
 

From: Democratic Services Unit – any further information may be obtained from the reporting 
officer or from Carolyn Eaton, Principal Democratic Services Officer, 0161 342 3050 or 
carolyn.eaton@tameside.gov.uk, to whom any apologies for absence should be notified. 
 

SPEAKERS PANEL (LIQUOR LICENSING) 
 
Day: Tuesday 
Date: 4 April 2023 
Time: 10.00 am 
Place: Committee Room 2 - Tameside One 

 
Item 
No. 

AGENDA Page 
No  

1.   APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

 To receive any apologies for absence.   
2.   DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   

 To receive any declarations of interest.   
3.   MINUTES  1 - 8 

 To approve as a correct record the Minutes of the proceedings of the meeting 
of Speakers Panel (Liquor Licensing) held on 17 January 2023. 

 

 
4.   APPLICATION FOR A REVIEW OF A PREMISES LICENCE – PL0197 – 

MARIA AND PHILLIP, 7 STOCKPORT ROAD, HYDE, SK14 1RH  
9 - 126 

 To consider the attached report of the Assistant Director, Operations and 
Neighbourhoods. 
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SPEAKERS PANEL (LIQUOR LICENSING) 
 

17 January 2023 
 

Commenced: 1.05pm Terminated: 4.15pm  

Present: Councillors Drennan (Chair), Bowden and Warrington 
In Attendance: Mike Robinson 

Gemma Lee 
Ashleigh Melia 
David Pickles 
Colette Schofield 
Mr Harris 
Resident A (Mr & Mrs) 

Regulatory Services Manager, TMBC 
Regulatory Compliance Officer, TMBC 
Solicitor, TMBC 
Applicant 
Secretary, Droylsden Cricket Club 
Chairman, Droylsden Cricket Club 
Persons submitting representations 

 
 
13. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
 
14. MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED 
That the Minutes of the meetings of the Speakers’ Panel (Liquor Licensing) held on 6 
December 2022 be approved as a correct record. 
 
 
12. APPLICATION FOR A PREMISES LICENCE – DROYLSDEN CRICKET CLUB, 

GARDENFOLD WAY, DROYLSDEN, M43 7XU 
 
Mr Robinson, Regulatory Services Manager, presented the report to the Panel and outlined the key 
legislation and policy guidance under Section 17 of the Licensing Act 2003, which outlined the 
procedure whereby an application could be made to the Licensing Authority for a premises licence. 
 
Mr Robinson identified the steps available to the Panel in determining the application.  
 
Mr Robinson informed the Panel of the brief background to the application as set out in the report 
and summarised the representation received from Resident A. 
 
He explained that Droylsden Cricket Club, Gardenfold Way, Droylsden, M43 7XU was a licensed 
premises.  The Club held a Club Premises Certificate since 7 March 2006.  The Club premises 
Certificate allowed the supply of alcohol by, or on behalf of the club, to a member of the club and 
the sale of alcohol by, or on behalf of the club, to a guest of a member. 
 
The current licensable activities and timings were as detailed below: 
 
Licensable 
Activity 

Current Licensable Activities  Licensable Activities Applied 
for 

Play Mon - Sat 11:00-23:00   
 Sun 12:00 – 22:30   
 
Live Music  Mon – Sat 11:00-23:00 Mon – Thurs 12:00-22:00 
 Sun 12:00 – 22:30 Fri  17:00-22:30 
   Sat 12:00-22:30 
   Sun 12:00-22:00 
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Recorded 
Music 

Mon – Sat 11:00 – 23:00 Mon – Thurs 12:00-23:00 

 Sun 12:00 – 22:30 Fri – Sat 12:00-00:00 
   Sun 12:00-23:30 
 
Performances 
of Dance 

Mon – Sat 12:00 – 23:00   

 Sun 12:00 – 22:30   
     
Anything of a 
similar 
description to 
recorded music 
and live music 

  Mon - Thurs 12:00-23:00 

   Fri - Sat 12:00-00:00 
   Sun 12:00-23:30 
 
Sale of Alcohol Mon – Sat 11:00-23:00 Mon – Thurs 12:00-00:00 
 Sun 12:00 – 22:30 Fri - Sat 12:00-02:00 
   Sun 12:00-00:30 

 
     
