
Minutes of a Meeting of the Mid Sussex District Council Liquor 
Licensing Panel held on Friday 21 April 2017 

from 10.00 a.m. to 4.35 p.m. 
 
Present: Councillors:  Peter Reed (Chairman) 
 Bruce Forbes 
 Howard Mundin 
Officers in attendance: Franca Currall, Solicitor to the Panel   
  Paul Thornton, Senior Licensing Officer 
  Fiona Spears, Environmental Enforcement Officer 
  Nicholas Bennett, Senior Environmental Health Officer 
  Craig Marshall, Democratic Services 
Also in attendance: Ashraf Talukder (Applicant) 
  Sarah Taite (The Barrister to the Applicant) 
      
LS.1 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 

None. 
 

LS.2 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
 None. 
 
LS.3 APPLICATION FOR A NEW PREMESIS LICENCE – TAMASHA RESTAURANT, 

22 HIGH STREET, LINDFIELD, RH16 2HH. 
 
 Introduction and outline of the report 
 
 Paul Thornton, Senior Licensing Officer introduced the application as outlined in the 

report. He advised the Panel that since the report has been published, there has 
been an amendment to the timings of licensable activities: 

 
 Live Music, Recorded Music and Performance of Dance: 
 Mon- Thursday  1800 – 2300 
 Friday – Saturday   1800 – 2330 
 Sunday   1800 – 2300 
 
 Sale of Alcohol 
 Monday – Saturday  1000 – 2300 
 Sunday   1100 – 2300 

New Year’s Eve:  1000 – 0200 
  
 The Senior Licensing Officer noted that the premises has been rebuilt and 

redesigned inside, which is why a new licence must be sought and not a transfer of 
the old licence. 

 
 He advised the Panel that a retrospective planning application has been submitted, 

but is still to be determined and there is no current planning restriction on the site. 
Furthermore, since the amendment of the application, Sussex Police have issued 
new conditions and Environmental Health has withdrawn their objections. 

 
 Questions to the Licensing Officer 



Peter Ward, local resident, asked why ‘odour’ is not considered relevant in the 
provisions of the Licensing Act, as Section 182 Para 2.4 of the Home Office Revised 
Guidance stipulates that ‘noxious smells’ can be considered a public nuisance. 

 
 The Senior Licensing Officer advised that restrictions can be placed on a planning 

application and the Council’s pollution team deal with odour issues. 
 
 The Solicitor to the Panel, advised that the  the Panel cannot anticipate there will be 

a smell. DEFRA provide guidance on flumes to mitigate odour for planning 
applications. 

 
 Nicholas Bennett, Senior Environmental Health Officer, stated that the planning 

regime is the most appropriate mechanism to address odour issues and food odour 
would not be classed as noxious fumes. He reassured the Panel that Environmental 
Health is always consulted on planning applications. 

 
 The Solicitor to the Panel confirmed that the definition of noxious fumes is something 

that is potentially harmful substance . 
 
 Neil Kerslake, local resident, requested that copies of the original environmental 

health report before licensing times were amended be circulated to the Panel. 
 
 The meeting adjourned at 10.30 a.m. and reconvened at 10:45 a.m. 
 
 A copy of the original Environmental Health report was circulated to those in 

attendance. 
 
 Neil Kerslake wished to know why the Noise Management Plan had been removed 

from the original report, and the proposed condition for no food or drink to be 
consumed in the outside area after 22:00 hours. 

 
 The Senior Environmental Health Officer advised that no-one can predict in advance 

the noise that will be generated.  He stated that his initial judgement was to be 
cautious and propose a 22:00 closing time for the outside area. However, having 
discussed with the Applicant and considering the size and proposed use of the 
outside area  it was decided to relax this condition. He clarified that without the 
proposed later opening hours he believed a NMP is not necessary. 

 
 Submission by the Applicant 
 

  The Barrister for the Applicant introduced the application. She stated that the 

Applicant has listened carefully to the representations made and does not seek to 

disrupt or alienate local residents. His desire is to enrich the village with a high class 

restaurant. The Applicant believes there has been some misunderstanding and 

misapprehension when the restaurant has been referred as a ‘nightclub’. The 

Applicant has listened to Environmental Health, the Police and has amended the 

hours accordingly, and the premises will be operating within Home Office guidance. 

