to do. 
 
•               Public Safety 
As per above the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or club you can do in West 
Quay where there are no residents and plenty of bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You cannot police such a 
thing in a residential area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable 
fights and drunken violence that would result from a club and bar.
 
•               The prevention of public nuisance 
I think public nuisance can count as noise, can you imagine living opposite a nightclub which plays dance music until 
5am, when you have small children, or even if not, a job to be prepared for and rested for in the morning. It would be 
a constant hell of noise and nuisance, I as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable.
 
•               The protection of children from harm 
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing children along late at night 
trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton 
Street.
Vandalism will cause broken glass which will also endanger children.
I feel that I don’t really have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone with common sense 
would see what a danger, a media frenzy and nuisance that this would cause.
 
Please do NOT grant this proposal for an alcohol license.
 
Regards,
Renata
tel. 07878561041
 

Surfing the web just got more rewarding. Download the New Internet Explorer 8 
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From: Lynette Bowen [lynette_bowen@hotmail.co.uk] 
Sent: 08 April 2009 15:52 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Licensing objection 
To whom it may concern, 
  
I am a resident of flat 73 Oceana Boulevard in Briton Street and have serious concern with 
regard to the application of the alcohol licences for the sites formerly McCluskys and New 
Yorks. 
  
This area of town is now predominantely residential and having a night club open to all 
hours is not appropriate for this part of town.   
  
I object upon the grounds that it will encourage drunk and disordely behaviour in the 
area, leading to potential crimes such as vandalism to property, fighting, noise and public 
nuisance. 
   
Yours Faithfully, 
  
Lynette Bowen 
  
 

Share your photos with Windows Live Photos – Free. Try it Now! 

file:////svr-nas-hmd01/home$/SBSLLIM1/idox/40744.htm30/04/2009 10:50:29

Page 342 of 543

http://clk.atdmt.com/UKM/go/134665338/direct/01/
sbsllim1
Placed Image



Joao.assunco@t-mobile.co.uk 
 
 
 

The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council, 
PO Box 1344, 
SOUTHAMPTON, 
SO15 1WQ 
 
 
 
To whom this may concern, 
 
 
Please accept this letter as my official objection to the Applications from Nexum Leisure 
Limited for Alcohol Licenses for the Former McClusky’s and New York, New York premises 
on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton, 
 
 
I wish to appeal the following licence applications: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN - New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN - McCluskys 
 
 
I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above mentioned premises on 
Briton Street. It has come to my attention and a very large number of other residents in the 
buildings, on and around Briton Street, that Nexum Leisure Limited has applied for alcohol 
licenses for both premises stated above. 
  
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar. I do not know exactly 
when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their operation, Briton Street 
was not a residential area and primarily comprised of commercial buildings. 
  
Since 2004 the regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the building of Oceana 
Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House, Merchants Quarter and several other residential 
dwellings in the area. This area is now what I would class a sophisticated, “young 
professional” area and also has young families as tenants within these complexes. 
  
At the time of residents purchasing these properties, we were made aware that the premises 
in question were to be torn down. I can honestly say that if I or any of the purchasers had 
known the nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere when purchasing a 
property in Southampton.  
  
It is for this reason and the following reasons, as per your four licensing objectives, that I 
make this objection: 
  
• The prevention of crime and disorder  
It is a direct link of alcohol and late night openings that supersedes crime, vandalism and 
disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in 
Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the street, patrol 
cars, fights and general violent behaviour. Are you really suggesting that opening a night 
club within a residential area, that crime and disorder would not dramatically increase? I 
think not. This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat of vandalism and crime of 
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my property and many others alike, from dunk people leaving the nightclub who may think in 
their heightened state that smashing windows or vandalising cars is something funny to do.  
 
• Public Safety  
As per above, the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a pub or 
club you can do so in West Quay or Bedford Place where there are plenty of bouncers on 
watch to prevent any harm to the public. You cannot police such a thing in a residential 
area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and put at risk by the 
inevitable fights and drunken violence that would result from a club and bar in this quiet 
residential area. 
 
• The prevention of public nuisance  
Public nuisance can count as noise and you can only imagine what it would be like living 
opposite a nightclub which plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children or a 
job to be rested and prepared for in the morning. It would be a constant life of disrupted 
sleep created by noise and nuisance. I, as a council tax payer do not find this acceptable. 
 
• The protection of children from harm  
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing 
children along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in 
danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street. Vandalism will also cause 
broken glass which will also endanger children.  
 
 
I feel that I do not have to say anything more, as this proposal is preposterous. Anyone can 
see what danger, media frenzy and nuisance granting these licenses would cause. 
  
 
Please DO NOT grant these proposals for alcohol licenses. 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
Joao Assuncao 
 
Flat 87, Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3HU 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 08 April 2009 18:59 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
J.Rowsell has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
Comments were submitted at 08/04/2009 18:58:39 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer: 
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
J.Rowsell 
Address:  
8 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
Southampton  
Postcode:  
SO14 3HF 
Email:  
jimrowsell@talktalk.net 
Phone Number:  
07841224104 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
I strongly object to this application on the grounds that if a licence to sell alcohol in a 
premises that will be open till 5am will result in the following  social disturbance 
issues for nearby residents : 
* Drunken behaviour by customers causing shouting and load noises disturbing the 
peace. 
* Vandalism to prperty and cars in Briton Street and Queensway. 
* Increased amount of litter and bodily fluids in the vicinity of the residential area. 
* This would also have a negative result in ability to sell or lease residential property. 
* Resulting in lowering the value of the residential property.  
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 

Page 345 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 346 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 347 of 543



Page 348 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 349 of 543



Page 350 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 351 of 543



Page 352 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 353 of 543



Page 354 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 355 of 543



Page 356 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 357 of 543



Page 358 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 359 of 543



Page 360 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 361 of 543



Page 362 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



Page 363 of 543



Page 364 of 543

sbsllim1
Placed Image



From: Licensing 
Sent: 09 April 2009 14:25 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Andrew Crowley has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
Comments were submitted at 09/04/2009 14:24:58 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Andrew Crowley 
 
Address:  
Select Education 
10A Queensway 
Southampton 
Postcode:  
SO14 3AZ 
Email:  
a.crowley@selecteducation.com 
Phone Number:  
02380 331345 
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Trader 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
 
Comments:  
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
As we are literally a few metres down Queensway from the premises in question, I 
must say that frankly I am appalled at the request for a licence of any sort for 
NewYorkNewYork. Since the previous club ceased to operate, we have experienced 
an unparalleled period of peace, quiet, no vandalism, no mess, no graffiti, no theft 
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and no threats to staff and visitors. I wish to lodge the strongest possible objection on 
the following grounds: 
 
1. As an education service, we are open from 0700 - 1800 each day and also hold 
weekly evening training sessions. Also, at various times we will have children of all 
ages visiting our premises. Suffice to say that when the previous clubs were 
functioning, our visiting schools and children had some pretty nasty experiences from 
the left overs of a night out including abuse, vomit, condoms and urine. 
2. The treatment that my staff and some visitors received especially for early morning 
and late evening sessions was sometimes terrifying and was a public safety issue. 
3. Our premises were regularly vandalised - signs, lights, doorway - regularly 
damaged, broken, covered in grafffiti.  
4. In conjunction with the above, there were also clear issues of public nuisance as 
our entrance canopy was frequented by people exiting from the clubs who would 
leave interesting items such as needles and condoms in the open porch area. The 
area around our entrance was also regularly used as a public urinal and depository 
for vomit, bottles and glasses. Worst of all, we often find drunks sleeping off their 
excesses when we arrived for work in the morning. 
 
I trust that the above comments will be respected and taken note of in what I 
sincerely hope will result in the Late Licence Application being refused. Please 
contact me if I may be of further assistance or if I can provide more information. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Andrew Crowley, Business Manager. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 09 April 2009 15:19 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
vikki upchurch has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 09/04/2009 15:18:48 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
Licence Description:  
Case Officer:  
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
vikki upchurch 
 
Address:  
23 goldsmiths court, 2 briton street, southampton 
 
Postcode:  
so14 3ed 
 
Email:  
vikkiupvhurch@hotmail.com 
 
Phone Number:  
02380909700 
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
Resident 
 
Objection Type:  
Licensing Objectives 
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Comments:  
I would like to make a representation in regards to the application for a premises 
licence for New York New York night club, 2 Queensway, Southampton, SO14 3AZ. 
I live in a residential block on Briton Street.  At present there is one restaurant called 
POSH and no other pub, bar or club in the vicinity of Briton Street or Queensway.  
Briton Street is a quiet mainly residential street and I am concerned that two 
premises opening in this area is going to attract a large number of people to this 
otherwise quiet road. 
Section 4(2) of the Licensing act 2003 states the licensing objectives, two of which 
are: 
The prevention of crime and disorder. 
The prevention of public nuisance. 
I feel that granting a premises licence with licensable activities finishing after 23:00 
would increase disorder and public nuisance in the area from people who had been 
drinking either entering or leaving the premises and would encourage large groups of 
people to the area, which would contravene the licensing objectives. 
My maain concern is that there is a public footpath called Oriental Walk which goes 
through and is in very close proximity to five residential buildings, from this footpath 
there is also easy access to private garages and cars parked in allocated spaces.  
This footpath runs from the High Street to Queensway ending opposite McClusky's 
Bar.  I am concerned that granting a premises licence especially with very late hours 
would increase the number of people using this path and lead to crime and disorder 
in relation to parked cars and noise nuisance from rowdy people late at night. Should 
this go ahead locked gates would need to be erected and paid for by the council to 
provide security of residents and their property With the introduction of the no 
smoking regulations in 2007 there has been an increase in the number of people 
congregating outside of premises which leads to an increase in noise nuisance, 
which I believe would also occur at this premises. 
As I live in a residential building on Briton Street I believe that granting a premises 
licence would have a large detrimental effect upon my life in regards to any noise 
emanating from the premises and from any rowdy customers that had come from the 
premises.   
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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From: Licensing 
Sent: 09 April 2009 15:39 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
Benjamin Rowe has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case 
Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess 
comments submissions. 
 
