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Cheshire E’a;h

Council ”

tunicipal Buildings
Mr Keith Stokes ‘ , Ezrie Street
10 Ceppice Road Crewe
Poynton CW12BJ
Cheshire East
SK12 15L s R RRIEC N
Date: 30" August 2018 Our Ref: 058913

Please Contact: Miss Kim Evans

Dear Mr Stokes

APPLICATION FOR A REVIEW OF A PREMISES LICENCE
NOTICE OF HEARING

i refer to the application in relation to:
Premises: Leicester Warren Hall
Address: Leicester Warren Hall, Bexton Lane, Knutsford

I write to advise you that representations have been received in relation to the above
application. Please find enclosed herewith copies of the objections.

This application will now be determined at a hearing of the Licensing Sub-Commitiee on:

Date: 20" September 2018
Time: 10:00am
Location: Council Chamber - Town Hali, Macclesfield, SK10 1EA

i wouid be grateful if you could provide to the writer a notice no later than five working days
before the date of the hearing stating (a) whether you intend to attend the hearing or be
represented at the hearing; or (b) whether you consider a hearing to be unnecessary.

Please note that Cheshire East Borough Council may dispense with holding a hearing if all
parties agree that such a hearing is unnecessary and have given notice to this effect to the
Council. ‘ .

Additional information

A party may attend the hearing and may be assisted or represented by any person
whether or not that person is legally qualified (subject to (i) the Licensing Authority's
discretion to exclude the public from all or part of hearing where it considers that the public
interest in doing so outweighs the public interest in the hearing, or that part of the hearing.
taking. place in public; and (i) the Licensing Authority's discretion to require any person



attending the hearing who in their opinion is behaving in a disruptive manner to leave the
hearing).

At the hearing a party shall be entitied to;

» inresponse to a point upon which the authority has given notice to a party that it will
want clarification under regulation 7(1)(d), give further information in support of their
application, representations or notice (as applicable);
if given permission by the authority, question any other party; and

¢ address the authority

If a party has informed the Lice!nsing Authority that he does not intend to attend or be
represented at a hearing, the hearing may proceed in his absence.

if a party who has not given such notification to the Licensing Authority and does not
attend, the Authority may:
« where it considers it to be necessary in the public interest, adjourn the hearing to a
specified date, or
* hold the hearing in the party's absence.

Where the authonty holds the hearing in the absence of a party, the authority shall
consider at the hearing the application, representations or notice made by that party.

Where the authority adjourns the hearing to a specified date it must forthwith notify the
parties of the date, time and place to which the hearing has been adjourned.

Please find enclosed a copy of the procedure to be followed at the hearing.
Yours sincerely

Kim Evans
Licensing Team Leader



Rachae! Killworth
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From: Keith Stokes!
Sent: 26 September 2018 14:37
To: , Anthony Lyons
Subject: FW: [OFFICIAL] Review Hearing - Knutsford Masonic Hall

From: EVANS, Kim <Kim.Evans@cheshireeast.gov.uk>

Sent: 04 September 2018 15:50

To: Undisclosed recipients:

Subject: [OFFICIAL] Review Hearing - Knutsford Masonic Hal)

Dear All

| write with regards to the above Hearing, which was scheduled to take place on the 20" September 2018.

Last week we were made aware that the Review application { the ‘July application’) was potentially not served on
the premises licence holder as required by regulation 29 of The Licensing Act (Premises licences and club premises

certificates) Regulations 2005.

| understand that the applicant’s representative delivered a copy of the application to the Club’s registered address
on the 30™ August 2018. This follows the return of the ‘July application’ by Royal Mail. Following discussion with our
legal team the ‘July application’ is now deemed to be invalid. The Hearing scheduled for the 20th September 2018
will now NOT take place. The timescales for hearings etc will be recalculated from the 30" August 2018, when
service can be deemed compliant with the regulations, and | will be issuing amended Notices of Hearing in due
course. The Hearing will now take place sometime between 27/09/2018 and 25/10/2018.

I trust this clarifies the situation.
Regards

Kim Evans MiolL

Licensing Team Leader
Regulatory Services and Health
Municipal Buildings

Crewe

Cw128J

0300 123 5015

CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION

THE MORE YOU KNOW




Paterson’s Licensing Acts 2014, Volume 1: Alcohol Refreshment Taxi and Street Trad

by Simon Mehigan

v

Saunders

ice

D

C, Jeremy Phillins and The Hon Just

L

s TUMTRAR 14 e L34 i
..._w:bC.Zu e L TR Y

S ETRYS

A bty e
1283(]

RiEu
L1 g

LTS | §

I BB U




€ {2013

llip Kolvin

i

by Ph

.

t1on

v, Second Edi

1

2

: Law, Practice and Pal

icensed Premises

tEn ki

. W s 5l i iy (LR
I L Il a L TE L T fawmrs, Joparron S—— e e =]

¥ RS IR U Juigea ath an par luogine Busuzwg oa |-

.ﬂr—-_ﬁ.:. 3u) (WP PLIVLED WASLASE STYR o IMNNE o “adendte saReann gy
o giry :i Niaany Ju.cuaca sasitnaid sy 3ragm Aphle dpopasiiil
= OIS S )| pEAY SpTAusaus e Stgnd
u 3 sy m..,iun ] proEsasy B v oo ¥

AMBHARS A M U3 ke dduering Jmsuay;
: 12 i Al ) eimoplde. 3y 48 Gop sums 3 i
: s:.::._.r. tirs .E_! nlv‘u. nop=wdidy =l :. __EE = nhn.

RN D e g fewn

EE LR | LTRSS TS T Y

RE T T
ASHES) wreiagag laie pov
Al ey ymmteneagap My W msT

sy Pl
kil an Mg

(¥ e R PR U T
N s Uaigw A
e Ap Ay 33| -
M U Ayt jo szaie
R e Vel Atp CMoEpRapp PLDOSS &-:: _.—1_,3... un _..uu.u:
fihr...rf._:; N Ay Eriamuid Boiautp © ol Jauaaja Ag
At s Surnda peney sdenzacoid i i uoesanid 3G ko parrasgmap
HK 1 oy » moadin (a0 Paunu ¢ i d anaed
" NAaE2 U s S ..m._- b T H BRI R121 ST RCATTTTI T RiF L PR L Il
frasrp el Itz » | 1
EAME NE MR Q0T e susiiienaakae et o) ik el

TPt pY YU e

Smunciay posd fopegn a0 3
sIpOjIh ¢

UM Wy LU ITEN LW

=TT TTRTE WO TN ST 32T - F RIS LI ST Tl
T AL J0 SINETTE [RARIN ANy M Rt e | s2p
5 u.wm..._ T DA AL A IR 1 MR aieal 2
.x wH WSS F 3 0l ven 2R et UL ER R
M SN Y SO B0 ESANAGY JO ST € S
1w [0 aurge BE 1e Aty aq palery s
__H._!m.u..-:.g @ pir harsjed iea e AL =2 LS L LElig]
¥ § 1oy asdiowd aaft 1RUY PRGNS IFCULNW] S . ARany
1 e

Bid1) wan
=gt Ny !
Aupes MY

Mss it 3prs s ket sttoneg
L NARA L LAigE 1y | m.. WaIRPY IIN ey finid vH_...i

MR 4

’ YW .ﬁc«:&!ﬁu 11T 2g .nz P Yy
Apusredde 4 'y .:_.a.- 30 o WonsU it L o) taenad o
,:q. il Yeirg o PR hasp ae anetsaanbar lﬁ fed

B S maeaas g uenesgpddn nndin g ainaspe i
_—.._.: Hengeag Aranny wnEnMBett tneeies H] ARNKAE am ﬁ.!”