Late night 
refreshments 

  Mon – Thurs 12:00-00:00 

   Fri - Sat 12:00-02:00 
   Sun 12:00-00:00 
 
Provision of 
Regulated 
Entertainment  

Mon - Sat 11:00-23:00 Mon – Sun  

 Sun 12:00-22:30   
 
Opening Hours Mon - Sat 11:00-23:00 Mon - Thurs 12:00-01:00 
 Sun 12:00 – 22:30 Fri  12:00-02:30 
   Sat 09:00-03:00 
   Sun 09:00-01:00 
 
Mr Robinson informed the Panel that the Licensing Department received a complaint on 20 June 
2022 in relation to noise and allegations that the premises had been operating outside the hours of 
the club premises certificate.  The complaint which was received by email, was appended as 
Appendix 3 to the report.  
 
Mr Robinson explained that the complainant provided videos to the Council taken from a bedroom 
within their property.  The videos were sent to Ms Gemma Lee, Regulatory Compliance Officer, on 
27 June 2022, 18 July 2022 and 7 October 2022.  
 
Mr Robinson explained that on 18 July 2022 a meeting took place between committee members 
from the club and officers from the Licensing Department to discuss the allegations.  It became 
apparent that the club was not operating solely as a club, as on occasions the premises was hired 
out for private functions.  The committee of the club were advised that a premises licence would be 
required and in the interim, if licensable activities were taking place outside the permitted hours on 
the Club Premises Certificate, then a Temporary Event Notice (TEN) would be required.  Following 
this meeting, the club applied for a number of TENs on a number of dates.  Mr Robinson confirmed 
that the dates set out in the report were wrong and confirmed the dates as follows: 
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• 06/08/22 9am expired on 07/08/22 1am 
• 01/10/22 17:00 expired on 02/10/22 2am 
• 03/12/22 19.00 expired on 04/12/22 1am 
• 31/12/22 17.00 expired on 01/01/23 3am 

 
Mr Robinson explained that on 9 November 2022, a visit to the premises was conducted by Ms 
Lee who observed that the notice was not displayed, therefore the consultation was stopped 
immediately.  Ms Lee re-visited the following day and the notice was displayed and the 
advertisement requirements contained within Regulations 25 and 26 of the Licensing Act 
(Premises Licences and Club Premises Certificates) Regulations 2005 had been correctly 
followed.  The consultation restarted on 10 November 2022 and concluded on 7 December 2022. 
 
Mr Robinson referred to the addendums to the agenda pack, namely Appendix 9, Appendix 10 and 
Appendix 11. 
 
Mr Robinson explained that additional information had been submitted by email 24 hours before 
the hearing by Resident A and that the Applicant agreed to this being used as evidence.  This 
information included: 

• Timeline of evidence by Resident A 
• Email from Ms Lee to Mr Robinson dated 16 December 2022 
• Letter to the club from Ian Lewis 
• Copy of a complaint log made by Resident A to Greater Manchester Police  

 
Mr Robinson explained that Resident A also asked the Panel to consider the licences for 
Droylsden Catholic Club.  
 
Mr Robinson also informed the Panel that some progress had been made at a mediation meeting 
on 10 January 2023 between Resident A and the applicant which resulted in a list of further 
proposed conditions being agreed.  These were appended as Appendix 8.  Mr Robinson 
highlighted the conditions that couldn’t be agreed: 

• Resident A’s requested for door staff at the premises on Friday, Saturday and New Years’ 
Eve, door staff policy and door log. 

• Resident A’s requested for a noise limiter to be installed on the premises. 
• Club’s opening hours.  

 
Mr Robinson then played the media files provided by Resident A. 
 
As requested by Resident A, everyone at the hearing confirmed they could hear the audio files. 
 
Colette Schofield then made the following submissions on behalf of the Applicant  

• It was the first time she had seen the footage from 07/08/22 and 01/10/22. 
• The Club were disappointed Resident A had remained anonymous as they were not 

unreasonable and felt that Resident A could have approached them if they were being too 
noisy. 

• The Club refuted that his family had been placed in danger – they didn’t know who he was 
or where he resides and didn’t appreciate the insinuation that the club had been involved in 
criminal damage or harassment and felt these comments were potentially slanderous. 