Comments were submitted at 09/04/2009 15:38:39 from IP 192.168.50.31. 
 
Application Summary 
------------------- 
Application Number:  
2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
Address:  
2 Queens Way 
Southampton 
SO14 3AZ 
 
Licence Description:  
 
 
Case Officer:  
 
 
Customer Details 
---------------- 
Name:  
Benjamin Rowe 
 
Address:  
Flat 23 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 
 
Postcode:  
SO14 3ED 
 
Email:  
bennyfunk@hotmail.com 
 
Phone Number:  
 
 
Comments 
-------- 
Representation Type:  
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Objection Type:  
 
 
Comments:  
Flat 23 Goldsmiths Court 
2 Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 3ED 
The Licensing Team      
Southampton City Council 
PO Box 1344 
Southampton 
SO15 1WQ 
 
9th April 2009 
To whom it may concern, 
I would like to make a representation in regards to the application for a premises 
licence for New York New York night club, 2 Queensway, Southampton, SO14 3AZ. 
I live in a residential block on Briton Street.  At present there is one restaurant called 
POSH and no other pub, bar or club in the vicinity of Briton Street or Queensway.  
Briton Street is a quiet mainly residential street and I am concerned that two 
premises opening in this area is going to attract a large number of people to this 
otherwise quiet road. 
Section 4(2) of the Licensing act 2003 states the licensing objectives, two of which 
are: 
The prevention of crime and disorder. 
The prevention of public nuisance. 
I feel that granting a premises licence with licensable activities finishing after 23:00 
would increase disorder and public nuisance in the area from people who had been 
drinking either entering or leaving the premises and would encourage large groups of 
people to the area, which would contravene the licensing objectives. 
With the introduction of the no smoking regulations in 2007 there has been an 
increase in the number of people congregating outside of premises which leads to an 
increase in noise nuisance, which I believe would also occur at this premises. 
As I live in a residential building on Briton Street I believe that granting a premises 
licence would have a large detrimental effect upon my life in regards to any noise 
emanating from the premises and from any rowdy customers that had come from the 
premises.  This would affect me all year round but would be especially prevalent 
during the summer months when I am likely to have my windows open throughout 
the night and there are more people on the street, and because in the warmer 
weather people tend to stay around a premises longer thus increasing the potential 
for disorder and nuisance.  
 
 
Yours Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Benjamin Rowe 
 
 
 
PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd. 
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The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council, 
PO Box 1344, 
SOUTHAMPTON, 
SO15 1WQ        

Date: 12 April 2009. 
 
 
Re: New York New York & McCluskys Applications – Nexum Leisure Ltd 
 
I am writing to express my concern in relation to the two Applications below, submitted by Nexum 
Leisure Limited, to re-open the former McClusky’s and NY NY premises on the corner of Briton Street 
and Queensway, requesting 24-hour Alcohol Licenses, and I wish to appeal against the following: 
 
2009/00612/01SPRN - New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN – McCluskys. 
 
The nightclub scene is not for everyone, and consideration should be given as to the appropriateness 
of a 24-hour nightclub with a license to sell alcohol up to 5 am 7 nights a week being allowed to operate 
in a residential area. In terms of the health and safety of people living in the area the impact on our 
Community would be devastating. The whole character of the area has changed since these premises 
last operated. It is a relatively quiet area for most of the time, with the normal background sounds of life 
and the living, and people going peacefully about their business, a good place to live, not in the hub of 
the noise and bustle of the city, and yet conveniently situated with local facilities, as well as for 
shopping in town.   
 
This is now very much a residential community with a mixture of age groups living here, and from all 
walks of life, including professionals, public service workers, those with young families, and retirees. 
With all the improvements that have taken place in this area it does not make any sense at all to re-
open these premises, even now the Council are carrying out work to provide new pavements with trees 
and seating for the residents to enhance the area. It was Southampton City Council who encouraged 
developers to build affordable properties in this area to enable first time buyers living and working in 
Southampton to purchase homes, the majority of whom are hard-working people, key to the area, who 
have taken on mortgages, and have to work. To work efficiently everyone needs a good night’s sleep.  
 
To allow the type of establishments being considered to re-open after so much residential development 
would be a complete about-turn by SCC, and a betrayal of all who live here. It was generally 
understood by people in the area that the run down properties extending up from the Briton Street / 
Queensway corner were to be demolished for development, and as far as can be ascertained so far, no 
solicitor advised their client that there was a possibility of these premises being re-opened. In the past 
the area was known for its regular outbreaks of fighting in the streets and vandalism by patrons of 
McCluskys & NYNY, they were renowned for their rowdy, foul-mouthed behaviour fuelled by alcohol.  
 
Nexum Leisure Ltd now want to sell alcohol every night of the year until 5am, and for entertainment 
through the night they would have an in-house amplified system, with visiting groups (and their 
groupies) pounding out amplified music; music-based Videos and DVDs; Films; Karaoke; and other 
adult entertainment, which includes topless dancers, and topless staff serving drinks; all the noise and 
associated problems would be spilling over into our community. It would be a constant source of 
nuisance to residents, and very difficult to police due to the number of people attending these clubs, 
innocent people could be caught up in volatile situations that occur between people who have been 
subjected to a period of loud music and alcohol. Noise would be an endless source of nuisance, and 
there would be a constant threat to the safety of the people living in close proximity to these premises, 
crime would escalate, and everyone in our community would be sitting ducks.  
 
There are so many bars, restaurants, clubs, casinos and nightclubs throughout Southampton that offer 
adult entertainment, including those close-by in Lower High Street, Oxford Street, and the Ocean 
Village area, that it would be more appropriate for our community to have some family orientated 
project introduced into the area, not a nightclub of this nature that would drastically disrupt people’s 
lives in the neighbourhood, and be totally out of place. Nexum Leisure need a suitable site away from 
residential living, a site similar to the Leisure World complex which is ideally based to make it easily 
accessible for tourists, and the population of Southampton and surrounding areas, not in the centre of, 
what is now, a local residential area.  
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My objections to each of these applications are based on the four licensing criteria shown in the 
Southampton City Council Statement of Licensing Policy (Licensing Act 2003). 
 
To sum up:  
 
1) The prevention of crime and disorder  
Based on my statement above: The likelihood that crime and disorder will soar in our area due to the 
number of people coming into the area, and the effects of loud music and late-night drinking cannot be 
denied. Pleasant, reasonable men and women can lose total control as a result of the misuse of 
alcohol, and there is always a percentage of people who get so hyped up, and out of their heads with 
booze and music, that all reason vanishes, and this is what the area will have to live with for 364 nights 
a year:  
- Residents will not feel safe in the streets, innocent passers-by will be in the line of fire, subjected to 
verbal abuse, or worse. 
- Car crime will increase, cars parked in Briton Street and Queensway will be at risk of damage or theft 
every night of the year. 
- Homes will be vandalised and at risk of break-ins, people in the area will not feel safe in their own 
homes.  
 
Nexum Leisure justify their ability to prevent crime and disorder  by: a) installing CCTV: b) 
management risk assessment / DrinkWatch; c) control alcohol consumption by not having a “happy 
hour” / drink promotion, there will be an unlimited supply of alcohol at a set price; d) anyone who turns 
up drunk, will not be let in; e) anyone who shows signs of inebriation will be turned out of the club.  
 
a) CCTV is passive observation, it tells us what has happened after an event, as we see in the 
media, this is a very hit and miss process, it may catch the perpetrator some of the time, but it 
does not stop crime (ask any victim), and those who intend to commit crime go out to avoid 
identification.  b) It is very difficult to monitor in a crowded, dimly lit environment, and with so 
many people a lot will slip through the net, and it has not worked in the past. c) The police will 
confirm that this has not proved to be the case, like 24 hour drinking was supposed to reduce 
drunkenness, the number of drunk and disorderly cases has increased. d) and e) in each case 
the individual will be free to roam our area, with the potential of being a public nuisance.  
Nexum Leisure’s responsibilities lie inside the clubs, and begin and end at the club entrances. 
 
 
2) Public Safety  
As demonstrated in 1) above: An ongoing threat to the safety of residents would be present due to the 
number of patrons visiting the area, and the nature of this business is likely to attract the wrong people 
into the area, i.e. drug peddlers, and sexual predators, general troublemakers /gangs, and the local 
vagrants. After a night of clubbing, patrons would be departing, as residents were starting to leave 
home for work, they would be at risk.  
Nexum Leisure have referred to: the standard building regulations, fire safety, number of patrons 
permitted at any one time (200 max) **their responsibility is to ensure that the environment within 
the club is safe for patrons and to eject those who become a source of trouble into the 
neighbourhood.  
 
With such high numbers of people coming into our area on a regular basis, residents would be 
put at risk, we would be concerned for our own personal safety, and that of our families. A 
police presence would be needed through the night, CCTV surrounding the club would not be 
sufficient. 
 