) Y TESSGE) vy TR ¢

. d SR puT tlu
§i Ty it A q—u.u_.“—.—. 33 THuM aUel IQf fINVgan ¥ e £083

9
TR F LT T




TINSELTOWN NW3 LTD -V- LONDON BOROUGH CAMDEN
Comment by Miss Sarah Clover

On the 30" October 2012 in the Highbury Magistrates’ Court, District Judge
Staveley gave a ruling in relation to the status of a review application that did
‘not comply with the statutory Regulations regarding the application procedure.

The review application was made against Tinseltown, a burger and milkshake
bar in Hampstead. Tinseltown is represented by Poppleston Allen solicitors.

The review application, made by two Councillors {(both of whom were at the
time Members of the Licensing Committee), was submitted to the London
Borough of Camden Licensing Authority, and accepted as valid on 1% May
2012. The application form was incorrectly completed by the Applicants in
several particulars. The name of the 2 Applicant was omitted on the first
page, and the address of the 2" Applicant was omitted on the third page.
Although the box on the application was ticked, asserting that copies had
been sent to the responsible authorities and the premises licence holder, this
had not, in fact, been done, and furthermore, the Councillors failed to tick the
box on the same page confirming that they understood that if they did not
comply with the requirements, the application would be rejected.

On receipt 6f the application, the Council sent a copy to the premises licence

~ holder, which ‘they were not required to do — that being the responsibility of
the Applicant — a week later on the 8" May, and there is no evidence that they
sent copies to anyone else — again this was the responsibility of the Applicant.

Finally, the notice required to be displayed on the premises was not displayéd
untit the 4" May, 2012 which was 2 days late.

The Council maintained that these irregularities did not matter; no prejudice
had been caused as all parties were aware, and they proceeded with the
review application as if it had been validly made. The Licensee appealed the
decision of the Sub-Committee, but took, as a prefiminary legal point in the

1



Magistrates’ Court, the stance that the entire raview hearing was null and void
because the application was invalid and did not properly trigger a hearing in

the first place.
Section 51 of the Licensing Act 2003 states:

51 Application for review of premises licence

(1) Where a premises licence has effect, {a responsible authority or any
other person] may apply to the relevant licensing authority for a review of the

licence.

(2) Subsection (1) is subject to regulations under section 54 (form elc of

applications etc).
(3) The Secretary of State must by regulations under this section—

(@) require the applicant to give a notice containing details of the application
to the holder of the premises licence and each responsible authority within

such period as may be prescribed,

(b) require the authority to advertise the application and invite
representations about it to be made to the authority by [responsible authorities

and other persons];

(c) prescribe the period during which representations may be made by the
holder of the premises licence, any responsible authority or any [other

personj;

(d) reduire any notice under paragraph (a) or advertisement under

paragraph (b) to specify that period.

By virtue of section 51(3), it is a mandatory requirement under the prirmary
legislation that the applicant for the review of the licence give notice
containing details of the application to the premises licence holder and to

sach responsible authority within the prescribed period.






By virtue of section 51(3)(b), it is a mandatory requirement under the
primary legislation that the licensing authority advertise the review and invite
representations about it within a prescribed period.

The regulations specified under section 51 have been implemented by the
Secretary of State and comprise the Licensing Act 2003 (Premises licences
and club premises certificates) Regulations 2005, S! 2005/42 .

Those regulations state:
Review of premises licence§
16 An application for a review of a premises licence under section 51 shall -
be in the forr and shall contain the information set out in Schedule 8

( Now Schedule 2 of 2012 No 955 by virtue of changes made by Licensing Act
2003 (Premises licences and club premises certificates) (Amendment)
Regulations 2012).

The language of the Act and the Regulations is mandatory.’

The Conseauence of Procedural Defects.

Section 52 of the Licensing Act 2003 ( so far as is relevant) states:

62 Determination of application for review

(1)  This section applies where— ) ‘

(@) the relevant licensing authority receives an application made in
accordance with section 51,

(b) the applicant has complied with any requirement imposed on him under
subsection (3)(a) or (d) of that section, and | '

(c) the authority has complied with any requirement imposed on it under
subsection (3)(b) or (d) of that section.






(2) Before determining the application, the authority must hold a hearing to
consider it and any relevant representations.

Therefore, determination of the review application may only take place, in
accordance with section 52, where those mandatory requirements have been
satisfied. The clear language of section 52 is that the section only applies in

those circumstances.

The Council argued before the (Depuiy) District Judge that a failure to comply
with a procedural requirement need not prove fatal to legal proceedings and
cited: R v Secretary of State for the Home Depariment ex p
Jeyeanthan [ 2000 1 WLR 354. Jeyeanthan is authority for the proposition
that the distinction between “mandatory” and “discretionary” language is not
the real consideration, and that the important point is whether there is any
prejudice resulting from non-compliance with regulations, and whether
Parliament can have intended invalidity to result from a technical non-

compliance. In the Tinseltown case, there was no prejudice to any party.

Sarah Clover for the Licensee cited another case, however:
R v Clarke and Another [2008] UKHL 8

In this caée, Lord Bingham found that there was a distinction to be made
between non-compliance with a procedural technicality in the course of proper
proceedings, and, on the other hand, non-compliance with a technicality
which robbed the decision making tribunal of its jurisdictional power entirely.
The Tinseltown case, it was argued, was an example of the latter, not the

former.

Lord Bingham

Paragraph 4.



“whenever a court is confronted by failure to take a required step,
properly or at all, before a power is exercised (‘a procedural failure’),
the~court should first ask itself whéther the intention of the legislature
was that any act done following that procedural failure should be

invalid.”

Section 52 of the Licensing Act 2003 states:
“ (1) This section applies where —

(a) the relevant licensing authority receives an application made in

accordance with section 51;

(b) the applica‘nt has complied with any requirement imposed on him
under sub-section (3)(a), or (d) of that section and

(c) the authority has complied with any requirement imposed on it
under subsection (3)(b) or (d) of that section.” [ Emphasis added]

Sectlon 92 goes on thereafter to endow the Licensing Authonty with its power
to hold a hearing and take steps in relation to the premises licence. The
section, by clear interpretation, does not apply if the review application has
not been made in accordance with s.51, and the applicant has not complied
with the requirements of service of the review application, and the Licehsing
Authority has not complied with the requirements of advertising and inviting
representaticns. There is no other reasonable interpretation.