She noted that CCTV is a useful deterrent of anti-social behaviour but questioned 

whether it will be necessary in a small village, and a restaurant with high class 

clientele. The outside area will have two tables, and dancers will be present 2-3 times 

a week. The dancing and music will not be intrusive so as not to prevent diner’s 

engaging in conversation. 



The Chairman asked the Applicant how he will manage disturbance from live music. 

The Applicant stated that the music will be kept at a low volume, and he will go 

outside and test if the music is too loud, doors and windows will also be kept closed. 

A Member asked whether it would be agreeable for the Applicant to accept a 

condition to close the outside area at 22:00 hours. 

The Applicant believed this would be unnecessary.  

The Chairman asked how the outside area would be managed, and how patrons will 

be encouraged to leave quietly. 

The Applicant stated that common sense will be used, and anyone being loud in the 

outside area will be spoken to. Furthermore, there will be no outside music. A notice 

will be put up asking patrons to leave quietly. 

Questions to the Applicant 

Peter Ward, speaking on behalf of local residents, stated that the Panel is referring to 

the wrong Home Office Guidance, as the application was received in March 2017, 

and the guidance referred to must be the guidance that was current at the time of the 

application, not the most recent guidance. Mr Ward noted that the proposed 

premises are larger than the previous establishment. 

The Chairman clarified that other establishments are irrelevant when determining this 

application. 

Peter  Ward queried that the music may be turned up and whether a condition be 

added that limits dancing to two nights a week. 

The Applicant replied that flexibility is required and it is anticipated dancing will only 

be held on two nights per week. 

Mr Carl Wenstrom, raised concern that that in the witness statement provided, it 

states there have been no concerns with any other establishment operated by the 

Applicant. 

The Applicant replied that there were some teething issues at the other 

establishment in Turners Hill, but since these have been resolved there have been 

no further issues for many years. 

The Senior Licensing Officer confirmed that another restaurant called Tarana, also 

operated by the Applicant, had issues when it initially opened and went to the 

Licensing Panel three times in 2009. There have been no issues since then. 

The Applicant stated that he had ‘learnt the hard way’ from these issues and there 

had been no issues since. 

The Chairman clarified that the Panel can only make a decision on the application in 

front of them, and not reference to any previous decisions. 



Carl Wenstrom stated that the proposed outside seating area will not be in the same 

position as the previous pub garden and will be 13 metres from his child’s bedroom 

window. 

The Solicitor to the Panel advised that the set-up of the outside seating area is a 

matter for the planning committee. 

Neil Kerslake, local resident, asked whether it would be reasonable to have a 

maximum decibel limit that can be monitored. 

The Senior Licensing Officer advised the Panel that licensed music is deregulated 

between the hours of 0800 - 2300, and any condition which relates to this will not 

take effect. If it is not licensable then it cannot have a condition on it. He stated that 

the onus is on the business owner to ensure that noise does not become a public 

nuisance, and if it is not managed the Environmental Health can take action through 

a noise abatement notice. 

Carl Wenstrom highlighted that in the Applicant’s witness statement, it states there 

will be 70 covers in the restaurant, but in the attached layout plan, there is around 

100. 

The Applicant clarified that he anticipates approximately 70 diners, as not all tables 

will be full, but that the maximum is reflected correctly in the attached layout plan. 

Carl Wenstrom asked whether the number of evenings with dancers could be limited. 

The Senior Licensing Officer advised that the performance of dance is non-

Licensable. 

The meeting adjourned at 12.15 p.m. for lunch and reconvened at 13:05 p.m. 
 
Submission by Interested Parties  
 
Gillian Alderman, local resident, raised concern with the proposed take-away service 
which will operate up to midnight, and the provision of alcohol being sold for off-site 
consumption, believing that people may then consume takeaway outside late at 
night, causing a public nuisance. 
 
The Applicant reassured the Panel that the clientele of the restaurant will not be 
people who will consume alcohol and the food late at night on the street, and that 
take-away customers will ordinarily sit in the waiting area and then take their 
purchase home. 
 