 
3) The prevention of public nuisance  
McC+NYNY = noise, disruption, trouble = general public nuisance = sleep deprivation for residents, a 
wide-awake nightmare for 364 nights a year!  
- Loud noises, alcohol/drug induced behaviour of people roaming the streets, sexual predators, broken 
glass, vomit, urine, litter; residents will not be able to escape this nightly invasion into our lives. 
- Patrons arriving and departing in vehicles throughout the day and night; car doors slamming; arguing 
couples, raised voices, hysterical screaming; groups out of control; vandalism to residents property; 
passers-by subjected to verbal abuse from rejected drunk and disorderly patrons; trashing groupies 
leaving their mark.  
 
Nexum Leisure will be:  a) placing up notices in the club asking their patrons to leave quietly, and b) 
will give some consideration to acoustics, and c) refuse. 
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a) What good will a notice do? But it is all that is required! Are patrons going to read it? Will 
they care? Even if they are asked to be quiet, will they listen? There is no reasoning with people 
hyped up by music and alcohol: b) Music, entertainers over the microphone, and the raised 
voices of the crowd inside are bound to be heard outside in the community, noise travels: c) 
Refuse-rats could become a neighbourhood problem, food would be served from11pm-5am. 
  
 
4) The protection of children from harm  
Children would be at risk: The chances of some underage drinkers getting into the club are high, and 
they would be vulnerable to having their drinks spiked, and to the other dangers referred to below: 
- The streets will not be safe for our children, due to the unsavoury characters that are drawn to events 
where crowds congregate, the sexual predators (paedophiles) and those who peddle drugs. 
- More risk of road accidents as there would be a large increase in vehicles coming and going in Briton 
Street and Queensway. There would also be the threat of drunken drivers.  
- Loud noises disrupt young lives too, it can be challenging enough for parents to get babies and 
toddlers to sleep, but it can be very difficult to get them back to sleeping soundly again once disturbed.  
- Toddlers out walking with their family would be at risk from broken glass through vandalism, cigarette 
butts, and pavements soiled with vomit, urine and litter.  
Nexum Leisure will: a) ensure there are no under age sales; and, b) no person under 18 will be 
permitted entry.  
 
a) and b) Good, but how can they be so sure among so many people, young people will find a 
way in if determined enough. 
 
 

*************************** 
 
The effect it would have on my life:  
My flat is on the 6th floor of Oceana Boulevard, and immediately overlooks the Briton Street / 
Queensway corner, and the main entrance to the nightclub. Noise carries outwards and upward, and 
the noise from these establishments would penetrate every room in my home, there would be no 
escaping this intrusion into my life. The source of nuisance would be never-ending 364 days of the 
year, and would make my life a total misery, a living hell! Nightclubs are ok, BUT NOT ON MY 
DOORSTEP.  
 
To argue that the lives of residents in the area will not be affected by the entertainment and music 
taking place inside the nightclubs, is totally unrealistic.  Of course the entertainers over microphones, 
and music will be heard, amplified or un-amplified, in addition there would be the responding sounds 
from the patrons, they are there to have fun and enjoy themselves, which is as it should be, but not at 
the expense of the residents in the area. The sounds will carry through the night, with constant noise 
intruding on the lives of everyone living in the area, and in particular those, like me, in such close 
proximity to these clubs. I would never knowingly purchase a property in close vicinity to a nightclub, let 
alone a flat overlooking the main entrance to the nightclub.    
 
The position of my flat is such that I would not be able to get away from the continual pounding music 
and sounds of the entertainers and patrons inside the crowded nightclubs, it would ruin my ability to 
work effectively, through lack of sleep (I have a mortgage to pay) and I am early to bed each night as I 
depart at 5 am each day. Sleep deprivation is a health hazard and the quality of my life would drop to 
zero. The nightly disturbance would be a constant source of nuisance, not only would my health be 
adversely affected by the noise emitting from the clubs, there would be the additional sounds of the 
vehicles driving along Briton Street, and down Queensway dropping off groups of people below my flat 
throughout the night, with the slamming of car doors, and voices of the patrons as they arrive and 
depart from the clubs. 
 
In addition, because my home is so close to the proposed nightclub premises I would not feel safe in 
my own home, for it is a fact that groups of men and women who are hyped up by music and alcohol 
can get out of control, and turn to threatening the safety of another, just for the hell of it. I have had 
people try to break into my flat due to the effects of alcohol, after they had left a nearby party in Briton 
Street. On the 27th September 2008 I was awoken by a group of drunken, foul-mouthed revellers who 
had found a way into the development. It was 3.15 am. They were banging and kicking my front door, 
shouting obscenities and trying to force the door handle to get into my home. I was terrified. They finally 
departed running amok through our development. I was not hurt, but deeply shocked, and reported the 
incident to the police (ref: SRS042) once I had recovered.  
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Although the above is an isolated case, it is just another illustration of the dangers that are likely to 
occur should these nightclubs re-open so close to residential property. People will be partying every 
night, and with the number of people coming into the area, statistics have proven that a percentage of 
these will cause trouble of some kind, and the threat would be there 364 nights of the year.  
 
 

 
I strongly object to the re-opening of either of these nightclubs  

THIS IS A RESIDENTIAL AREA, and  
is an unsuitable location for a nightclub. 

 
Please do NOT grant either of these proposals for alcohol licences.  

 
 
 

                    
                  

   
Signed:  J M  Trevellyan  
(Emailed  with a signed hard copy in post) 
 
Print Name:  JANET MARGUERITE TREVELLYAN                                                                
 
Date:12 APRIL 2009. 
 
Flat Number 21 
Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street 
SOUTHAMPTON 
HANTS SO14 3HF 

12 April 2009 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/100%20-%20COLLINS.txt[30/04/2009 11:53:33]

From: Licensing
Sent: 14 April 2009 09:04
To: Licensing
Subject: COLLINS - NEW YORK NEW YORK

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Shaun Collins has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 14/04/2009 09:03:41 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Shaun Collins

Address: 
200 Oceana Boulevard
Lower Canal Walk
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3JG

Email: 
shaun.collins@cbre.com

Phone Number: 
02380 206357

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/100%20-%20COLLINS.txt[30/04/2009 11:53:33]

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I object to this licensing application on the grounds that the area around this property is now, in the majority, 
residential. In order to continue the 'regeneration' of this area the area should remain as is, or the use of buildings 
should be sympathetis to the residential majority in the atrea.

In addition, having a premises attracting young people and alcohol into the area which would presently be 
accomodated elsewhere in the city would no doubt lead to more crime and damage occuring to the neighbouring 
residential properties. This coupled with the increase in alcoho-fuelled aggressive behaviour would make the 
resedential area an intimidating place on Friday and Saturday evenings.

Finally the playing of loud music until approximately 5am, and the associated noise of people leaving the premises 
does not compliment the majority residential area and would prevent sleep to residents and in fact be a nuisance to 
those dwellings nearby.

I trust you take on board my comments when considering this application, please feel free to call me if you wish to 
discuss.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/101%20-%20LIVINGSTONE.txt[30/04/2009 11:52:42]

From: Licensing
Sent: 11 April 2009 11:35
To: Licensing
Subject: Livingstone - New York New York

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Rachael Livingstone has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You 
have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated 
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 11/04/2009 11:34:31 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Rachael Livingstone

Address: 
141 Oceana Boulevard,
Orchard Place,
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HW

Email: 
r.l.livingstone@gmail.com

Phone Number: 
07834 991685

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/101%20-%20LIVINGSTONE.txt[30/04/2009 11:52:42]

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
Living right next to the building I feel the noise and the vandalisim that a night club will bring is not suitable for this 
area.  The council are currently rennovating this area with new paving, trees and benches which will be quickly ruined 
with a nightclub.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/102%20-%20STEWART.txt[30/04/2009 11:52:04]

From: Licensing
Sent: 10 April 2009 17:13
To: Licensing
Subject: STEWART - NEW YORK NEW YORK

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Kelly Stewart has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 10/04/2009 17:12:46 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Kelly Stewart

Address: 
31 coopers court
4 Briton street
southampton

Postcode: 
so143en

Email: 

Phone Number: 
07747 312717

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/102%20-%20STEWART.txt[30/04/2009 11:52:04]

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to this bar opening till 5am as I am a resident here and the bar has been open before and caused 
alot of trouble with fighting outside and dammage to cars in the area. I would also feel unsafe walking home from 
work.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/103%20-%20VARDY.txt[30/04/2009 11:51:20]

From: Licensing
Sent: 10 April 2009 17:39
To: Licensing
Subject: Vardy - New York New York

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Alastair Vardy has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 10/04/2009 17:38:34 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Alastair Vardy

Address: 
31 Coopers Court
4 Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
so143en

Email: 
alastairvardy@hotmail.com

Phone Number: 
07779 802512

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/103%20-%20VARDY.txt[30/04/2009 11:51:20]

Objection Type: 

Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to this bar opening.
I am a resident here and when this bar was open before there was constant fighting and brawling, with damage to the 
cars and property's in the surrounding area. I would not feel safe at night walking home from my work.

There are plenty of other nicer bars in this neibourhood to drink at, we do not need that crap hole opening up again 
Thank you!

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/104%20-%20NI.txt[30/04/2009 11:50:23]

From: Licensing
Sent: 13 April 2009 13:47
To: Licensing
Subject: NI - NEW YORK NEW YORK ?

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Mr and Mrs Ni has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 13/04/2009 13:47:08 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Mr and Mrs Ni

Address: 
64 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HU

Email: 
songni@gmail.com

Phone Number: 
02380 386875

Comments
--------
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/104%20-%20NI.txt[30/04/2009 11:50:23]

Representation Type: 
Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
Dear Sir or Madam,

As residents of Oceana Boulevard in Briton Street, we wish to register our objection to the proposed application to re-
open and extend the licensing hours of the night club, New York, New York, located at 2 Queens Way, Southampton.