The alternative interpretation would have to be:
‘(1) This secfion applies where —

~ (a) the relevant licensing authority receives an application made in

accordance with section 51;



(b) the applicant has complied with any requirement imposed on him
under sub-section (3)(a), or (d) of that section and

{c) the authority has complied with any reguirement imposed on it
under subsection (3)}(b) or (d) of that section.” '

And this section aiso applies where those matters at (a) fo (c) have not

been complied with.

[Emphasis added].

This is nonsensical, and robs the first words at (1) of all sensible meaning. it

makes the words in sub-section (1) entirely otiose.

The Council argued that:
“We remain of the view that it was not Parliament’s intention that breaches of
the Reguiations, however small, wouid render the proceedings invalid.”

and

“ This cannot have been the intention of Parliament when devising a
procedure whereby members of the public could bring review applications
before a Council's licensing sub-committee even if the premises licence was

ultimately at stake through that process.”

The Learned Deputy District Judge disagreed. Section 52, as Deputy District
Judge Stavely observed, provides an important protection for licensees. She
was clear that it was mandatory, and that any issue of prejudice was

irrelevant.

The Council's contention that "this cannot have been the intention of
Parliament” when devising a procedure to be used by members of the public
did not bear scrutiny. The regulatory requirements are not onerous or d\iﬂicult,
for a lay person to understand. Furthermore, and more importantly, it is not

6



necessary for a lay person to have any knowledge or understanding about the
Regulations. It is the responsibility of the Licensing Authority, in receiving an
application to be diligent in confirming that the regulatory requirements have
been complied with. This is particularly so in relation to the regulatory
requirements that the Licensing Authority themselves must comply with, as
opposed to those that applicahts must comply with. There is ho excuse for the
failure of a Licensing Authority to conform to the regulations. Any failure of
procedure can be notified to a lay applicant, and any non-compliance can be
rectified, and the review application submitted again. ‘This is not prejudicial or

onerous to an applicant.

The consequence of the failure to comply with the regulations is, therefore,
that the review application is invalid; no hearing should be convened, and any
purported determination made upon the application is null and void. This
was the (Deputy) District Judge's finding, and she awarded costs against the

Council.

Sarah Clover

Kings Chambers

Embassy House, 60 Church Street
Birmingham

0121 200 3570

26t June 2013
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. From: . Megan Stevenson on behalf of Anthony Lyons
Sent: 01 October 2018 15:08
Tos licensing@cheshireeast.gov.uk’
Cc: ‘simonjarnes.taylor@shoosmiths.co.uk’

Subject: Knutsford Masonic Club - Review Proceedings (LEIT08/1)

FAO Kim Evans, Licensing team leader
Dear Sirs,

We have been instructad by the directors of Leicester-Warren Hall Company Limitad to act on their behalf in
connection with the Section 51 proceedings for the raview of the Knutsford Masanic Club premises licence issued by
your authority under the Licensing Act 2003. '

Our clients have shared with us correspondence, forms and notices relating to the review proceadings.

We note the review application is dated 26™ July 2018 aithough it appears to have been submitted with a later letter
dated 30" July 2018 to the authority from Massers Shoosmiths who are instructed to act on behalf of the applicant
Adele Wright. -

From our examination of the sequence of dates and events relating to the review we have concluded that the
current proceedings are invalid and ought not be entertained by the licensing authority.

As you will be aware there is a strict procedure to be followed in connection with reviews.
it appears the applicants have failed to comply with regulations 27; 29; 38 (1-2); and 39.

You will also be aware that by reason of Section 52 Licensing Act 2003 an application for review can only proceed to
s determination where it is made in accordance with Section 51 (1) {a-c) which is clearly not the case. '

We have seen the licensing authority email of the 4" September 2018 {15:50) addressed to “undisclosed recipients”
which acknowledges the application (whichever date it is said to have commenced) was not made in accordance
with the regulations.

The authority purports ta rectify the error by “recalcuiating” timescales stating that 2 notice of hearing will be
advised in due course.

Unfortunately it is simply not possible to adjust the application in this way. Legislation does not provide for any such
maodification of the original application no matter how expedient the licensing authority may consider this to be.

Having brought the above to your attention our clients are keen to emphasise that they {without any admission of
fault) acknowledge the continuing concerns of Mr and Mrs Wright and are not seeking to avoid their
responsibilities. In fact these abortive proceedings have had the positive outcome of promoting a new dialogue
between the parties.

At the suggestion of Shoosmiths we understand that Mr and Mrs Wright would like to enter into renewed discussion
with our clients representatives. Our clients are presently awaiting a suggested day and time for a mediation
meeting at which hopefully a resolution can be found to the satisfaction of the parties. This may well obviate the
need to involve the licensing authority in any renewed review proceedings. .

It would be most helpful if you could acknowledge safe receipt of this email and confirm that the extant review
proceedings cannot proceed. '



As g matter of courtesy we are sending a copy of this email to Shoosmiths and awsit their suggestion for a meeting.
Yours sincarsly

Anthony Lyans



Rachael Killworth |

From: Anthony Lyons
Semnt: 12 October 2018 17:10

To: ‘Licensing_CE@cheshiresast.gov.uld
Ce: '~ Megan Stevenson

Subject: Leicester Warren Hall - Review

Jear Kim,

Thank vouw for your email.

As |'sat out in my correspondance of 1 October. The Utansiag Act 2003 dges not provide & fund
applicatian f3¢ raview to be determinad uriless (i has bean made praparly. Sectioh 52 of tha: Act deals with the
determinaton of apglications far review, bus, by vistue of Subssctan L, only apphes where the Authonty ‘receivas
an zpplicstion made in accordance with section 517 Sectan 51 orovides that anintsrastad party mavapply for a
review of the hcence, subject to the Réguiezin::s. |

Thase Regulations are found within The Licensing Act 2003 (Fremises Licences and club premises certificates)
Rezulations 2005 As previously stated we believe that the Licansing Authonty and applicant have failed to.comply
with thpse including, but not limited to, numbers 27, 29, 38 & 39.
Regulation 27 rzquires an apelicant forraview to serve a capy of the application on each of the rasponsible
authonies. Wa do not believe that has been camplied with. Cheshire East’s own Guidarnce notes on the lodging of
a review lists the Licansing Authority, Palica. Bire Service, Enviropmental Health Planning Authoriy, Weights &
Measures, Haaith & Safety Authority as responsible authorities but omits that of the Home Office Immigration
Enforcemant whe became a respansible authorie 1n 2017 "

Regulailon 29 raquires an applicant to serve a copy of their raview on the premises licence halder, at the same time
“asthay s2rva 3 copy of the application on the Licensing Authority and all othar responsible authorities. Wa have had
sight of the letter from Shoosmiths to purglient, gated 28 August 2018 re-serving a copy of the application gn then .
follawing the return by Royal Mail of & previous attempt. However, this latier wwas sent a month afer the
rved on the Licensing Authority when st should have been made contemporandously.

application was i

Regulation 38 requires the applicant to display a blue notice at the pramises for 28 days starting the day after the
application has begn served, and whera a Licensing Authority maintains 3 website, details of the application must
also bz published there. Wa could find no evidence of such noilce on the Council’swebsite. Rezulaiion 38 sets our

.t

:non-compliance of 38 above, 38 has not seen complizd with e

what thatnofics should gay. but by virtue of ¢

it

1

slication’can be deamad valid when

g

course of arranging @ meating betwean all parties w discuss matters further.
I ook Torward 1@ hearing from vou.