• They had not seen the evidence that had been reported to the police. 
• One of the letters in support highlighted that Resident A had been approaching neighbours. 

 
At this stage, Mr Robinson confirmed that letters in support did not specify that Resident A had 
been approaching neighbours.  Ms Schofield retracted that statement. 
 
Ms Schofield continued: 

• Being called yobs and law breakers – she was a 47 year old mother of two and was a child 
safeguarding officer and first aid officer. 
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• Mr Harris was the chairman of the club, a father of two and played cricket at the club. 
• Mr Pickles was a developmental scientist and volunteered as treasurer of the club. 
• Everyone involved in the club was a volunteer. 
• Refuted that she had tried to identify Resident A.  
• As soon as the club were made aware of the licensing objectives they did everything they 

could to remain within those objectives. 
• During a children’s training session at the club, a riot van was sent to the club which she felt 

was over the top. 
• She requested a mediation meeting and have been open to suggestions; the club have 

been compliant and tried to support everyone; they have applied for TENs which have been 
granted by the Council and questioned why they would have been granted if their behaviour 
was so abhorrent. 

• Droylsden Cricket Club has been there for 77 years and this was the only complaint they 
had ever received.  

• As far as they were aware, they followed the correct consultation period for the application.  
• Ms Schofield explained the different teams that they had at the cricket club and that some 

players hadgone on to be selected for county teams.  
• The club take their roles very seriously – they had safeguarding officers, fully trained first 

aiders, bar management and ground staff and most individuals had to complete enhanced 
DBS checks. 

• The cricket reason runs from mid-April to mid-September and the club relied on bar takings 
to survive as they were not for profit. 

• In relation to the video evidence dated 22/05/22 – she did not feel it was clear that the noise 
was coming from the club and disputed that the videos were taken inside a house. 

• Images 0064 and 0068 – the club was subject to renovations at that time.  On this night, the 
DJ couldn’t gain access to the club and gained access through the fire exit.  Unfortunately 
the DJ left the back door open and the club accepted full blame for this. 

• In relation to the media files from 03/07/22 – a Clough Road resident was present at the 
club and they know they shut at 11:00pm that night.  She was aware that the resident had a 
party at his house that evening and suggested this was where the noise was coming from. 

• She had only just seen the footage from 07/08/20 and 01/10/22 but she did have TENs in 
place and didn’t believe the videos were recorded from inside a house as it looked like it 
was taken from the backdoor although Resident A may correct her on this.  

• The club doesn’t attract a passing trade as it was members who frequent the club. 
• The Complainant refers to an area at the front of the club being a magnet for sale of drugs 

and anti-social behaviour – Mrs Schofield stressed this had nothing to do with the club and 
they had agreed last permitted entry to the club at 11pm.  They also didn’t allow anyone on 
the cricket field. 

• Resident A wants to compare Droylsden Cricket Club to Droylsden Catholic Club but they 
were completely different establishments; the Catholic Club had employed stewards who 
run the club and they have live concerts.  The back of the houses to the Catholic Club were 
a lot closer to the houses on Clough Road to the Cricket Club and she did not feel the two 
clubs could be compared. 

• Resident A was not complaining of any trouble and they had never had any violence. 
• Mrs Schofield confirmed the conditions that the club agreed to during mediation. 
• Since the complaint, the club had ensured noise wasn’t too loud – they believed noise was 

subjective and they didn’t believe a lot of noise could be heard from the club. 
• In relation to the documents received the morning of the hearing, they had not had time to 

fully consider them but did consent to them being used. 
• The club had never received a letter from Ian Lewis – the club didn’t have a post box and a 

post man would not be able to gain entry to post the letter. 
• The club had applied for the sale of alcohol until 2am on Friday, Saturday and Sunday to 

allow them to advertise a function room. 
• The club had no complaints prior to this – there had been no objections from the Police, 

Council or a mental health worker to their application. 
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• The club fully accepted the incidents on 18 and 19 June 2022 and apologised for this. 
• The club didn’t attract a passing trade and it was simply members of the club.  
• There were letters in support from neighbours of the club. 
• They believed the cricket club was good for the community and were merely asking for a 

licence to keep the club functioning. 
 
Ms Schofield then answered questions from the Regulatory Services Manager, Resident A and the 
Panel. 
 