2 Queens Way is obviously not a suitable location for a nightclub, because it's in the centre of our housing. The re-
open and extended hours of New York, New York will result in drunkenness, anti-social behaviour including loud talk 
and shouting by drinkers during the night. We feel that the extended licensing hours would cause a major disruption to 
what is a quite residential area. 

We would be gratefull if you would take into account our objections to the re-open and extended hours.

Yours sincerely,

Mr & Mrs Ni

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/105%20-%20ANSARI.txt[30/04/2009 11:49:22]

From: Licensing
Sent: 11 April 2009 10:59
To: Licensing
Subject: Ansari - New York New York ?

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Salman Ansari has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 11/04/2009 10:59:04 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Salman Ansari

Address: 
Flat 274 Oceana Boulevard
Lower Canal Walk
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3JP

Email: 
salmanansari@msn.com

Phone Number: 
07812589133

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/105%20-%20ANSARI.txt[30/04/2009 11:49:22]

Objection Type: 
Supporting Representation

Comments: 
I wish to OBJECT to this new premises - we already have enough noise over the weekend nights when late-night 
partyers are rowdy on the streets so this new bar will only exacerbate the problem and it will be happening daily. I 
have to be up at 5AM for work and I have to sleep early for that. Please consider my plea. Thanks!

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/106%20-%20GALBRAITH.txt[30/04/2009 11:48:08]

From: Licensing
Sent: 10 April 2009 11:45
To: Licensing
Subject: GALBRAITH - NEW YORK NEW YORK - invalid part of same rep

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Rebecca Galbraith has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 10/04/2009 11:45:10 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Rebecca Galbraith

Address: 
47 Telephone House,
Southampton,

Postcode: 
sO14 2NW

Email: 
u_becca@hotmail.com

Phone Number: 
07941 398720

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/106%20-%20GALBRAITH.txt[30/04/2009 11:48:08]

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
We have also just noticed than this license application asks for topless dancing by performers and staff.  We would 
object very strongly to this type of establishment opening at all.  Southampton needs sustainable development NOT 
entertainment for niche audiences.  We already have to put up with For Your Eyes Only which has made that part of 
the High Street feel seedy and unsafe and in my view, stunted investment by other A1 and A3 uses.

Please do not grant this license application.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/114%20-%20RUDKIN.txt[30/04/2009 11:40:34]

From: Licensing
Sent: 14 April 2009 16:30
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Neal Rudkin has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 14/04/2009 16:29:33 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Neal Rudkin

Address: 
Flat 186,
Oceana Boulevard,
Lower Canal Walk,

Postcode: 
SO143JG

Email: 
njr_210@yahoo.co.uk

Phone Number: 
02380225045

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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Objection Type: 

Comments: 
I feel that opening a nightclub, especially one with such long opening hours, in this area will create a lot of nuisance 
for local residents. As the area is more residential than commercial, the noise, litter and drunken behaviour that will be 
generated by this club, is not in keeping with the areas character. It is my belief, that what is currently a peaceful, safe 
neighbourhood, will become a no-go area at night, due to the behaviour of the clubs customers and could result in an 
increase in vandalism and minor criminal actions in the surrounding area.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/115%20-%20DONELLY.txt[30/04/2009 11:39:40]

From: Licensing
Sent: 15 April 2009 10:14
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Callum Donnelly has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 15/04/2009 10:13:48 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Callum Donnelly

Address: 
104 Oceana Boulevard
Orchard Place
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HW

Email: 
callum.donnelly@hotmail.co.uk

Phone Number: 
07976015241

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/115%20-%20DONELLY.txt[30/04/2009 11:39:40]

Objection Type: 

Comments: 
I currently live in the building opposite the premises - Oceana Boulevard. I strongly object to opening of the nightclub 
as the area is now predominantly residential. A number of residents bought properties with reassurance that the 
premises would be demolished and the only likely use would be residential or possibly retail (i.e. a convenience store). 
The noise pollution would be intolerable, especially if a licence is granted until 5 am. Oceana Boulevard/Briton Street 
is now an area with residents from a variety of age groups, a nightclub in an area where young families and elderly 
couples are commonplace is a very bad idea. I would also be concerned about an increase in alcohol related crime, 
specifically vandalism and intimidating behaviour with drunken people falling out of a club just yards away from our 
front doors. It is not a case of 'not on my doorstep' but the majority of other clubs in Southampton are in appropriate 
areas where residential population is minimal such as Leisure World and Bedford Place. Opening a club in the heart of 
a densely populated residential area is asking for trouble, especially when you consider the reputation of the previous 
clubs situated on the premises. Here's hoping common sense prevails!

Thanks
Callum

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/116%20-%20GRANGER.txt[30/04/2009 11:38:34]

From: Licensing
Sent: 15 April 2009 12:40
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Bruce Granger has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 15/04/2009 12:39:38 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Bruce Granger

Address: 
99 oceana boulevard
Briton Streeet
Sothampton

Postcode: 
SO 14 3HU

Email: 
bruce.granger@lv.com

Phone Number: 
07710 587185

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Supporting Representation

Comments: 
Objecting to licencing of McCluskey's and New York New York night Clubs based on:
   -current experience of vandalism /theft in area likely to deteriote further.

    -objective should be to invest in improvinng surround as residential area-see current works and local developments.

    -obvious concern with impact on propert values and general enironment/noise /charachter of area etc. 

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 15 April 2009 18:29
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Richard Rombouts has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 15/04/2009 18:28:40 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Richard Rombouts

Address: 
Flat 51 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HU

Email: 
richard_rombouts@hotmail.com

Phone Number: 

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I am writing to object to the above application on the ground of potential public nuisance. I am greatly concerned that 
the proposal, if it goes ahead, will have significant detrimental effects on the living area. As a local resident this is a 
matter of concern which affects me and other local residents who live in the Oceana Boulevard apartment block facing 
Briton Street (over 50 addresses).

The proposed location is not suitable for a night club because it is in the centre of a recently developed residential area. 
I live across the road from the proposed entrance on the 1st floor (my bedroom is directly overlooking the entrance to 
New York, New York) and I am deeply concerned about the potential nuisance this nightclub will have.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/118%20-%20CRUDGINGTON.txt[30/04/2009 11:35:52]

From: Licensing
Sent: 16 April 2009 10:03
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Lee Crudgington has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 16/04/2009 10:02:31 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Lee Crudgington

Address: 
Flat 20 Coopers Court,
4 Briton Street, Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3EN

Email: 
lee_813@yahoo.com

Phone Number: 

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I object to this licence application because of the certainty of noise damage and vandalism it would bring to an entirely 
residential area.

While this building was previously operated as a nightclub, this was years before there were any flats nearby.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 19 April 2009 18:31
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Darren Baker has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 19/04/2009 18:31:08 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Darren Baker

Address: 
Flat 7
6 Briton Street
Southampton
Hampshire

Postcode: 
SO14 3ES

Email: 
nerrad71@aol.com

Phone Number: 
02380330423

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I am writing to lodge an objection regarding the reapplication of the licence to McClusky's, 8 Queens Way and New 
York nightclub, 2 Queens Way, Southampton and the proposal to transform both of these premises into a 'superclub'.

As a resident of 6 Briton Street, about 50 metres from the club entrance, I am very against the reopening of both these 
premises. When I first purchased my property on Briton Street five years ago, both premises were open for business 
and made life very unpleasant for local residents for the following reasons: the bass noise from the loud music could 
be heard from within the flats, especially at weekends, until closing time at 2am; from closing time at 2am, shouts, 
screams and loud singing from people leaving the nightclub could  be heard outside in the street; cars were often being 
vandalised including wing mirrors being broken; rubbish, and even vomit, was often found in the doorways of the 
communal entrances.

However, all these problems have now stopped since the closure of both McClusky's and New York nightclub 
following the council's refusal to renew the licenses in 2005.

With the amount of new housing attracting many professionals into the city, Briton Street has become a desirable 
residential area during the past few years. Is a 'superclub', with the reputation of McClusky's and the New York 
nightclub, really what Southampton Council would agree to in the centre of this up and coming new community? After 
all, the council is investing a lot of money in Briton Street with the redevelopment of the road and pavements.
People are spending a lot of money on these properties and agreeing to reissue the licences is going to have a 
devastating effect on the market value of our properties, the quality of living and the safety of all residents with up to 
1300 clubbers on our doorsteps.

I was interested to read in the Echo, following the protest by local residents, that Nexum chief executive Paul Kinsey 
said he would target 19 to 24-year-old clubbers and was not looking to attract "undesirable characters" but "people 
with good jobs". With the addition of a closing time of 5am and "topless dancing on select nights" I do not understand 
how this would attract anything but the "undesirable characters" Mr Kinsey is talking about. Do the council agree this 
would be a "better quality club than anything in the town" and attract a "good quality clubbing crowd"?

Having spoken to other residents regarding this matter I know there is a very strong feeling that a bar/nightclub is not 
needed or welcome in this area. There are other locations possible for a nightclub like the one proposed that would not 
damage the quality of living for the many residents that have been encouraged to invest in the city. 

I look forward to hearing what the decision will be in the future.