Kind tagards,
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Introduction

This narrative is written in response to an application for review of the Premises Licence {PR/0640)
issued by Cheshire East Council (CEC) to The Leicester-Warren Hall Company Limited {LWHCo) in
respect of licensable activities carried out at Leicester-Warren Hall, Bexton Lane, Knutsford (LWH).

LWH is a Masonic Hall, owned by LWHCo and is currently the home of thirteen Masonic Orders
with a combined membership of around 360 drawn from Knustsford and the surrounding areas.
LWH has been a regular meeting place for Freemasons since 1969. LWHCo is a non-profit making

- organisation with around 50 Shareholders and is managed by a Board of up to 9 Directors. The
Articles of Association of LWHCo do not permit any distribution of “profits”, all Shareholders and
Directors are Knutsford Masons and all are unpaid volunteers.

Freemasonry is essentially a charitable organisation which raises significant amounts for local and
national charities mainly from Members’ contributions, donations and social functions.

Previous History of LWH

LWH was built in 1969 as a redevelopment of former farm buildings. It was built and maintained
by the then Members, who included professional aréhitects, builders, tradesmen and labourers. in
the 1980’s the hall was extended by the addition of the dining room and a new and much improved
bar and has remained unchanged since that time. The hall is an expensive building to maintain and
an average of around £25,000 pa is required for repairs and renewals.

During the 1980's and 1990’s there was a significant amount of Masonic activity at LWH, with
around 150 midweek meetings each involving around 40 to SO Members and guests attending and,
in addition, around 40 weekend Masonic social events with typicaily 120attending.

.From 1990 onwards, as the numbers of Members began to slowly decline, it became clear that the
revenue raised from Members would be insufficient for the future maintenance of the hall. Around
2008, it was decided by LWHCo that, in order to secure the future of the hall, a commercial partner
was required, whereby the hall would continue to be used as a venue for Masonic functions, whilst
also being operated as a venue for external functions. At that time, the Premises Licence was
revised and LWH was approved by CEC to be regularly used as a venue for marriages/partnerships
by civil ceremony. The building is ideally suited to such events and is a popular venue in the area.

Activities of Tradcafe/Wilshaws at LWH

In luly 2008, Tradcafe Limited, a member of the K8 Group of companies, took over operation of
the hall under a three-year contract later assigned to Wilshaws of Bexton Limited, also a member
of the K8 group (Wilshaws). Under that contract, it was envisaged that sufficient revenue would be
generated to sustain commercial operations whilst providing a surplus for the maintenance and
improvement of LWH.

During Wilshaws’ tenure at LWH, we are aware that there have been difficulties between them
and Mr & Mrs Wright, the owners of the adjoining house regarding noise and other nuisance arising
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from the commercial activities of Wilshaws . Although throughout this period, the Premises Licence
was in the name of LWHCo, the Designated Premises Supervisor was Ms Katrina Shenton, a Director
of Wilshaws and LWHCo did not become directly involved in resolving those difficulties. We are
aware that, from time to time, the relationship between the parties became extremely strained
and that several formal complaints were made by Mr & Mrs Wright.

1tis apparent from the diary records kept by Mr & Mrs Wright that there may have been inadequate
control and management of events run by Wilshaws. There are several references in the diarv to
fire-doors being left open, which is sormewhat of an exploitation of an omission in the Premises
Licence which requires all windows to be closed after 22.00 but mekas no mention of doors being
closed.

Future Activities at LWH

I remains the case that significant revenue from external events is crucial to the future existence
of LWH. Without that revenue the likely outcome would be the and of Freemasonry in Knuisford
and sale of the land for development, there being extremeiy lirnited options for the use of such a
building. '

Following the departure of Wilshaws on 315 August 2018, LWHCo has entered into a new lease
and quite different contractual arrangements with Belle £pogque Bespoke Limited {BER). This lease
will be effective from 1% September 2018 and for a period of 20 years. BEB has close links with La
Belle Epoque Limited, a highly respected family run catering and events business operating in
Knutsford for many years. :

The income to LWHCo generated from this lease and obligations on BEB under the lease are
essential to the maintenance of the building and its future as a Masonic Hail. We understand from
BEB that the permitted hours under the Premises Licence are already somewhat limited compared

to industry standards and to other local licenced premises close to residential properties. Any
further restriction would render the business unviable.

BEB will continue to provide facilities and cater for Masonic events. Throughout the year, there are
currently around 80 evenings when LWH is used for Masonic meetings and rehearsals. In addition,
around 10 Masonic social functions are held which involve entertainment and music. These events
require the full use of current licencing hours.

BEB will also operate external events at LWH, including use as a wedding venue as the main focus
of their business.

Application for Review

Documents notifying LWHCo of the application for review were posted to us at LWH and notto our
Registered Office, the covering letter is dated 30 July 2018. We only became aware of the
application on 11" August 2018, when one of our Directors attended a function at the hall and saw
the notices posted there. We subsequently contacted CEC Licencing Team for clarification and
received copies of the documents from them under cover of a letter dated 14" August 2018.
Shoosmiths, Solicitors acting for Mr & Mrs Wright, subsequently advised us in a letter dated 28"
August 2018 that the documents posted to LWH had been returned to them by Royal Mail. The
documents were eventually delivered by hand to our Registered Office on 30" August 2018. The
timetable for representations, consuitation and the hearing were set on the basis that the
application and supporting documents had been delivered on or around 30" july 2018, which was
not the case.
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It should be noted that the name of the premises licence holder stated in the application is
incorrect, it should read “The Leicester-Warren Hall Company Ltd" and not “The Knutsford Masonic
Club”. The copy Premises Licence included in the appllication is out of date and identifies Ms
Stephanie Jane Dawson as Designated Premises Supervisor, whereas up to 31* August 2018, the
DPS was Katrina Shenton, a Director of Wilshaws and from 1% September 2018 is Matthew
~ Mooney, a Director of BEB. : '

Grounds for Review
The grounds for review set out by CEC are:

1. The premises is causing a serious disturbance amounting to a publicnuisance.
and
2. Events at the premises give rise to anti-social behaviour including criminal offences.

These allegations refate to the activities of the previous occupant Wilshaws and their
apparent inadequate control and management of events and not to the building or its
suitahility as a venue,

The diary of events kept by Mr & Mrs Wright, although subjective is an indication of the
level to which their relationship with Wilshaws had deteriorated.