The following submissions were then made by Resident A: 

• The videos were taken inside his house late at night with the windows shut – the club 
dispute this but that’s the way it was. 

• Two licences for Droylsden Catholic Club had been provided – they’re based at the other 
end of Clough Road in a virtually identical situation.  

• The Panel had reviewed those licences and if the hours which were requested are granted, 
Resident A would be treated significantly worse and have less protection than those at 228 
Clough Road. 

• Despite all rumours, Resident A had no trouble at all with the Cricket Club and 
acknowledged it had important community functions and did valuable community work. 

• This was the first time they have heard about the petitions to close the club. 
• They didn’t want the club to be shut down they just wanted the shutters down at 11pm to let 

them sleep. 
• Clough Road was a very quiet residential street and that’s why they wanted to live there. 
• Page 11 to Appendix 1, page 72 onwards gives an idea of the proximity of the club to 

certain houses on Clough Road – none of the residents in those houses were consulted 
meaningfully in relation to this application and only knew about this as they were tipped off 
by a phone call from someone at the Council – there was no advertisement on Clough 
Road. 

• The current licence allowed music until 11pm – the club said they were not open all the 
time throughout the year – 11pm was reasonable and proportionate and caused no 
problems whatsoever. 

• The only time they’ve had a problem with the club was when it had breached its licence. 
• The club had a free trial of their extended hours and they’ve shown this to create 

considerable public nuisance – they now wanted to serve alcohol until 2am and open until 
3am – this was not proportionate or reasonable for a quiet residential street – it might be 
proportionate for Market Street but this wasn’t Market Street – this was in the middle of 
loads of houses. 

• Resident A apologised for the ramblings in his representation at pages 65 to 72 of the 
report and confirmed this summed up most of his petition. 

• The Panel had numerous indisputable videos of public nuisance and were required to 
consider the track record of the applicant – there were wilful deliberate and illegal breaches 
of their licence.  

• During mediation the club declined to fit a noise limiting monitor and declined to reduce the 
hours applied for – conditions were agreed in mediation but no conditions would guarantee 
good behaviour.  

 
The following submissions were then made by Resident A’s wife: 

• She was a 47 year old mum of two and was an NHS health worker caring for patients, 
family and the community – empathetic and non-judgemental. 

• She supported the club and used to volunteer with old staff.  
• She had a chronic illness which made her fatigued and her husband had a chronic illness. 
• Both of their children were disabled as they were on the autistic spectrum. 
• Their youngest son woke up at 6am so regardless of what time Mrs A went to bed, she had 

to get up at 6am with her son. 
• The family were paying the price if the club stayed open late. 
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• Mrs A explained it would be difficult managing the demands of two autistic children with a 
demanding job and a chronic condition with 4 hours sleep. 

• Mrs A queried what made it acceptable for the club to stay open in a quiet area until 3am. 
• Mrs A explained her concerns about sleep deprivation, that she worked throughout the 

pandemic and her right to a peaceful life, the demanding jobs her and her husband had 
which entailed huge responsibility.  

• Her patients required 100% attention for their care and she needed a huge amount of 
patience to manage her life. 

• The proposed opening hours put her in a very difficult situation – probably impossible, 
risking her livelihood. 

• There must be a way to keep everyone happy. 
 

Resident A and Mrs A answered questions from the Regulatory Services Manager. 
 
The Panel then heard brief closing submissions on behalf of the Applicant, Licensing Authority and 
Resident A. 
 
Members of the Panel then retired to carefully consider the written submissions, representations 
and questions and answers during the hearing in addition to all the information provided.  The 
Panel were accompanied by the Legal Representative and the Principal Democratic Services 
Officer who provided legal and procedural advice only and took no part in the decision making 
process. 
 
DECISION/REASONS  
In determining this matter, the Panel had due regard to: 

• the Report to Panel 
• the application and representations received 
• all oral and written evidence and submissions 
• the Council's Statement of Licensing Policy 
• the relevant sections of the Licensing Act 2003 and Regulations made thereunder  
• the Guidance issued by the Secretary of State under section 182 of that Act. 

 
The Panel determined the application pursuant to section 18(3) of the Act having regard to the 
relevant representations and the requirement to take such steps as it considered appropriate to 
promote the licensing objectives.  
 