Darren Baker
Flat 7
6 Briton Street
Southampton
Hampshire
SO14 3ES

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Claire Smith  
Sent: 19 April 2009 12:42 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Public Access For Licensing - Application Comments 
(2009/00612/01SPRN) 
 
My husband and I own a property,flat 200 at Oceana Boulevard. 
We currently rent out this property and feel this has been successful because of 
the proposed regeneration of the area and the quieter nature of the surrounding 
streets in recent years. 
Whilst we appreciate that this is still a town centre location we do not feel it at all 
appropriate to open a night club facility so close to residential properties. The late 
hours that the club would open,would no doubt increase noise levels,encourage 
alcohol fuelled aggressive behaviour and the need for increased emergency calls 
due to complaints of noise and unrest. 
  
We both strongly object to the current proposal and would hope that it will be 
declined for all of the above reasons. 
  
  
Mr and Mrs T. G. Smith 
The Cottage 
Dappers Lane 
Angmering 
West Sussex 
BN16 4EN 

 

From Claire Smith 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/129%20-%20ROBINSON.txt[30/04/2009 11:17:24]

From: Licensing
Sent: 21 April 2009 10:05
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

David Robinson has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 21/04/2009 10:04:31 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
David Robinson

Address: 
2 City Court
15 Lower Canal Walk
Briton Street

Postcode: 
SO14 3HL

Email: 
marionrobinson&@aol.com

Phone Number: 
07850545007

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I object strongly to this application because it will greatly impose on the quiet enjoyment of my property. When this 
was purchased it was in a 'disadvantaged area' which the government allowed Stamp Duty relief on to bring the area 
'up' and make it residential rather than commercial. This proposal will do the opposite, and instigate much more noise 
to the area, with intoxicated young people, taxis, and the inevitable police cars, etc. Vandalism which we already have 
a problem with will undoubtably increase with the volume of people. As will the vomit and urine in the vicinity. Also 
the safety of residents will I feel decrease, as they are already sometimes followed into their premises by strangers 
pretending they live there. The bravado created by alcohol will increase this aspect. The cost to the community, and the 
council, would be too great to allow this.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: JOHN BAKER  
Sent: 21 April 2009 21:34 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Objection to Applications: 2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York, 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 

John A Baker
111 Oceana Boulevard

Orchard Place
SOUTHAMPTON

Hampshire
SO14 3HW

 
The Licensing Team,  
Southampton City Council,                 21 April 2009  
PO Box 1344,  
SOUTHAMPTON,  
SO15 1WQ  
   
   
Dear Sirs,  
   
   
OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATIONS  
   
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York  
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys  
   
This email is my objection to the Application from the Nexum Company Ltd for an Alcohol License 
for the Former McClusky’s and New York’s premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, 
Southampton,  
   
I confirm that I wish to appeal to the applications detailed below;  
   
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York  
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys  
   
I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is located opposite the above-mentioned premises on 
Briton Street/Queensway. I see that the Nexum Company Ltd have applied for an alcohol license for 
both premises.  
   
When the above premises were last used as a nightclub, Briton Street was a 
commercial area with the City Court, Customs House and Telephone House all being 
used during normal working hours.  
Now all those premises have been replaced with residential dwellings, including 
Oceana Boulevard, City Court, and Telephone House. Many families are now moving 
in to the area to take advantage of St John’s Infant and Nursery school at the end of 
Briton Street.  
Briton Street is now a residential area, and the Council have recognised this by 
pumping in £6 million to regenerate the city centre, including the excellent 
improvements to Briton Street, which are still underway.  
   
When I purchased my flat I was made aware that the premises in question had planning permission for 
residential use. If I had known that these nightclubs were to be re-opened I would not have purchased a 
property in this area of Southampton.  
   
It is for this, and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I make this objection.  
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• The Prevention of Crime and Disorder  
   
Take a look at the areas where pubs and clubs are located. In the late evening it is not unusual to see the 
police in attendance, and young people drunk in the street. Is opening a night club with a ‘late license’, 
and within a residential area really not going to increase crime and disorder?  
This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to vandalism and crime of the properties in 
Briton Street, from dunk people leaving the nightclub that may think that petty vandalism and smashing 
windows is ‘fun’!  
   
• Public Safety  
   
As per the above, public and residents safety will be put at risk.  
The opening of these clubs in a residential area will reduce public safety. Currently, Southampton’s 
‘late night’ clubs are located away from residential areas. People wanting to walk safely at night would 
be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken violence that would result from a club 
and bar.  
   
• The Prevention of Public Nuisance  
   
I am a shift worker, sometimes I have to leave for work at 0500 and I do not want to have to negotiate 
groups of people leaving the club as I am on my way to work. I do not want to live opposite a nightclub 
that plays dance music until 0500! I want to sleep. I am an Air Traffic Controller – I have to have a 
good night’s sleep and be rested for the morning. If this permission is granted it will be a constant hell, 
of noise and nuisance. I am a council tax payer and do not find this acceptable.  
   
• The Protection of Children from Harm  
   
As stated earlier, young families live in this area. What state is the surrounding area going to be in after 
the club closes in the morning? The vandalism previously mentioned will surely endanger children.  
   
   
In conclusion, this proposal to issue an alcohol license to Nexum Company for either of the locations is 
madness. By granting any applications for licenses, the Council are going to cause a big nuisance to a 
large number of local residents. This will also alienate a large number of council taxpayers.  
   
   
I urge you NOT to grant these applications for alcohol licenses.  
   
John A Baker  
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/131%20-%20ALLEN.txt[30/04/2009 11:14:57]

From: Licensing
Sent: 22 April 2009 08:03
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Natalie Allen has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 22/04/2009 08:02:44 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Natalie Allen

Address: 
Apartment 70
Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HU

Email: 
nha20@aol.com

Phone Number: 
07742 672222

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I am writing to object to the licence application for New York, New York and McCluskey's on the grounds of potential 
public nuisance, increase noise during unsocialable hours.   My apartment although is on the 9th floor, my bedroom 
faces one of the entrances to the site in question.  I can hear people walking along in the street at night, therefore 
increase in people will naturally create an increase in noise.  I am also confident that when people will be leaving the 
venue, we will experience an increase in vandalism.  I own my property and since my purchase 4 years ago (I brought 
a year before I moved in), the nightclub was closed.  I would never had even considered the purchase if a nightclub 
was going to be granted a further licence.  Clearly during this period the surroundings of the nightclub have changed to 
residential rather than social venues.  Therefore I do not wish for the licence to be granted as it so no longer an 
appropriate location for a nightclub.  If granted the licence, all our properties will reduce significantly in value.  I 
already experience increase in noise from 2 social venues in my surrounding area, POSH and the Dockers Club behind 
New York New York.  Numerious residents have complained to both of these venues in the past due to excessive noise 
in the early hours of the morning.  I am sure you will appreciate all properties have reduced in equity in this current 
climate, therefore if value is reduced further by the licensing being approved, a large proportion our apartments will 
fall into negative equity.  This would be highly unacceptable.  Therefore on all the above reasons I do not wish for the 
license to be granted.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/132%20-%20FARRAGHER.txt[30/04/2009 11:14:06]

From: Licensing
Sent: 22 April 2009 10:12
To: Licensing
Subject: Farragher - NYNY

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Donna Farragher has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 22/04/2009 10:11:57 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Donna Farragher

Address: 
74 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HU

Email: 
donna.farragher@skandia.co.uk

Phone Number: 

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
Dear Sir,

As a resident of Briton Street I am disturbed to note this application and I trust the licensing committee will see sense 
and dismiss this at their earliest opportunity.

There are many reasons to object, the obvious ones being; the prevention of crime and disorder, public safety, public 
nuisance, vandalism and protecting children from harm.

Southampton absolutely does not need a nightclub or bar in this part of town. It would clearly link revelers between 
Ocean Village, Oxford Street to bars like Walkabout at the bottom of the High Street and the sheer number of drunken 
incidents; noise and general nuisance would be incredible. Oceana Boulevard, directly opposite, would become a prime 
target for incidents of drunken vandalism, as would the beautiful Queens Park.

I am aware this was a previously licensed venue, but that was well before Briton Street became a residential area. I 
used to frequent New York New York as a teenager and remember witnessing many fights outside in the street. On 
one occasion I ended up accompanying a friend to Southampton General Hospital as he had been head butted and lost 
a tooth directly outside the venue. 

The general noise upon leaving the venue was something I remember well, not to mention the regular flashing blue 
police lights and stench from the nearby burger vans are instant memories.

I would estimate 2000 people live on or adjacent to Briton Street and to put a nightclub slap bang in the middle of it all 
is a ridiculous notion, especially when Southampton City Council are currently spending hundreds of thousands of 
pounds redeveloping the street.

From a personal point of view we have a 15 month old child whose bedroom is roughly 15 metres from the entrance to 
the venue, how is he supposed to sleep with all the goings on associated with a licensed venue until way after 5am 
when all the revelers / taxis / food outlets have gone home?

Why was this license not applied for prior to all the redevelopment that has gone on? And why have Barratt's sold a 
plot of land that was set aside for housing to an entertainment company?

I hope common sense prevails and this application is thrown out.

 
Donna Farragher

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Pete Devereux  
Sent: 22 April 2009 10:31 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Licensing Objection 
Dear Sirs  
 
Re: 2009/00612/01SPRN & 2009/00580/01SPRN 
 
As a resident of Briton Street I am disturbed to note this application and I 
trust the licensing committee will see sense and dismiss this at their earliest 
opportunity. 
 