As stated above, Wilshaws occupation of LWH came to an end on 31°* August 2018. '
Through the application for review, BEB are aware of the background to the allegations
made by Mr & Mrs Wright and are sympathetic to their situation. BEB intend to operate
LWH in a far more professional manner. Their proposals include the installation of
hedging/fencing to separate LWH from Mr & Mrs Wright's property, with a substantial gate
at the boundary between the hall and the adjoining house. It is their policy to have security
staff on duty at the door at all times during events in order to monitor who can enter and
observe any activities taking place outdoors. BEB have a zero policy towards anti-social
behaviour.

Reference to anti-social behaviour including criminal offences. We cannot comment on the
substance of those allegations, except to say that we are not aware of any action being -
taken by the authorities or any criminal charges arising.

3. Sleep deprivation and disturbance.

For several years, noise has been at the heart of the problem between Mr & Mrs Wright
and Wilshaws. It is apparent from correspondence and other reports that relations
between the parties became strained and at times highly charged.

In 2016, a report was commissioned by Mr & Mrs Wright which was prepared by Warren
King, Senior Consultant of Vanguardia Limited based on sound insulation tests carried out
by Stroma Technology Ltd on 25 July 2016 and 2" December 2016. A further report by
Warren King of Vanguardia, dated June 2018, is based on the findings of the 2016 study
and does not appear to include any further measurement of noise other than subjective
observations. References below are to numbered paragraphs in the 2016.and 2018
reports. :

In 2018 - 2.6, it is painted out that in the 2016 report, following complaints from Mr & Mrs
Wright, CEC had installed noise monitoring equipment in Mr & Mrs Wright's house.
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Environmental Health Offices acknowledged that noise was audibie, certain
recommendations were made on 2 “good neighbour” basis and the case was closed. 11 is

therefore reasonable to conclude that the noise levels monitored were not considerad
excessive.

In 2018 - 5.8, it is stated that the “...existing party wall does provide some ievel of sound
insulation.....but that it is not sufficient...”. This conflicts with the results of the 2016 test
report, which indicated that, “2016- 3.1....the sound insulation performance of the existing
wall is high..”. 2015 - 3.2 and 3.10 go on to say that the noise levels are increased wien
the main venue fire doors are open, when the Wrights' kitchen window is open and
through the firs door on the end of the party wall. In 2016 - 4.1, it is again mentioned that,
« ..performance of the existing party wall was high.....” and that, “it cannot be guaranteed
that by only treating the party wall, sound transmission.....will be significantly reduced”.
This is repeated in 2016 - 5.2.

It has been LWHCo's intention for some time to remove the single fire door on the party
wall and to brick-up the opening including use of appropriate insulation material. This was
not previously carried out due to problems agreeing access with Wilshaws. However, this
work has now been carried out.

Ciearly, opening and closing of the Wrights’ kitchen window is under their hands.

4, The premises is not suitable for events to be heldthere.

Setting aside the probiem of audible noise, which is addressed throughout this response
to the application, it is our view that the premises is suitable for events to be held there,
as indeed they have been over the last 50 years or so.

Problems referred to in the application are historical and relate to the activities of
Wilshaws, who have now vacated the premises. In the response to item 3 above, we have
set out the measures BEB intend to adopt in order to ensure that events are properly
managed and controlled. ’

The design and size of the premises is considered well suited for the events which take
place and it provides an ideal venue for Masonic and social activities in the Knutsford area.
With the exception of the adjoining property, the hall and grounds are secluded, access is
good and there is a large car park which can accommodate over 70vehicles.

5. The following licensing objectives are not being promoted:

i. Prevention of Public Nuisance
See the response to items 1 and 2 above.

il Prevention of Crime and Disbrder
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We are not aware of any crime being committed at the premises. in respect of
disorder, see the response to items 1 and 2 above.

iii. Protection of Children from Harm
CEC’s conditions relating to Protection of Chiidren from Harm relate to
entertainment of children, Supervision and control of the movement of children.
We do not consider that objective relevant to this application. If the intention is to
link audible noise in the house to causing harm to children in the house through
sleep deprivation, we consider this to be addressed under item 3 above.

5. Summary

- Problems detailed in the application for review relate to events managed by Wilshaws from
2008 to date. Wilshaws have now vacated the premises and have been replaced by what
is considered to be a more experienced and professional organisation, BEB.

We are confident that any disturbance, public nuisance and anti-social behaviour issues
will be resolved by BEB’s improved working practices.

It is accepted that noise arising from certain events at LWH is audible in the adjoining
house. Action has already been taken to reduce the impact of noise and it is BEB's
- intention that this should continue by the introduction of improved operating practices..

LWH is a long-established venue for Masonic and social events, having operated for almost
90 years. It was originally established as a Masonic Hall, but it now relies for its continued
existence on revenue raised from external functions. In that respect, the viability of BEB's
business at the hall for both masonic and external functions is crucial. Any restrictions on
the current premises licence conditions in terms of permitted hours or number of events
would have a serious impact on viability and the future of the hail.

We believe that the measures we have outlined in this response‘together with LWHCo and
BEB's intention to create a more constructive and effective relationship with Mr & Mrs
Wright should resolve the historical problems which have led to theapplication.

It is our hope, for the future existence of LWH that this review of the premises licence will
not result in restrictions being imposed.
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Matthew Mooney 0! ) will say:

} and my family have owned and run the Belle £poque in Knutsford for the last 45 years. We ai2 an
independent second generation family business. We are located in an historic grade 11 listed
building and have gained a national reputation for fine dining and hosting wadding events.

The restaurant has been recognised by the Michelin Guide for over 35 vears and has gained 2 AA
Rosettes for our restaurant and a Platinum 4 Star status for our hotel. The AR Rosette rating ranks us
in the top 10% of restaursnts in the UK.

We have been voted by Tatler Magazine as one of the top 100 Wedding Venues in the UK.

On average we host two weddings a week in Knutsford. We have residential propesty adjoining the
rear of our building and have always maintained an axcellent and harmonious relationship with ail
residents.

We have employed generations of Knutsfordians and have pioneered the use of local produce, using
local farmers and food producers where possible. We take our role in the Knutsford community
seriousty and regularly support charity evenis at our venue and nther.

| have chaired several committees within the local business community to raise the profile of
Knutsford and attract more visitors, I'm a passionate ambassador for the town and spoken on Radio
Four and appeared in the Times newspaper promoting Knutsford town. | have been a Trustee of the
Knutsford Heritage Centre. ‘

Qur plans for Larkspur Lodge, (formerly Leicester Warren Hall), are simpie. Wawe intend to take the
same standards and level of hospitality as the Belle Epoque, but offer them in a much more informal
setting of a vintage barn,

We pperate at 2 high standard and staff are trained accordingly. We are currently recruiting for new
members of staff to join the Beile Epoque team, where once they have been trainad, they will be
utilised at Larispur Lodge. We are planning to creating 12/15 new full and part-time jobs at our new
venue.

