
LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE – 30th April 2018 

The Application 

This is an application by the Deltic Group Limited trading as TRU for a variation to a 

premises licence at 52 High Street, Camberley Surrey, GU15 3RS.  Representations have 

been received from four “other persons”.  

At the hearing of the application in attendance were: 

Mr Derek Seekings (Surrey Heath Licensing Officer) 

Mrs Paula Barnshaw (Surrey Heath Licensing Administrator) 

For the Applicant: 

Mr Jonathan Smith (Representing the Applicant) 

Mr Jason Thorndycraft – (Operations Director – The Deltic Group Limited) 

Mr Ged Gorrie (Regional Director - The Deltic Group Limited) 

Mr Jack Tidd (Designated Premises Supervisor) 

Other Persons: 

Mr Mike Tierney   

Evidence before the Sub-Committee 

Representations have been received from four Other Persons.  Mr Tierney was the only 

resident to respond with the Regulation 8 notice and who confirmed that he would be 

attending.  

Oral representations have been made by Mr Tierney.  He stated that he was primarily 

concerned with the Prevention of Crime and Disorder Licensing Objective.  Mr Tierney 

commenced his submission by stating that his objections are not relevant to the activities 

which occur within the club and explained that the plans he had requested be displayed 

were to show where St Georges Court is situated in relation to the premises.  Mr Tierney 

stated that the population of Camberley is growing at an alarming rate and therefore his 

primary issue is what happens when the patrons of the premises leave.  He went on to state 



that some of his objections related to the Local Plan and aimed solely at Surrey Heath 

Borough Council, not the Applicant.  Councillor Adrian Page, the Chairman of the 

Committee, requested that Mr Tierney base his representations on the Application in its 

current form and specifically to the four Licensing Objectives. 

Mr Tierney explained that once patrons leave the premises, they are directed to the Taxi 

Rank on Obelisk Way and that there is no further assistance provided to ensure that noise 

and disturbance is minimalised.  Mr Tierney had produced some crime statistics, and 

suggested that the crime occurring in Camberley around the time the premises close is 

within the control of the premises.  Mrs Harris-Hooton, legal advisor to the Committee, 

reminded Mr Tierney that he must keep his representations to those matters which can be 

attributed to TRU and relate to the promotion of the four Licensing Objectives.     

Mr Tierney concluded his representation by stating that the Local Authority needs to take 

more responsibility for the night time economy. 

Oral representations were then made by Mr Smith who commenced by addressing the 

reason for the submission of the application.  He stated that the second floor of the 

premises is to be refurbished and opened to the public, the licensing hours are to be varied 

to allow an additional hour and subsequently some of the current conditions will need to be 

removed.  The refurbishment will result in an increase in the capacity of the premises. 

Councillor Page asked Mr Smith to clarify if the total capacity includes the increase is 

numbers for the outside smoking terrace; Mr Smith confirmed that the new capacity does 

include the outside total and will be 1142. 

Mr Smith explained that prior to submitting the application; the applicant held meetings 

with the Police and Environmental Health to discuss the application.  It was agreed that the 

Applicant would install ’Scan Net’ and increase the number of Door Supervisors.  Mr Smith 

confirmed that that extra capacity would not be used until the refurbishment has been 

completed. 

Mr Smith stated that the premises are currently losing customers to another late night 

venue in a neighbouring town.  Mr Thorndycraft explained that the refurbishment of the 

second floor will provide modern lighting and a circular dance floor providing an extra room 

which combined with the extra hour will allow the premises to match that of its competitor.    



Mr Smith informed the Committee that over the past 9 months, the Applicant had 

submitted 14 Temporary Event Notices to extend the licensing hours by one hour.  All of 

these were approved by both the Police and Environmental Health and no complaints 

following the events were received from the public. 

As part of the additional information supplied by the Applicant and circulated on Thursday 

26th April, a video was shown during the hearing to demonstrate the ‘Scan Net’ system 

which will be implemented by the Premises.   

Mr Smith addressed that the premises falls within the Cumulative Impact area and stated 

that extra measures were required to overcome this.  As well as the installation of ‘Scan 

Net’, a Dispersal Policy was attached to the application, this is to form part of the operating 

schedule and consequently be enforceable as conditions.   