There are many reasons to object, the obvious ones being; the prevention of 
crime and disorder, public safety, public nuisance, vandalism and protecting 
children from harm. 
Southampton absolutely does not need a nightclub or bar in this part of town. 
It would clearly link revelers between Ocean Village, Oxford Street to bars like 
Walkabout at the bottom of the High Street and the sheer number of drunken 
incidents, noise and general nuisance would be incredible. Oceana Boulevard, 
directly opposite, would become a prime target for incidents of drunken 
vandalism, as would the beautiful Queens Park. 
 
I am aware this was a previously licensed venue, but that was well before 
Briton Street became a residential area. I used to frequent both New York 
New York & McClusky's as a teenager and remember witnessing many fights 
outside in the street. On one occasion I ended up accompanying a friend to 
Southampton General Hospital as he had been head butted and lost a tooth 
directly outside the venue.  
The general noise upon leaving the venue was something I remember well, 
not to mention the regular flashing blue police lights and stench from the 
nearby burger vans are instant memories. 
I would estimate 2000 people live on or adjacent to Briton Street and to put a 
nightclub slap bang in the middle of it all is a ridiculous notion especially when you, 
Southampton City Council, are currently spending hundreds of thousands of pounds 
redeveloping the street. 
 
From a personal point of view we have a 15 month old child whose bedroom 
is roughly 15 metres from the entrance to the venue, how is he supposed to 
sleep with all the goings on associated with a licensed venue until way after 
5am when all the revelers / taxis / food outlets have gone home? 
Why was this license not applied for prior to all the redevelopment that has 
gone on? And why have Barratt's sold a plot of land that was set aside for 
housing to an entertainment company? 
 
I do hope common sense prevails and this application is thrown out. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 Pete Devereux 
 
74 Oceana Boulevard 
Briton Street Southampton SO14 3HU 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/136%20-%20HARTSHORN%20HARWOOD.txt[30/04/2009 10:56:44]

From: Licensing
Sent: 22 April 2009 19:47
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Nickolas Hartshorn & Hannah Harwood has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing 
Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a 
designated mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 22/04/2009 19:46:30 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Nickolas Hartshorn & Hannah Harwood

Address: 
30 Coopers Court
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3EN

Email: 
nickhartshorn@hotmail.com

Phone Number: 
02380226261

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
Since this was last a nightclub this area has changed to be substantially more residential with many new falts built.    
In adddition Briton Street now has 5 storey buildings on both sides of the road which reflect noise.    We occasionally 
get disturbance at night with noisy indivuals but the likelihood is much greater with people leaving late night clubs in 
the area.     Opening a late night club in this locaion seems inconsistent with the plan to encourage the area as a 
residential area.    There are already many clubs and large drinking establishments in the lower high street although 
these seems to be struggling due to lack of demand so why should an additional club open in the middle of a large 
residential area.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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        Dr John Blythe MBBS BDS MFDS RCS(Eng) 

     189 Lower Canal Walk 
         Southampton 

                                                 SO14 3JG 
 
         21.4.09 
  

Licensing Team 
Southampton City Council 
PO Box 1344 
Southampton 
SO15 1WQ 
 
Dear Licensing Team 
 
Re: Objection to licence application for the premises on 2 Queensway, formerly 
known as NewYork’s and McCluskey’s. 2009/00612/01SPRN 
 
I am writing to strongly object to the 24-hour licence application submitted by Nexum 
Leisure. As a resident in Oceana Boulevard located on the opposite side of the road to 
the former nightclub I have great concerns with the plans to redevelop this site into 
another nightclub on the following grounds: 
 

1. Excess noise from the premises during the night. I work as a surgeon at the 
local hospital. My ability to provide an effective and efficient service requires 
me to have sufficient rest. Intermittent noise from the nightclub will cause 
sleep disturbance and will be detrimental to my daytime performance. 

2. Excessive vehicle activity and the related noise in the street of people arriving 
and leaving the premises. An increased demand for taxis, buses and private 
transport will lead to unacceptable noises and increased dangers on the roads 
around this area. 

3. Increased activity around the streets at this time may increase the rate of 
property and car crime and interpersonal violence. 

4. Since the former night club was open a number of residential properties have 
been erected in close proximity to 2 Queensway. This has lead to a positive 
shift from a commercial area to a luxury residential neighbourhood. The 
resident demographics span all generations. Such a redevelopment may have a 
negative impact on children and the elderly in the area.  

 
 
 
Thank you for taking the time to consider my objections. If you require any further 
information do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
Dr John Blythe 
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The Licensing Team         Alison Cole  
Southampton City Council         9 Chandlers Court 
PO Box 1344          Briton Street 
Southampton          Southampton 
SO15 1WQ          SO14 3EZ 
 

23th April 2009 
 

To whom it may concern, 

I would like to make a representation in regards to the application for a premises licence for New 
York New York night club, 2 Queensway, Southampton,SO14 3AZ, and to the application for a 
premises licence for McClusky’s bar, 8 Queensway, Southampton, SO14 3AZ. 

When the premises known as McClusky’s and New York’s were last open not only were there a 
number of incidents that the police had to attend to but the use of buildings in the area was very 
different.  Having looked at the applications I do not feel that these factors have been taken into 
consideration and because of this I can not see how the granting of a licence for these premises will 
meet the licensing objectives especially the prevention of crime and disorder and the prevention of 
public nuisance. 
 
It is the same operator that owned the premises and employed the previous licence holder, that is 
now the applicant for these two premises licenses.   
 
Before the Licensing Act  2003 came into force McClusky’s had a Justices On Licence , a special 
hours certificate which allowed the to open after 23:00 but no where near 24 hours and a Public 
Music and Dancing certificate which in addition to the general conditions on all Public Music and 
Dancing certificate’s also had specific conditions relating to this premise.  In 2005 the committee 
refused to renew the public music and dancing certificate for this premises.   
 
New York New York’s also had a Justices On Licence, a special hours certificate which allowed the 
premises to open after 23:00 but no where near 24 hours and a Public Music and Dancing certificate 
which in addition to the general conditions on all public music and dancing certificate’s also had 
specific conditions relating to this premise.  In 2005 the committee refused to renew the Public Music 
and Dancing certificate for this premises. 
 
The committee decided not to renew the certificate due to residential objections.  The committee 
decided that they could not access the impact of the operation of the premises on the 
area/community as the operators had not provided a clearly defined operational plan for the 
premises.  Having looked at the application and the fact that the applicant is the same operator and is 
asking for significantly more than the premises was previously licensed for, and the lack of 
information in the operation schedule of the application, I find it hard to believe that any thought has 
gone into how the premises will be run and the impact it will have on the residents in the area. 
 
Although both of these premises had Special Hours Certificates and public music and dancing 
certificate’s which let them open and have entertainment after 23:00 the main use of buildings in the 
vicinity was considerably different at the time.  Directly opposite New York New York’s night club on 
Briton Street there is now a very large residential building, when McClusky’s and New York New 
York’s were open this used to be an office building, further along the road there used to be a gym and 
this is now a residential building and a gym and then at the end of the road there used to be an office 
building and is now a residential building.  The main use of buildings along this road has changed 
dramatically and there is currently only one premises in the area with a premises licence and this is a 
restaurant (P.O.S.H). 
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There is also a public footpath called Oriental Walk that runs from the High Street to opposite 
McClusky’s.   This footpath passes very close to five residential buildings including a court yard over 
looked by balconies.  From this footpath people also have access to cars parked in allocated spaces 
for residents of these buildings and a large number of garages. Therefore there is  potential for the 
increase in Crime and Disorder from customers of McClusky’s and New York New York’s. 
 
Having looked at the application forms and plans the applicant does not seem to have made or is 
planning to make any changes internally or externally at either premises and therefore there is no 
recognition or allowance for the smoking regulation that came into effect in 2007.  Since the smoking 
legislation has come into effect there have been a larger number of people on the street outside of 
premises which has lead to an increase in noise nuisance.  As the applicants have made no provision 
for smokers at the premises I can only assume that their customers will congregate outside of the 
main doors of each premises which would be a large source of public nuisance. 
 
In the operating schedule for each application the applicants have only entered a small number of 
measures in regard to each of the licensing objectives.  For the Prevention of Crime and Disorder the 
have offered CCTV, challenge 21, no drink promotions offering unlimited alcohol for a set price and to 
be part of the local pub watch scheme, but any decision to use door staff will by way of a 
management risk assessment which means that this will not be able to be a condition of their 
licenses.   
 
Apart from complying with existing legislation they have not put in anything on how they will ensure 
public safety. 
 
Under Prevention of Public Nuisance they have said that they will comply with Environmental Health 
legislation and that they will put up notices asking their customers to leave quietly. 
 
For the Protection of Children from Harm they have said that no under 18’s will be allowed entry to 
the premises. 
 
From the lack of information relating to the licensing objectives in the operating schedule I think that it 
is clear that the applicants have not considered the effect that these premise on a quite mainly 
residential area. 
 
I have attached a photo of the area showing both premises, all the residential properties in the area 
and the public footpath.  This photo clearly shows how close the residential properties are to the two 
premises and the easy access customers of the premises would have to residential buildings and 
property. 
 
For your information I am a resident in the vicinity and am acting in that capacity although I am a 
Licensing Enforcement Officer for Southampton City Council.  It is not part of my job to process 
applications or put committee reports for hearings together.  I would like to confirm that I have not 
had anything to do with these two applications. 
 