By the end of January 2019, we will have invested approximately, £30,000 at Larkspur Lodge, subject
to planning permission, These works include the creation of a new sound-proofed entrance porch, a
new outdoor terrace area, away from neighbouring property, a gated entrance and fenced area,
internal and external decoration, “bricking-up” an adjoining disused fire exit and new garden
landscaping and planting.

| have now had an opportunity to meet with our adjoining neighbours and their legal representative.
They have set out their concerns which, to my mind, reflect on the questionable management of our
predecessors at the Hail.

| wouid like to assure them and the Licensing Committee that the improvement works we propose
coupled with the implementation of our robust management policies should see the elimination of
the historic issues. As we stated during our meeting, we are committed to being good neighbours.

Although we are agreeable to the implementation of a number of new conditions to the Licence, we
nead the operational flexibility to trade the hours as the Hall is currently licensed in order to be
commercially viable and in turn, contribute to the sustainability of the Freemasons Hall.
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1.8

" The purpose of s dpcument is o provide an 355855y

- . =1 AN 4
TiC RESOT DECEMEEN A01s

1T.INTRODUCTION

Vanguardiz Consulting has beeén commissiorad by ihe owners of White Housa Farm Ceitage. Baxis
Lane, Knutsford to provide an assessment of the soundinsulaton of 3 parny vall betwesrn the cotiage
and (he vende adjacent 10 the property, Laicesiar Warcan Hall whilch |5 used for wedding rezeplions a5

gdier fuhcions inroughout ihe yaar.

and the venue a~d 1o provide racammendations o reduce he lavei of entertiainment nolse within the

cotiage

A glossary of accuslic terms is shewwn I Appendix A

CONSULTANTS EXPERIENCE

Vanguardia Consulilng Isan indapendent acoustic canslianty spacialising in ihe figld of spunc. noiss
and acoustcs relzted 10 @ntert@nment venues, The tzam of consuliants have many years expeslencs
d;—alzn: with seme of ihe largest and most innovalive sound and acoustc Digjects in the UK, including

Wﬂmﬂé?smduum the Millennium Dome, The Millennium'Stadium, Wembley Aren and Earls Court. ¥

I'ne conswltants have successiully provided sound managament sdvice, including noise coniral. at ovsr
1Wmmw'ﬁ§rism Tnese corcerts have ranged from refatively small scale avents st
g 1 figld sites to mgjor events staged at nadonal siadia providing =nieralnment for tens of thousands

of nesopls.

~
o

g

The company direcior also 5at on the UK Noize Councit Working Parry which orepared the Cods
i P

Practice on Environa “ose Control 5t Concerts (1985). They have aiso managed Govermment

Az well a5 ihe provizion of sound and acoustic de

rals with the whole range of scoustc, neiss ard vibratior issuss ard o i have cresentet!
trates and hign courts, Juhoal Revews and

=)

clions such as weadings and birthday nanizs and shares

rdersis ar the malonty of events ha veus usas &

entin ine form 27 8 OJ wino supoli

preferred supplier (o orovide éntaeriainm

23 the sound system. Haowever,

’

=ni of the gxisting parfty wall between the collzge’

GE. BEXTON G253 ARED O VANGUARDIA
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ACDUSTIC REPDAT

VER exisnd howrs o 0100

conditions:

i music on the parsy wall,

3 hours when regu TIENT 12 54




2

2.

[N]

w

l.

2.

Uwas carrisd out atthe venua using the sama sound svsiem setip and simiiar gene

majority of gvenis at the venue, Although the sound systam suppher and DJ wers §
venue's preierred supgolier, :J:sr.?:ies that hire (h2 venue are entitlaa (0_ Dring their own sound sysiem and

entertainers. Music was played it the venue at a level considered to oe nosmal by the DJ. It was then

requesied that tha levais ware Incregsec o replicste what happens on seme nights al the venue.

SOUND INSULATION TEST

Lo

A sound :n:uia i=d nut by Stroma Technology Lid on 257 July 2016 to =siabiish

~wrall. The sound insylation 2sts were carried out in accordance with the

andard 85 EN ISQ 16 283- 12014 Acousiizk. Fieid macsutement 0f sopnd

cergrmance of

£or

guidance providedin Bridish S

insuiction g elements. Airborna seund inswonion,

Noise maasuremanis viers taken In Doth the sourse room {venue) and receivi ing rooms (living room
Kitchen area and first floor fedroom) which share the party wall of the adjacent coltage using =
broadband noise signal capabie of producing #oise in third octaves will: centre fraquenties within ihe
range af 50Hz end 10KH. Sound insulation tests wera carded out with the venue doars open and closad
in order to assess e effiect 00 the noise levals in both receiving reoms. In addition, & background fnicise

-)

measurement was also 2@ in the receiving room w

g sumimary of the noise measurements In ng sourcs and racalving raoms

~i
¥
o
3
LD
3
[
'f
C;
@

during the @3t g3 well &5 he background nouse lavel in the recaiving
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—  BRWEEN e vanue and cottage kitchen and bedroom party walls




WHITE HOUEE FARN COTTAGE BEXTOM
LANE KHUTEFOIRD

(RN RIS

VC03269 AR ARO) VANGUARDIA

ACQUATIC REMDAT ’ DECEMEER 2018

— Tiwnugh the kitchan floor

—  With e kitchen window aopen and glased

—~ Wik the venue doors open and closed

— Tirough the small fre eseape on the pary wall

With the souAg system mocated on tha resilient mats and directly on the fiogr

= The attenuehon through the cottage furtner away from 1he vanue
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3. SOUND INSULATION ASSESSMENT

Y Q'l‘ ol ey

snue doors ciused and 0., 73d8 wiih the venue doors open.

the o_o'emng _o\' the maln venue fire doors degrédes the sound insulation 1o ine
|' C 3 5'12 'iwe 2

Kitcharn / living room and 1

15 -‘r

E-in from the ki

drhtional noise &

confinmed duy ng 4

e windaw vas

nenis made in the verues with music operaiing, ttis

he sound insulation test daid and mezeyra

]
=

'
“’S

¢ that nolse levels i the cottage fram amplifiad music arellKer ta be in the regicn of 30-35 dBA
sround 25 9BA Lg,

L. . Background noise levels recordad in the cottay

= favalin

3-104B ahove the deckground ¢

103048 above

Lamolified musics 3-3vu<nn 3

f

e levels at low frequencies (B3Hz, 30M7? and 10072 &

dus o the low

e exact party wall construcion arg r_'urren"v urknoyw, although the sound insulation tesis of

onry wail, polentislly wiilh soms

At & gn nsifomance rick m

\

=
@
Inl
i
L)
:
1_;‘
&
ot
&F
a
o+
Pt ¥
R

2 1iigh sound inswation measurad irassmission fram e venus ta the o

v weall, but also via fa

=k "Flg vig indirect .}”1‘ 15 2UCh 85 vig e
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Research carried out by Dafra on low fraguency noise disturbance {toniract no NANR4S) prongses

m
—
b
o
[}

crierion for the assassment of low fra

wency noise. Although it dogs not specifically rels

enterizinment noize ihe maximum third octave values given balow 72 an appro

fowe L-:q.J ancy disiLrbancsa.

