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HANGTIME 

LICENSING APPLICATION NO 051967 

Further Representations 

by 

Jenny and Martin S Heslop QC 

1 These representations are to be added to those already made by us and 
submitted to the Sub-Committee for its consideration. 

2 These representations are made in the light of the fact that we have only 
yesterday seen the applicant’s Plan of the premises supplied by another 
objector.  This plan was not included in the material posted on the website 
in respect of this application.     

3 We invite the Sub-Committee to consider the following re the Plan: 

A Despite the magnitude of the potential impact of this licence there do not 
appear to be any professionally drawn plans to represent the full layout of 
the premises and the outside area.    

B The application fails to confirm what title Hangtime has to the outside area 
as defined by the Red Line.   We understood this was to be a public area. 

Do Hangtime have exclusive right to this area? 

There is no mention of their entitlement in the application. 

C How are the interior premises to be laid out - apart from the suggestion in 
Green of “Main Point” of sale, there is no indication as to the layout of the 
interior other than apparently two exits.   Where are the other points of 
sale to be, if any?    

Where is alcohol to be served inside the premises since the only indication 
is that of sale outside (again coloured in Green).   

What does Main Point of Sale mean?   - Where are the others, if any? 
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D As to the outside area, this is delineated apparently on the hand drawn 
plan within the Red line. 

i) There is no indication as to how far this extends into the existing
SideShore Development because it has not been represented in
the context of the whole SideShore area.

ii) How is this area to be delineated physically so that the public
know what is part of the licensing area and what is not?

iii) What measures are proposed to ensure this area remains limited
only to customers on licensed premises rather than those
choosing to take drinks outside this area?

iv) What sound system is proposed for the recorded music to be
played outside - there is no indication of the type, where speakers
are to be placed, what sound controls are proposed and how is the
sound level to be monitored?

We have already raised this matter under our original observations
and are surprised to find there is no reference to it in the Plan at
least to show the location of speakers.

v) Assuming this proposed outside area is to be secure, where are
the entrances and exists (not designated on Plan) and what
proposals are advanced to ensure this area remains within the
control of the potential Licencee?

vi) There do not appear to be any provision for customer lavatories.
They are certainly not shown on the plan.

E It does not appear that the Sub-Committee have been provided with any 
information about the number of customers anticipated. 

F The Plan provides no detail as to what seating is to be proposed either 
inside or outside. 

SUMMARY 

1 Over and above our original representations/objections, we invite the Sub-
Committee to conclude now having seen the proposed Plan, that this 
application is totally misconceived and should be rejected. 
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2 If there are proposals to deal with the issues we have raised above and in 
our earlier representations, then we wish to hear them in advance of the 
hearing. 

3 The Sub-Committee does not have professionally drawn plans showing 
full detail of the application, only some hand drawn configuration which 
fails to delineate the application in the context of the surrounding area and 
gives no real indication of what is planned either inside or outside.   

If follows, of course, there is no indication of how the outside is to be 
managed and monitored and what proposals are advanced to avoid late 
night nuisances that are inherent in the granting of this sort of licence, 
particular outdoors.. 

Nor is there any indication about noise management, yet they are asking 
for recorded music all day. 

CONCLUSION 

We do not know if the Sub-Committee is familiar with this site. 

1 We suggest that the Sub-Committee members attend the site - since 
without a site visit the Sub-Committee will find it difficult to assess fully 
whether these premises, at the outset, are suitable for the granting of an 
alcohol licence and/or a music licence having regard to all the matters we 
have raised. 

2 We suggest that the deficiencies in this application and all the other 
matters raised confirm this is nothing more than an opportunistic 
application, without merit and should be rejected. 

JENNY AND MARTIN S HESLOP QC 
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