 
Regards 
 
 
 
 
Alison Cole 
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From: Magnus Mckie  
Sent: 24 April 2009 12:18 
To: Clowes, Hayley 
Subject: RE: New York, New York & McClusky's 
  
Dear Hayley - please consider the below as likelyeffects of the grant under review: 
  
 The prevention of crime and disorder  
There is a link of alcohol and late night openings to incresed crime, vandalism and 
disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and clubs are present in 
Southampton, you can not deny that you see police, young people drunk in the 
street, patrol cars, fights and general violent behaviour. This nightclub opening would 
create an obvious threat of vandalism and crime of my property and many others 
alike, from drunk people leaving the nightclub who may think in their heightened state 
that smashing windows or vandalising cars is something funny to do. We know this 
happens. 
 
• Public Safety  
As per above, the public and residents safety would be at risk. If you want to go to a 
pub or club you can do so in West Quay or Bedford Place where there are plenty of 
bouncers on watch to prevent any harm to the public. You cannot police such a thing 
in a residential area. People wanting to walk safely at night would be harassed and 
put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunken violence that would result from a club 
and bar in this quiet residential area. 
 
The is also the question of health in the context of safety - people who lived in the 
area when the nightclubs were open often had to deal with cleaning up urine and 
sickness from outside their front doorsteps. One lady also told me about soeone 
urinating through a letterbox on the ground floor. We all know such things happen in 
the vicinity of nightclubs, especially with the age group Nexum are trying to attract. 
CCTV could record these events to increse the chance of perpetrators being 
reprimanded but CCTV won't prevent it. 
 
• The prevention of public nuisance  
Public nuisance can count as noise and you can only imagine what it would be like 
living opposite a nightclub which plays dance music until 5am, when you have small 
children or a job to be rested and prepared for in the morning. It would be a constant 
life of disrupted sleep created by noise and nuisance. I, as a council tax payer do not 
find this acceptable. 
 
• The protection of children from harm  
Young families live in this area, and I see many a father or mother walking or pushing 
children along late at night trying to get them to sleep, this would put these children in 
danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton Street. Vandalism will also 
cause broken glass which will also endanger children.  
 
 
I appreciate your need to have specific examples as above, and appreciate you 
giving me the opportunity to add these so my objection can be considered. 
  
Sincerely,  
  
Magnus 
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Subject: New York, New York & McClusky's 
Date: Fri, 24 Apr 2009 09:02:27 +0100 
From:  
To:  

Dear Mr McKie,  
  
Application for a Premises Licence 
Nexum Leisure Limited     
  
I refer to your recent correspondence seeking to make representations to the above 
application under the Licensing Act 2003. 
  
Having carefully considered your correspondence, it does not appear to be a “relevant 
representation” within the meaning of the Act because: 
  

1.       Your correspondence does not contain information about the likely effect of the grant 
of this premises licence on the promotion of the statutory licensing objectives.  You 
must relate your representation to least one of the four licensing objectives detailing 
how the grant of the licence would impact on either public safety, the prevention of 
crime and disorder, the prevention of public nuisance or the protection of children 
from harm.    

  
In the circumstances, unless you can provide further information to clarify the position I am 
unable to accept your correspondence as a representation which is capable of being 
considered by the Council in determining this application. For your information further details 
about representations can be found via the link below: 
  
http://www.southampton.gov.uk/licensing/alcohol-licences/representations.asp 
  
PLEASE NOTE ANY FURTHER REPRESENTATIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY CLOSE 
OF BUSINESS (4PM) ON 24TH APRIL 2009. 
  
Yours Faithfully,  
Hayley Clowes 
Licensing Officer 
Legal & Democratic Services 
Southampton City Council 
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From: Richard Olney  
Sent: 24 April 2009 12:55 
To: Licensing 
Subject: Reference # 2009/00612/01SPRN - Objection to Alcohol License 
 
Attachments: Objection Letter.doc 
The Licensing Team, 
Southampton City Council 
P.O. Box 1344 
Southampton 
SO15 1WQ 
  
Please read this as my official objection to the Application from the Nexum 
Company Ltd for an Alcohol License for the Former McClusky's and New 
York's premises on the corner of Briton Street and Queensway, Southampton. 
 I wish to appeal the following: 
  
2009/00612/01SPRN = New York New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN = McCluskys 
  
As I am a resident of Oceana Boulevard, which is opposite the above-
mentioned premises on Briton Street.  It has come to my attention, and many 
other residents at the residential complex that Nexum Company Ltd have 
applied for an alcohol license for both premises above. 
  
The premises in question were previously run as a Nightclub and Bar, I do no 
know exactly when they were shut down, but I do know that at the time of their 
operation, the Briton Street area WAS NOT a residential area. 
  
Since 2004 I believe regeneration within the Bargate area has seen the 
building/revitalisation of Oceana Boulevard, City Court, Telephone House and 
other residential dwellings. The area is now what I would class as a 
sophisticated “young professional” area, and has some young families as 
tenants also within these complexes. 
  
At the time of residents purchasing the properties at Oceana Blvd, we were 
made aware that the premises in question were to be torn down, and I 
can honestly and realistically say that if I, or any of the purchasers, had known 
that a nightclub was to be re-opened I would have looked elsewhere when 
purchasing a property in Southampton.  Barrett Homes assured us that a 4-
story set of flats was to replace the dilapidated nightclub building.  
It
make this objection. 
  


 is for this reason, and the following reasons, as per your own criteria, that I 

The prevention of crime and disorder 
s that supersedes crime, 

u 
 

It is a direct link of alcohol and late night opening
vandalism and disorder. If you look around the areas where the bars and 
clubs are present in Southampton, you cannot deny that you see police, 
young people drunk in the street, patrol cars, fights, and violence.  Are yo
really suggesting that opening a nightclub within a residential area that crime
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and disorder would be at a zero?  I think not!  My property looks out on to 
Briton Street.  This nightclub opening would create an obvious threat to 
vandalism and crime of my home, from drunken people leaving the night
who may think in their heightened state that smashing windows is something 
funny to do.  I do not! 
  


club 

Public Safety 
lic and residents safety would be at risk.  If you want to 

nnot 

n 

The prevention of public nuisance

As per above, the pub
go to a pub or club you can do that in West Quay where there are NO 
residents and plenty of bouncers on watch to prevent any harm. You ca
police such a thing in a residential area.  People wanting to walk safely at 
night would be harassed and put at risk by the inevitable fights and drunke
violence that would result from a club and bar. 
  
  

an you imagine living opposite a 

 

The protection of children from harm

I think public nuisance can count as noise.  C
nightclub which plays dance music until 5am, when you have small children, 
or even if not a job to be prepared for and rested for in the morning?  It would
be a constant hell of noise and nuisance.  I, as a council tax payer, do NOT 
find this acceptable. 
  
  

a father or mother walking or 
 

dren, 

eel that I do not really have to say anything more, as this proposal is 

Young families live in this area, and I see many 
pushing children along late at night trying to get them to sleep.  This would put
these children in danger if you allowed a nightclub to open up on Briton 
Street.  Vandalism will cause broken glass, which will also endanger chil
as well as adults. 
  
I f
preposterous!  Anyone with common sense would see what a danger, a
media frenzy and nuisance that this would cause. 
  
Pl
the many, many residents of the beautiful neighbourhood:  

 

ease, do what is honourably right and respect the regeneration efforts and 
REJECT THIS 

APPLICATION FOR AN ALCOHOL LICENSE.  
Respectfully submitted, 
  
  
R
81
Briton Street 
Southampton 
SO14 

ichard Olney-Jones 
 Oceana Blvd 
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From: Sue Jackson  
Sent: 24 April 2009 13:12 
To: Clowes, Hayley 
Subject: Re: New York New York 
 Dear Hayley, 
Our Flat number at Oceana Boulevard is number 43 
  
1 Prevention of Crime and Disorder 
There is a direct link between the consumption of alcohol and an increase in disorder, 
affray, vandalism and crime outside the premises of nightclubs and city centre bars. 
The entrance gates of Oceana Boulevard opposite New York New York would be a 
prime target for smashing windows and damaging the doors. This will lead to extra 
expense for the residents to pay for the necessary repairs. 
  
2. Public Safety 
We have already lost good tenants as the wife was afraid to walk the streets at night to 
get home to Oceana. The presence of a nightclub will make the streets much more 
threatening with drunk and possibly violent groups of revellers outside the premises 
and in the street outside the entrance to our flat. 
  
3. Prevention of Public Nuisance 
Sleep at Oceana is already disrupted by the banana wharehouses opposite; if this 
nightclub is allowed, noise disturbance will prevent sleep from 11pm until 5am, when 
the banana lorries will take over. This is an intolerable intrusion into people's right of 
a night's rest. 
  
4. Protection of children form harm 
There are children living in Oceana, and their safety will be affected by the detritus of 
broken glass and possibly used syringes around the building and in the park if this 
nightclub is allowed. 
  
I cannot believe that this proposal will be allowed. Nightclubs should be sited away 
from residential areas so that property holders have a calm and peaceful environment 
to rest and sleep between their day's labours. 
  
Yours sincerely  
  
Mrs S M Jackson 
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From: michael Holloway 
Sent: 24 April 2009 15:26 
To: Licensing 
Subject: PREMISES FORMERLY KNOWN AS NEW YORK, NEW YORK AND 
MCCLUSKEY'S 
Dear Sirs, 
  
We own a flat at 107 Oceana Boulevard, and it has just been brought to our 
attention that there is an application from Nexum Company Limited for an alcohol 
licence for both premises, as above. 
  