Tabie 2 3 TR-HIIE-= T AT

Frequetcy 40 50 63 80 100 125 160
{Hz)

L. €8 4a 43 42 10 . 38 35 34

The folloveng f gures compare ar assessment of the

e Music no se excesds U
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e
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5 dB. Althoudh his criterion 's ot re
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WHITE KILEE FARM COTTAGE, BEXTON veasnaAserol VANGU .?.'R DIA

LANE KNUTSFORD T
ALOUSTIC REPONT {elEnEER S0

3.10. The additianal we3ts carried adi on 27 Dezember suggestad ihe Tollowing subjeciive assessmant of nosa

izels:

Breadana music noise was audible through the paryy wall betwesr the venus and the
kitchian ahd Dedroom

Music was na: gudible thiough he adjacent walls or througs he flaw

Noisa levels ware subjecivelyiouder with

party vall.
Theie wals no sutiecive differsnce in noiss levels In the caltage when the sound sysism

Was mounted on the resilient mats and cirecidy on the flpar,
Thare was a noticeas|e reduclion in npise (avels beiwesn thg rooms i the cotizge close (o
the carty wall 8nd the rogins Tuntigr sway. This provides evidence thar the sound

transmission paih is oredaminanty threugh the party wall,
4 -
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4. MITIGATION

iThe initist sound Insulation tasts Indicate that the performarice of the existing party wall was high.

bs o

It cannol be guaraiteed that by only raating the pasty wall, sound transmission

Getwesn the venue anc the gottage will be ygn'vccamly reducad

&7

ILGH e party

TV v Tor
DAy R H {

transmission path tirough the main va

RECOMMENDATIONS

arfied out to reduce e noise

ne ollowiing nolss mituc

P T i~ e [*3
SN Ne VENUE ang Collad

Instalt an independent wall lining systam '

mendad Hai an mdependent wall liring comprisin g of 3iayers o 15mm Soundblog o

dent studs with 300-400mm cavity from the exist ag wall Plled with 200mm Acoustic Rockwog|

ﬂS"g 5'7"13} i constructad o reduce tne sound ransmission thrs e ,", 3

g wall and would most ]é:-’.'éi‘y‘

extgnd the full heigh
3

200mmis noi s

WOTSE

und insulation mtlnaependent wall lining solution wauld anly raduce nolse

transmissicn through the wall element ofily and further miligation is likaly 1o be reavired to

addinonal »n

FENSTHSEION LJF'("' ST

istracdon getsils shoult D2 in 2600rdancs vath the manuisciur 5 nsirdciions and

nould e consL iad ¢

sCcammendations

STy inay v
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o BE fillediThis should be done with nlgh density blockveork 10 provide 3t least the same reduc

n, 1 a ™ A
L &
| Yy >~ LU ALY i,
BRIl
- ’

Block the fire exjt on tha party wall

There isSignificant ﬁbls'e Braakoutl from the venue through the fire escape doors on the external éi:—:-mem
:vue snd fhat s planned for it

of the party wall It is understood ihat the fire exit is not required by he

P as

Lwall lining as

ne existing extarnal wall This would then be encapsulaiad by any pra

Limiting entartainment noise from the venue

It is undersiood that the venus manager Is considering tha installation of Ep_gm:gmi&hnusa_swn_d

|system and AreVEnting any parties from brfﬁ'giln'g their awh sou’rmﬁs_yatgm;aﬂﬁ‘_bﬁ_ng réstricted only kh=

useTof the Venue systam: The sound system shoiid Incliidea compréssor limitifgTdevice which prevents

anyone fromincisdéing music nolse levels {fom & pressat fever This wouid aiso be apaiicable o

ropriones wiich shioulc

A smali monitor loudispeg<er should also be nealug

All loudspeakars should stili =2 stit mals 10 isolate th

ransmiszic
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Minimise breas ou thraugh the venues doors v .

48, The existing venue's <! FROIBCE0 Wit BCOUSIEGBOTS Whic showid inciude m&u@?
{rwmsﬁ%m kegl‘mdurwsew- s, A

LO0E 0 min

o
ur

s venue The Ioo..;-; should he ttﬁ‘iﬂf.(-’.e’\'_‘i‘:.‘ﬁ of

rigin mass and density ma 25 pussible and be of yreat LefoLgh depth so

CANNDL D8 ODEnzd by one guast,

i IS
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5. SUMMARY

54, The sound insulztion 1355 carried out indicaie the following.

— The =xisiing party wall pravides a high tevel of sound insulztion. tis consideced that
genarally, the higher ing sound insulation of ths bultding 2lement, the mpre signiticant
sound transmission through flanking patns become. - c '

= The sounc insulgton tést resulis Indicaie ihat naise levels from the venue are lowsr thanin

ihe bedroom han in the kitehen. This provides some Indicatlen st there are additiona

sound irzrsmission paths inla the xllchan, However, the residerts commented that
subjeclivay, music noisa levels are higher In (he bedroom. This is most likely because of
higher background roisa levels in the kitchen

Moise lavels in the kitchen are higher when the venue doors a7 open. This is less apparent

in Ihe badrogm wiich sbggesis that therg is some ransnussion through the venue daors.

5.2. The sound Insulaton tests did nopt grovide zonciusive evidance gt the dominan sound ransmission
itianal sound transmission

path agross the frequency range isthrough the existing paity well and tha

" paing may xist.

5.3 ° The addibenal tesis carriad oui after the sound insulation tests indicate the following:

— Musicriolse is gudible tm ugh ihe party wall baoseen the venue the coitage Kitchan

and bedroom

Ble through tng adjacent walls or through the foor indicating thar

Ihese ars nob sigrficznt saunt! ransmission paths,
g=ial

- Noise levels wers sulzjectively Iouder with the kitchen wirdow open and with the venug

doors open, This was mostiikely 25 2 result of the nosa breajrout through (ha firk Socr on
e exie nel elameant of the party well, next to g Ktchen windows ard ihrough e main
vanue doors,
— Thzresyss no subjecive difference i1 nose levais Ir the cottags whah the sound system
vas mounted an tha irectly on the floor

O

e tha rooms in e « cotiage closg |

W

- Thers wa

e nary wall and the roamis furthier away.

5.4  The ‘oilew g minganan measures should be considers:

C ihe aciacent collage
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T R S T Sy 1R e
i an independant weall ining svstem, |

- T

—  Filt the firs et on the extermal slemet of the pariy wall

W

- Limil the noise lavels within th

— Redyce ths roise breaxozl trough the mainvenue coprs. -

o it
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6.l

63

6.4

6. APPENDIX A

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Noise s defined as unwanied spuid. The ratige of audible sound is iform 043 1o 1404dE. wihits iE toxan to

o the threshoid of pain. The sound pressura detetted by the human ear covars sn extremely wide rangs.
= decibel (dB) is used 0 condense this range inio 2 manageable scale by isking tha logarithm of the

ratio of ine sound pressure and a raference sound pressure.