 Peter Desmond, local resident, stated that more people will use the public toilets in 
the nearby car-park, and when these are closed, people will urinate against the 
nearby wall which is to the rear of his garden. There will also be more litter. The 
current proposed late opening hours will exacerbate this situation. 
 
The Applicant confirmed that any customers will be able to use the toilet in the 
premises and it is expected that the clientele will not be engaging in this behaviour. 
 
 Chris Lee, local resident, also raised concern that the increased use of the public car 
park and litter will represent a public nuisance, and reducing the hours of operation 
will alleviate these concerns as village pubs do not often stay open that late. 



 
The Applicant reassured the Panel that people usually leave long before the licensed 
hours end. 
 
The Chairman asked the Applicant how he will manage people leaving the premises. 
 
The Applicant replied that it will be a multi-faceted approach, with signs asking 
patrons to leave quietly and staff will be trained to ensure people leave quietly. 
 
Peter Ward, local resident stated that conditions not being imposed only applies to a 
premises whose primary function is the supply of alcohol, and that this premises falls 
outside the Licensing Act. 
 
A Member highlighted that the choice to add conditions is a role of the Members of 
the Panel, and any conditions that are not proportionate and necessary can be 
appealed. 
 
The Solicitor to the Panel advised that the Panel will break to consider Mr Ward’s 
submission. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 1.35 p.m. and reconvened at 2.00 p.m. 
 
Paul Thornton, Senior Licensing Officer, stated the Live Music Act 2012 amended the 
2003 Licensing Act. 
 
The Solicitor to the Council advised that Section 177 of the Act relates to small 
premises. 
 
Peter Ward stated that the Council publishes guidance; he urges that any conditions 
imposed reflect the guidance the Council sets out for itself. He highlighted that due 
consideration should be given to any public nuisance caused in particular by the 
outside seating area. 
 
Gill Kennedy – speaking on behalf of the Lindfield Preservation Society broadly 
supported the revised opening hours and reiterated their support for successful 
businesses in the area. He raised concern of the use of the outside area after 2300 
as it is surrounded by residential properties. Furthermore, conditions should be 
considered that doors and windows and late night music is limited in the evening, 
with noise boards and decibel monitoring. He concluded that opening hours should 
be consistent on the high street and that this premises will not operate in a vacuum 
so conditions should consider the immediate environment. 
 
The Chairman asked the Applicant whether he would consider closing the outside 
area at 22:00. 
 
The Applicant replied that it is not unreasonable for people to sit outside past this 
hour, and the installation of noise barriers will be prohibitively expensive. 
 
 George Robinson, local resident stated that his initial objections to the late opening 
hours have now been satisfied, but raised concerns about noise and nuisance with 
patrons leaving the premises.  
 Carl Wenstrom, speaking on behalf of local residents stated that the original 
proposals were a restaurant taking over from pub; however the plans clearly show an 
expansion to the eating areas. He asked the Panel to consider the concern over 
noise, especially during summer months when residents will keep their windows 



open at night. He asked what the smoking policy will be for the outside area, and how 
littering will be dealt with. He also asked whether there will be a training regime in 
place for all these matters, including cleaning. 
 
The Applicant replied that the smoking area will be outside at the front of the 
premises, and drinks will not be taken outside onto the street. The Applicant stated 
that staff will go out and clear up any litter, and a cigarette butt bin will be provided. 
 
A Member reassured residents that the police have attached conditions to the 
Licence in which all staff must be trained in the Licensing Act 2003, and maintenance 
of training records must be kept. 
 
Neil Kerslake, local resident, requested that due to the residential nature of the area, 
whether the licensing hours can end at 23:00, and the outside patio area close at 
22:00, which he deemed a small concession that will benefit residents. 
 
The Applicant reassured the Panel that he has already demonstrated goodwill by 
restricting the hours from the initial application. 
 
Graham Turner, local resident, also raised concern with the outside seating area and 
asked that a condition be added for it to close at 22:00. 
 

 As there were no further questions the Chairman announced that the Panel would 
break to consider their decision. 
 