We object to this application wholeheartedly; whilst we understand that the 
premises were previously used as a Nightclub and Bar, the area in the immediate 
vicinity was not a residential area at that time. This has now become a 
respectable residential area, and as well as professionals, there are also families 
with young children living within nearby complexes of which there are several 
very close by. With the reality of loud music continuing until 5 a.m., not to 
mention fighting, foul language, vandalism, people vomiting on the streets, 
people urinating in the streets and doorways, etc., this will have a terrible effect 
on the neighbourhood and especially young children living nearby, and how will 
young children and adults alike be able to get a decent night's sleep when they 
have school and work the following day? The whole idea of a nightclub and 
extended alcohol licence in such an area is absolutely preposterous, and 
therefore, we vehemently oppose the following applications unreservedly:- 
  
2009/00612/01SPRN - New York, New York 
2009/00580/01SPRN - McCluskys 
  
We would be grateful if you will kindly acknowledge receipt of this e-mail. 
  
Yours faithfully, 
  
Valerie and Michael Holloway 
  
24th April 2009 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/170%20-%20GARDINER.txt[30/04/2009 09:51:27]

From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 16:02
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Mr Andrew Gardiner has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You 
have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated 
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 16:02:27 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Mr Andrew Gardiner

Address: 
101 Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HU

Email: 
Andrew@bridgeoffset.com

Phone Number: 
07827973121

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/170%20-%20GARDINER.txt[30/04/2009 09:51:27]

Resident

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
Dear Sir / Madam

I would like to strongly protest against the application for or granting of a license at the premises formerly known as 
New York, New York's and McCluskey's for the following reasons.
This is a residential area and it is entirely inappropriate to grant a license for a nightclub proposing to operate from 
11pm to 5am less than 20 meters from where we live. This WILL (no possibly!) result in noise, shouting, drunken and 
abusive behaviour to residents throughout the night and vandalism of our property and vehicles, littering of bottles 
cigarettes and other more unpleasant artefacts that are associated with clubbing. My young daughter (aged 8) would no 
longer be able to have the window open in her bedroom at night since she would not be able to sleep through, and for 
that matter, neither would we. Not a pleasant prospect in a hot flat in summer. In addition I do not particularly relish 
being threatened and afflicted with violent and abusive behaviour by people considered to be unfit to enter the 
premises, ejected for bad behaviour, or just plain drunk and dangerous after a heavy night on alcohol. Nor do I wish 
my daughter to bear witness to unpleasant and inappropriate behaviour from her bedroom. This is our home and it is 
plainly obvious that granting this licence would make life very unpleasant for myself, my family and all the other 
residents in the area. I ask you please to reject it accordingly. Please note this is not a knee jerk reaction to the 
application, it really would make our lives hell and I beg you to reject it.
If you wish me to clarify any of the points that I am making, please do not hesitate to contact me

Yours Sincerely

Andrew Gardiner

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/171%20-%20WILKS.txt[30/04/2009 09:50:22]

From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 15:57
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

MR R WILKS, MRS A WILKS, MISS J WILKS has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a 
Licensing Application.  You have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or 
because this is a designated mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 15:56:38 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
MR R WILKS, MRS A WILKS, MISS J WILKS

Address: 
59 OCEANA BOULEVARD
BRITON STREET
SOUTHAMPTON

Postcode: 
SO14 3 HU

Email: 
ANNEWILKS@TISCALI.CO.UK

Phone Number: 

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/171%20-%20WILKS.txt[30/04/2009 09:50:22]

Resident

Objection Type: 

Comments: 
We strongly object to the above licensing application.  The proposed nightclub is situated in one of the most 
prestigious residential areas in Southampton, which has recently been regenerated to a very high standard.  The new 
flat developments are very intensive, and a great many residents of the nearby properties would be intolerably affected 
by the noise and nuisance generated by 24 hour drinking at the nightclub.  We also think the Police are already 
overstretched in Southampton.  Please do not grant this alcohol license.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Glenn Baker  
Sent: 24 April 2009 17:46 
To: Licensing 
Subject: FW: Objection to mega Night club in Briton Street. 
 

 
Dear Sirs 
  
I have a property directly opposite the proposed re opening of the New York New 
York night club in Briton Street. 
This is right opposite my property 43 Oceania Boulevard for the following 
reasons: 
  
New York New York was notorious for fighting and noise in Briton street when the 
club was open.  

 The age group of over 18's to 30 would account for over 75% of any noise 
and violence in the UK.  

 Briton street was deemed a residential re generation area.  
 The property was reclassified to be converted in to apartments. 

Unfortunately in Life if the owner can not convert that opportunity, wake 
up and smell the coffee, that is life.  

 You can not regenerate an area that is very up and coming then throw a 
rat in the middle.  

 These properties like all properties have lost value, with this night club 
being stuck right in the middle of a very up coming affluent area. The fall 
out for the whole area will be drastic. 

If the club was an up market club for over 30's I would still have a problem with it, but at 
least you know if there was any rowdinace or noise or fighting it would be only at 10% of 
the level of the 18 -30 group. 
  
Yours  
  
Glenn Baker 
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/173%20-%20PUGH.txt[30/04/2009 09:46:31]

From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 18:49
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Melvin Pugh has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 18:49:27 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Melvin Pugh

Address: 
Flat 94, Oceana Boulevard
Briton Street
Sothampton

Postcode: 
so14 3HU

Email: 
melvin@thepugh.net

Phone Number: 
0771003866

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/173%20-%20PUGH.txt[30/04/2009 09:46:31]

Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
To clarify, I am the Landlord for Flat 94 Oceana Boulevard and firmly believe that the granting of a licence to operate 
from 11:00pm to 05:00am would have a direct and significant negative impact on the residents of Oceana Boulevard.
In addition to the noise and general disturbacne to residents, an increase in crime, vandalism and anti-social behaviour 
could be expected.
I object most strongly to the granting of this licence. 
I fully intend to live in Oceana Boulevard in the not too distant future and would not want this nightclub on my 
doorstep.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 20:38
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Miss Gillian Whyment has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You 
have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated 
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 20:38:08 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Miss Gillian Whyment

Address: 
108 Oceana Boulevard
Orchard Place
Southampton

Postcode: 
SO14 3HW

Email: 
gill_whyment@yahoo.co.uk

Phone Number: 
07843058054

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I would like to officially object to this application of Nexum Leisure for an alcohol license (2009/00612/01SPRN).  
Since the closure of the previous nightclubs, the Briton Street/Queensway area has undergone a dramatic change and is 
now very much a residential area.  I strongly feel that a mega nightclub is wholly inappropriate for the following 
reasons:  noise pollution, public nuisance, drunken violence and vandalism, personal safety returning to my flat at night 
alone.  This concern is substantiated by the fact that the previous nightclub was the scene of frequent fights, violent 
behaviour and vandalism.         

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.

Page 531 of 543



file:///G|/SHARED/Hearings/New%20York%20New%20York/Public%20Reps/175%20-%20SAHOTA.txt[30/04/2009 09:44:50]

From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 22:21
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

MR B.SAHOTA has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 22:20:41 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
MR B.SAHOTA

Address: 
1 OCEANA BLVD
BRITON STREET,
SOUTHAMPTON

Postcode: 
S014 3HF

Email: 
bazsahota2002@yahoo.co.uk

Phone Number: 
07814106140

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
This area is now primarily a residential area with several young proffessional families with young children inhabiting 
the luxury apartments.  To reinstate a late night licence to these clubs would be disastrous for these people due to the 
late night drinking, noise and fighting that inevitably follows.  It is difficult enough to rent out these properties in the 
current climate but these clubs would make it impossible to rent out or re-sell these properties and would also make 
them practically inhabitable.  I strongly object to these licences being granted for the above reasons and urge you not 
to do so.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 24 April 2009 22:26
To: Licensing
Subject: PublicAccess for Licensing - Application Comments
(2009/00612/01SPRN)

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

Mr and Mrs Sangha has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You 
have received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated 
mailbox for PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 24/04/2009 22:26:21 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
Mr and Mrs Sangha

Address: 
2 Oceana Boulevard
Briton street

Postcode: 

Email: 
shadyson@yahoo.co.uk

Phone Number: 
02380559456

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Registered Interest in Premises
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
We currently rent out our property to a young proffessional family and know that if these nightclubs were to be 
granted a late licence we would lose our enants and find it practically impossible to rent out our property let alone 
resell it.  Would you want to live within metres of 2 nightclubs with people drinking, fighting and being sick outside 
till all hours?  It is unbelieveable that anyone would even consider re-opening these nightclubs here considering that 
this is primarlily a residential area now with many young families and children living in these apartments.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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From: Licensing
Sent: 11 April 2009 11:49
To: Licensing
Subject: Stevens - NY NY

PublicAccess for Licensing  - Application Comments (2009/00612/01SPRN)

mark stevens has used the PublicAccess website to submit their comments on a Licensing Application.  You have 
received this message because you are the Case Officer for this application or because this is a designated mailbox for 
PublicAccess comments submissions.

Comments were submitted at 11/04/2009 11:49:15 from IP 192.168.50.31.

Application Summary
-------------------
Application Number: 
2009/00612/01SPRN

Address: 
2 Queens Way
Southampton
SO14 3AZ

Licence Description: 

Case Officer: 

Customer Details
----------------
Name: 
mark stevens

Address: 
flat 218 oceana boulevard
lower canal walk
southampton

Postcode: 
so143jg

Email: 
stevensm2000@yahoo.co.uk

Phone Number: 

Comments
--------
Representation Type: 
Resident
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Objection Type: 
Licensing Objectives

Comments: 
I like to object to the licence application due to the the late night noise, possible damage, public disorder and probably 
the severe one the residents safety. We do not want a nightclub on our doorstep.

PublicAccess for Licensing.  (c) CAPS Solutions Ltd.
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