Tha frequency response of the ears is ususlly taken to be about 18Hz (number of oscillaiions par sacond) o

18.000Hz.
in toe mid-requency range than at the lewer and higher frequenciss, and because of thig, the low and fgn

Tha =acdoes nut respond equally 1o differen: frequancies a: the same level. |t is more sensitive

frequency component of o sound are reduced in inporiance by applying & weighting [flterng) circult to
ch is most used and which correlatas cest with the

the noise measuiing insttument. The weighting i
S.it}fEf‘llV esponse to noise IS the dB(A) welghting  This 5 an intermnatonaily acceptad standard for noise

HiEasure menis.

Fhie 8ar can just distinguish @ oilierente in loudness between two noise sourgas whern there is B 3¢B(A)
differsnce between lhem. Also when twd sound sources of the same noisa leve! aré combined ihe
resultant level Is 3dB(A} Righer than the single saurce. Wheo 1wo sounds diffsr by deB[A) one is sad to

be twice as laud as the other,

The subjeciive response o 3 neise is dependent nat orly upon the sound pressuce javel ardits fraguency.,

butalse s piermittency. Various indicgd have baen

developad o iry and correlate annovances vwith the g

naise leval nd i3 flucwsions. The parametsr used Tl B

e e itk Rl

for iths measure i3 Equivelent Continuous Scund

Pressure Level iLaw). The Aweighted sound -
praasurs level of & steady sound that has, ovar & ’ c _; "
given peros, tie same snergy 35 the fuctuating
sourd under invasiigation. ¥ is in effest the energy -
52
average level over ihs '
= R

e 18
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From: Suzanne Francis on behalf of Anthony Lyons
Sent: ' 24 October 2018 10:48
Te: ‘Simon Tayior’
Subject: Knutsiord Masonic Club - Premises Licence MBC/PR/0640- Review Proceedings
(LENOS/1)
Attachments: Proposed Conditions.doc

Dear Mr Taylor,

On behalf of Keith Stokes {representing the Premises Licence Holders) and Matzhew Mooney {Belle Epogue Bespoke
Limnitad — the new cormercial occupants) | write in advance of tomorrow’s hearing to confirm our proposals to
addrass your client’s concerns. g

You will note that considerable thought has been given to this matter, and, notwithstanding our serious concerns in
respect of the procedural propriety of these oroceedings, we are keen to work with your clients to reach a solution,

As such, | attach a list conditions which directly relate to the points of concern raised by your clients in thelr review
application.

As well as the offending fire escape door already having been bricked up, within the conditions you will note
additional significant concessions which include:

» A cut off time for live music at 1ipm,
s The closing of doors as well as windows from 10pm.
s The reduction in opening hours.

You will appreciate these are significant concessions, and we would hope that these proposals, coupled with my
client’s intention to develop a new picket fence {with planted screening) and farm gate would be welcomed by Mr &

Mrs Wright.

I will be sending a copy of this email and the proposed conditions to the licensing committee in advance of the
hearing, and in the event that they do not agree that the matter should not proceed to a full hearing tomorrow due
to the procedural irregularities, will be offering these conditions as a8 proposal to the Committee for their
consideration.

Should you wish to discuss any further, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Kind regards,

Anthony



Knutsford Masonic Club — Premises Licence MBC/PR/064(P

Proposed conditions to be added to the Premises Licence to be effective on those occasions
when Leicester Warren Hall is used for licensable purposes other than Masonic activities.

1.

10

11,

12.
13.

14,

15.

Lilnastl it

After 22:00 when regulated entertainment takes place all external doors will be
maintained in a closed position, save for access and egress. \

External doors will be éelf«closing.

The DPS or Manager will be responsible for the orderly management of events, such |
as to avoid nuisance to residents who live in the vicinity.

Any complaints (including noise complaints) will be recorded by the DPS or Manager
ina comp.aints book kept for the purpose and will promptly be dealt with.

Notices will be prominently displayed at the exit requesting patrons and staff to leave
the Premises quickly and quietly out of respect for our residential neighbours.

A smoking area away from the adjoining resident will be identified for such use.

Use of the external area (save for smokers) will cease at 23:00.

A taxi pick-up area will be agreed with a nominated taxi supplier with a view to

minimising any noise nuisance to our neighbours.

A sound lobby will be constructed to the main entrance and the DSP/Manager will use
best endeavors to ensure that after 22:00 the doors are managed in such a way to
avoid the escape of )sound.

Staff will be trained to understand the importance of reminding patrons to exit and
depart from the Premises quickly and quietly out of respect for our neighbours. Such
training will be documented. 7

SIA registere/drdoor staff shall be employed at the premises. in accordance with a risk
assessment. to be carried out by the DPS.

A new CCTYV system will be provided with internal and external cameras.

Wedding and event bookings at Leicester Warren Hall will be available to residents at
least 2 weeks in advance.

There will be no emptying of bottles into external bins or receptacles after | lpm or
before 7am.

There will be no live music permitted after 11pm.

deridiictionh sebeocs cigrame Beshiop Srovesed Condiions dog 1



The premises licence terminal hour for cpening will be reduced by 30 mins as

tollows:
Maonday — Thursday  11:00-23,30
Friday and Saturday 11:00-00:50

:00-23:00

(O]

Sunday l

New Years Fve 02:00

EstnaildiddrsmduechenSgpnotee inpramdhepk
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Toowhom it may concern,

sier Warran Hall, | believs the current

cpogue will be the new licence holders from the 1%° Septembar
2018, : ‘

Pwould like to record that | have no otjection to this and that | trust Belle Epogue to run the venue -

in a highly respansible manner.
For the recard | currently have no issue with the current noise ievels ganarated from the venue,

Kind Regards

Signature,

Date..[.?...q.' 1z

62



Cheshire East Licencing Depariment

To whom it Mm@y concern,

| live on Beggermans Lang, Knutsford which neighbours Leicestzr Warren Hall. | believe the current

premises licence is under revigw,

| alse understand that The Belle Epogiue will be the new licence holders from the 1™ September
2018.

J would liks to recard that | have no objection to this and that | trust Belle Epoque ta run the venue
in a highly responsible manner.

For the racord | currently have no issue with the currant noise levels generated from the venue.

Kind Regards
NamJI'WW

Signature. -
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/2 /¢

Date.... .../
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Towhom it may concerp,

Hive on Beggermans Lane, Knutsiord which neighbours

siicence is under reviayy,

Valss understand that The Balja £poque will be the new lice

Pwould {ik2 o racord that | have ao objection to this and that | trust elle Epoque to run the VENUE

o Y rRiponsible mannsr,

Far the racord Feurrently have no issue with the current noise levels generated from the venue.

~

Kind Ragacds,

Name.. YA Uu\.%cﬁ‘
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