The key points identified by the Panel were as follows: 

1. The premises application seeks to extend the opening hours: 
a. Monday to Thursday 12:00 to 01:00 
b. Friday 12:00 to 02:30 
c. Saturday 09:00 to 03:00 
d. Sunday 09:00 to 01:00 

2. The premises application seeks to extend the current licensable activities: 
a. Sale of alcohol 

i. Monday to Thursday 12:00 to 00:00 
ii. Friday to Saturday 12:00 to 02:00 
iii. Sunday 12:00 to 00:30 

b. Live music  
i. Monday to Thursday 12:00 – 22:00 
ii. Friday 17:00 to 22:30 
iii. Saturday 12:00 to 22:30 
iv. Sunday 12:00-22:00 

c. Recorded music 
i. Monday to Thursday 12:00-23:00 
ii. Friday to Saturday 12:00-00:00 
iii. Sunday 12:00-23:30 
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3. The premises application seeks to add the current licensable activities: 
a. Entertainment similar to recorded music and live music 

i. Monday to Thursday 12:00 to 23:00 
ii. Friday to Saturday 12:00 to 00:00 
iii. Sunday 12:00 to 23:30 

b. Late night refreshments 
i. Monday to Thursday 12:00 to 00:00 
ii. Friday to Saturday 12:00 to 02:00 
iii. Sunday 12:00 to 00:00 

 
4. A representation had been received from Resident A, who resides on Clough Road relating 

to noise which he believes emanates from Droylsden Cricket Club. 
5. Resident A provided audio files recorded on various dates in 2022. 
6. Complaints of noise nuisance were made to the Council in July 2022 by Resident A and no 

further action was taken by the Council. 
7. No representations have been received by Environmental Health, Trading Standards or 

Greater Manchester Police. 
8. No further reports of the licensing objectives being undermined have been received by the 

licensing authority or the Police. 
9. Some conditions have been agreed between the licensing authority, the applicants and 

Resident A which are appended to the report as Appendix 8. 
10. The openings hours have not been agreed nor conditions relating to door staff or to a noise 

limier being installed at the premises. 
11. The Panel considered the concerns raised by Mr and Mrs Resident A. 

 
The Panel considered all available options.  
 
On balance, having carefully considered all of the available information, the Panel concluded that 
the premises licence should be granted subject to the imposition of conditions agreed prior to 
today’s hearing and further conditions are to be imposed.  
 
STEPS TAKEN PURSUANT TO S18(4) LICENSING ACT 2003  
The step that the Panel considered appropriate to promote the licensing objectives was to grant 
the premises licence subject to conditions agreed prior to today’s hearing together with a further 
conditions relating to the supply of alcohol and opening hours as follows: 
 
Supply of alcohol 
Friday 12:00 to 01:00 
Saturday – 12:00 to 01:00 
Sunday – 12:00 to 12:30 
 
Opening hours 
Friday 12:00 to 02:00 
Saturday – 09:00 to 02:00 
Sunday – 09:00 to 00:30 
 
Notes  
Under the Deregulation Act 2015 there are some circumstances where live music etc can take 
place without a licence.  
 
Licensable activities outside of this and/or beyond the permitted hours will require a temporary 
event notice  
 
Outside of the conditions imposed the Panel expects that the licence holder will set up informal 
arrangements to enable residents to raise issues of concerns with the licence holder.  
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The Panel would like to thank those attending the hearing for their contribution and assisting the 
Panel in reaching its decision. 
 
RESOLVED 
That the premises licence be granted subject to conditions agreed prior to today’s hearing together 
with further conditions relating to the supply of alcohol and opening hours as follows: 
 
Supply of alcohol 
Friday 12:00 to 01:00 
Saturday – 12:00 to 01:00 
Sunday – 12:00 to 12:30 
 
Opening hours 
Friday 12:00 to 02:00 
Saturday – 09:00 to 02:00 
Sunday – 09:00 to 00:30 
 
 

 
 

CHAIR 
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Report to:  SPEAKERS PANEL (LIQUOR LICENSING) 