Mr Smith explained that the premises can only deal with issues which are within their 

control and whilst the extra measures will not replace a Police presence, they do show that 

the Applicant is prepared to do more than required to promote the Licensing Objectives.  

Councillor David Lewis asked Mr Smith what would prevent customers of the premises 

requesting to have their data removed from the ‘Scan Net’ system.  Mr Thorndycraft 

responded that the Applicant is currently seeking advice on this matter and assessing the 

situation.  In the meantime, the system will continue to be fully used.   

Councillor Pat Tedder queried the exact location of the smoking terrace as the plans were 

not very clear.  Mr Smith explained that the terrace had been extended and was accessed by 

patrons pushing a crash bar.  Councillor Tedder asked if there was a fire exit on the smoking 

terrace to which Mr Smith replied there was.  Councillor Tedder proceeded to ask what 

stops the fire exits being used to allow people to access the premises.  Mr Tidd responded 

stating that the fire exits are alarmed which would sound if any door is opened which would 

then be checked.   

Councillor David Lewis asked whether there would be any taxis available to ensure people 

can be moved from the Town centre promptly, Mr Smith stated that taxis operate by supply 

and demand if there are customers, there would be taxis.   



Councillor Pat Tedder requested to know where the new figure of 140 people for the 

smoking terrace was derived from, Mr Smith confirmed that the architect had advised this 

capacity and it would include any people vaping. 

The Decision 

The Licensing Act encourages us to view our powers and responsibilities in the light of the 

community as a whole. The regime under the Act has a light touch approach to regulation 

and we carry out functions with a view to promoting the licensing objectives, having regard 

to the statutory guidance and to the Statement of Licensing Policy. 

If the sub-committee is minded to attach any conditions to the proposed licence, these must 

be appropriate to promote one or more of the licensing objectives.  They must be 

proportionate in that they are tailored to the activities taking place, the size, location, type 

and characteristics of the business and do not repeat those which duplicate other statutory 

provisions. 

We will consider the licensing objectives in the following order: 

Prevention of Crime and Disorder 

No objection was raised by the Police as a statutory responsible authority with regards to 

crime and disorder.  We note the concerns of the ‘Other Persons’ regarding crime and 

disorder but the Committee are satisfied that no evidence has been provided that this 

objective will be undermined.  It was noted by the Committee that the Police had not 

submitted a representation. The Committee feel that the conditions proposed by the 

Applicant in the Operating Schedule are adequate to address any concerns and will be 

enforceable subject to minor amendment.  We are also mindful that any Licence granted 

can be reviewed under the Act. 

The Protection of children from harm 

We have had regard to the Council’s Statement of Licensing Policy which states that the 

Council will have particular regard to the safety of children when considering licence 

applications.  It is a mandatory condition that all premises must have an age verification 

policy.  The applicant operates a ‘Challenge 25’ policy and has numerous procedures and 

checks in place which the Committee believe are more than satisfactory to meet the 

requirements of the Statement of Licensing Policy and legislation. 



Public Safety 

There is no evidence before us upon which we can consider that this objective is not likely 

to be promoted. 

Prevention of public nuisance 

No objection was raised by Environmental Health as a statutory responsible authority with 

regards to public nuisance.  Whist the written concerns of ‘other persons’ have been noted, 

there is no evidence before us that the premises will not be able to contain the disturbance 

with the conditions as proposed. 

We have had regard to whether conditions are appropriate in accordance with the guidance 

and the licensing policy and note those offered by the Applicant in the operating schedule.   

In summary, we find it is appropriate to grant the licence subject to such conditions that are 

consistent with the operating schedule, the wording to be determined by the Licensing 

Officer and Chairman of the Committee in order to ensure enforceability. 

 

APPEAL RIGHTS 

If the Applicant or any other person having made a relevant representation is dissatisfied 

with this decision he or she may appeal against the decision to Guildford Magistrates Court, 

Mary Road, Guildford, Surrey GU1 4PS within the period of 21 days beginning with the day 

on which he or she was notified by the licensing authority of the decision appealed against. 

 