The meeting adjourned at 3.25 p.m. to consider the application and 
reconvened at 4.35 p.m. for the Panel to deliver their decision 

 
 The Chairman announced that the Panel would grant the application. The Chairman 

emphasised the requirement to adhere to these conditions and that if they were 
breached, the Premises Licence could be brought back to the Panel for review. 

 
 RESOLVED 
 

The application for a Premises Licence be approved, subject to the following 
conditions: 
 
1. The premises will maintain digital CCTV in accordance with Home Office 
Guidelines relating to UK Policy Requirements and will cover the entrances, exits 
internal and external areas of the premises.  The system shall be on and recording at 
all times the premises licence is in operation.  The CCTV camera and recording 
equipment must be of sufficient quality to record in all lighting levels inside the 
premises at all times. 
 
a) CCTV footage will be retained for a minimum period of 30 days and the 
management will give full and immediate cooperation and technical assistance to the 
Police in the event that the CCTV footage is required for the prevention and detection 
of crime. 
b) The CCTV images will record and display dates and times, which will be checked 
regularly to ensure their accuracy. 
c) A person capable of downloading the footage shall be present at the premises 
whenever a licensable activity is taking place. Upon request, in accordance with the 
Data Protection Act 1998 or any replacement legislation, footage must be 
downloaded onto a disk and provided to the Police without delay and without charge 
to Sussex Police. 



d) Any breakdown or system failure will be notified to Police immediately and 
remedied as soon as practicable. 
 
2. A comprehensive incident register and sales refusal log will be maintained at the 
premises, to record all refusals and incidents of crime and disorder.  These will be 
reviewed and signed by the Designated Premises Supervisor (DPS) at intervals or no 
more than four weeks. Feedback shall be given to staff to ensure these are used on 
each occasion that a refusal or incident occurs at the premises.  These records will 
be kept for a minimum of 12 months and made available, within a maximum of 24 
hours of an incident, to the Local Authority Licensing Officers and Sussex Police. 
 
3. The Premises will operate an age verification policy set at a minimum of 25 years, 
whereby any person attempting to buy alcohol who appears to be under the specified 
age will be asked for photographic ID to prove their age.  Signage advertising the 
“Challenge” policy will be displayed in prominent locations in the premises and shall 
include the point of sale and the area where the alcohol is displayed, as a minimum. 
 
4. All staff members engaged, or to be engaged, in selling alcohol; on the premises 
shall receive full training pertinent of the Licensing Act 2003 to include: age restricted 
sales; the refusal of sales to persons believed to be under the influence of alcohol or 
drugs; and the maintenance of the refusal log and incident register.  Induction 
training must be completed prior to staff engaging in any sale of alcohol.  Training 
records will be kept at the premises and made available for inspection by the Local 
Authority Officers and Sussex Police.  Refresher training will be given to all staff 
every 8 weeks. 
 
5. Alcoholic drinks shall not be removed from the premises in opened containers 
other than to patrons of the restaurant seeking to take away a partially consumed 
bottle of wine,. 
 
6. The supply of alcohol will cease 30 minutes prior to the closure of the premises. 
 
7. Alcohol must not be sold, supplied, or consumed, on the premises otherwise than 
to persons who are taking substantial table meals and provided always that the 
consumption of alcohol by such persons is ancillary to taking such meals on the 
premises. 
 
8. All windows and doors will be kept closed after 22:00 hours.  The exception to this 
will be the access and egress through the main and rear door of the premises. 
 
9. The outside eating/patio area will not be used after 23:00 hours. 
 
10. Staff will perform litter patrols of the footpath that abounds the front of the 
premises which will be undertaken at the close of each trading day. 
 
11. The Licensee shall display a clear and legible notice visible from the exterior of 
the premises giving the name(s) and contact details of the Duty Manager(s) and shall 
include a landline telephone number of the premises. 
 
12. Clear legible notices are to be displayed at all exits from the premises requesting 
patrons to respect the needs of local residents and to leave the premises and area 
quietly. 
 
The Chairman announced that the Decision Letter would be prepared and sent within 
the next five working days and informed the Panel that all parties including the 



Interested Parties had the right to appeal against the decision and any appeal must 
be made within 21 days of the receipt of this Letter. Any appeal must be made to 
Brighton Magistrates Court. 

 
 
 
 

Chairman. 
 