Date: 4 April 2023 

Reporting Officer: Emma Varnam – Assistant Director, Operations & Neighbourhoods  

Subject: APPLICATION FOR A REVIEW OF A PREMISES LICENCE – 
PL0197 – MARIA AND PHILLIP, 7 STOCKPORT ROAD, HYDE, 
SK14 1RH 

Report Summary: Members are requested to determine the application 

Recommendations: Having regard to the application and the relevant representations, 
Members are invited to take such steps (if any) as it considers 
appropriate for the promotion of the licensing objectives.  The steps 
available are: 
a) Modify the conditions of the licence 
b) Exclude a licensable activity from the scope of the licence 
c) Remove the designated premises supervisor 
d) Suspend the licence for a period not exceeding 3 months 
e) Revoke the licence 

Corporate Plan: Living Well – Improve satisfaction with local community 

Policy Implications: Members are provided with policy guidelines to assist in the decision 
making process. 

Financial Implications: 
(Authorised by the 
statutory Section 151 
Officer & Chief Finance 
Officer) 

There are limited financial implications for the Council, as detailed 
in the report, however, any legal challenge to a policy decision may 
potentially incur costs. 

Legal Implications: 
(Authorised by the 
Borough Solicitor) 

Any decision to revoke/suspend a licence or impose amendments 
or conditions to a licence can be challenged by way of appeal (in 
the first instance) to the local Magistrates Court. 

Risk Management: Failure to give full consideration to the determination of licensing 
issues has the potential to impact on public safety. 

Access to Information: The author of the report is Mike Robinson, Regulatory Services 
Manager (Licensing) 

Background Information: The background papers relating to this report can be inspected by 
contacting Mike Robinson 

Telephone: 0161 342 4122 

e-mail: mike.robinson@tameside.gov.uk 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Section 51(1) of the Licensing Act 2003 outlines the procedure whereby a responsible 

authority may apply to the Licensing Authority for a review of a premises licence. 
 
1.2 Section 52(3) of the Licensing Act 2003 states that the Authority must, having regard to the 

application and any relevant representations, take such of the steps mentioned in subsection 
(4) (if any) as it considers appropriate for the promotion of the licensing objectives. 

 
1.3  The steps mentioned in subsection (4) are: 
 
 (a) to modify the conditions of the licence; 
 (b) to exclude a licensable activity from the scope of the licence; 
 (c) to remove the designated premises supervisor; 
 (d) to suspend the licence for a period not exceeding 3 months; 
 (e) to revoke the licence. 
 
 
2. REPORT 
 
2.1 Maria and Phillip, 7 Stockport Road, Hyde, SK14 1RH has been a licensed premises since 

24 November 2005.  Ms Erika Demeterova has been the Premises Licence Holder since 14 
April 2020.  A copy of the premises licence is attached at Appendix 1. 
 

2.2 Thomas Joy was the Premises Licence Holder at Maria and Phillip from 6 January 2015 to 
13 April 2020.  Mr Joy was the Designated Premises Supervisor from 10 February 2015 to 
15 February 2023.  Mr Joy is the owner of property; 7 Stockport Road, Hyde. 
  

2.3 A site plan, including an up to date photograph of the premises is attached at Appendix 2. 
 

2.4 On 14 February 2023, the Licensing Authority received a review application for Maria and 
Phillip, 7 Stockport Road, Hyde from Trading Standards Officer, Nicola Briers. This 
application is attached at Appendix 3. 
 

2.5 The background pertaining to this review application is set out below. 
 

2.6 On 28 June 2021, Tameside Trading Standards received a complaint stating that the 
premises was selling illicit tobacco, selling tobacco to children and selling single cigarettes. 

 
2.7 On 8 July 2021, a visit was conducted to the premises by Ms Briers, Trading Standards 

Officer where six pouches of foreign labelled Amber Leaf hand rolling tobacco found in the 
back store room were seized.  
 

2.8 On 13 July 2021, Rebecca Birch, Licensing Officer conducted a visit to the premises and 
spoke with Andrew Bridge, store assistant.  Mr Bridge informed Ms Birch that he did not know 
of a Mr Thomas Joy, Designated Premises Supervisor.  He was advised to stop the sale of 
alcohol during the visit. Mr Bridge informed the officer that ‘Shaun’ was Zishan Shaikh, the 
owner of the business and the husband of Ms Erika Demeterova. 
 

2.9 Ms Birch attended the premises on 16 July 2021 to meet with the Ms Erika Demeterova, Mr 
Thomas Joy and Mr Zishan Shaikh to confirm that Mr Joy is the Designated Premises 
Supervisor.  Ms Birch proposed that a minor variation be to add conditions to the Premises 
Licence to ensure the promotion of the licensing objectives.  
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2.10 A test purchase operation was carried out on 14 February 2022 at Maria and Phillips where 
one packet of illicit Richmond Superking was purchased.  The test purchaser observed that 
the cigarettes were obtained from a jacket hanging up in the back stock room. 
 

2.11 On 17 February 2022, Trading Standards visited the premises with Officers from Greater 
Manchester Police.  During this visit, one packet of Amber Leaf hand rolling tobacco was 
found in the pocket of a jacket hung behind the counter.  
 

2.12 On 27 June 2022, Ms Briers contacted the Premises Licence Holder and Designated 
Premises Supervisor detailing the issues found at the premises and requesting they attend 
a meeting on 7 July 2022 at the Council Offices with the view to discuss amendments to the 
conditions on the Premises Licence. 
 

2.13 Mr Joy rearranged this meeting on three occasions over two months due to the Premises 
Licence Holder being out of the country.  The final meeting was arranged for 30 August 2022; 
Ms Briers advised Mr Joy that this meeting would not be rearranged again. 

 
2.14 On 30 August 2022, Mr Joy attended the meeting with Nicola Briers, Trading Standards 

Officer and Rebecca Birch, Licensing Officer.  The Premises Licence Holder was unable to 
attend due to being out of the country.  During this meeting, Mr Thomas Joy indicated that 
he no longer wanted to be the DPS for the premises and that Zishan Shaikh (Shaun) was 
looking to become the DPS of the premises. 
 

2.15 On 4 September 2022 a test purchase exercise was carried out and a packet of illicit 
Richmond Superking size were purchased. 
 

2.16 On 13 September 2022, Mr Zishan Shaikh submitted a Personal Alcohol Licence application 
to the Licensing Authority.  This application was granted. 
 

2.17 A visit was conducted on the 13 October 2022 with officers from Trading Standards, Greater 
Manchester Police, Licensing and a tobacco detection dog.  An entry warrant was executed 
for the flat above Maria and Phillip.  The following products were seized from the premises: 
 
Products found and seized within the flat above Maria and Phillip: 

• 8x packets of Richmond Super King 
• 19 packets of Marlboro 
• 10x packets of Gold Leaf 
• 37x packets of illicit tobacco were found and seized.  

 
Products found and seized from the shop: 

• 1x opened packet of Benson and Hedges 
• 66x Elux 3550 

 
2.18 On 14 February 2023, following submission of the review application, Ms Briers contacted 

Mr Joy to inform him of the application.  Mr Joy stated that as far as he was aware he was 
no longer the DPS of the premises.  
 

2.19 A visit was conducted to the premises on 14 February 2023 by Ms Briers and Ms Birch to 
meet with Mr Joy. During this visit, Mr Joy stated that he presumed Mr Shaikh was the DPS 
but he would remain the DPS due to his current involvement in the premises. 

 
2.20 On 15 February 2023, the Licensing Authority received an application to vary the Designated 

Premises Supervisor from Erika Demeterova to specify Mr Zishan Shaikh as the Designated 
Premises Supervisor of Maria and Phillip. 
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3. REPRESENTATIONS & EVIDENCE SUBMITTED 
 
 Trading Standards 
3.1 A statement has been received by Nicola Briers on behalf of Trading Standards.  This is 

attached at Appendix 4. 
 
 Greater Manchester Police 
3.2 A statement has been received from Police Licensing Officer, Craig Foley on behalf of 

Greater Manchester Police, a statement is attached at Appendix 5.  
 
 Licensing Authority 
3.3 A statement has been received from Rebecca Birch on behalf of the Licensing Department.  

This is attached at Appendix 6. 
 
 
4. HOME OFFICE GUIDANCE 
 
4.1 In determining this review, the Panel must have due regard to the Guidance issued by the  

Home Office under section 182 of the Licensing Act 2003 and the Council’s Statement of  
Licensing Policy 2016-2021 published pursuant to s5 of the Licensing Act 2003. 

 
4.2 The current guidance issued by the Home Office under section 182 of the Licensing Act 2003 

deals with the Powers of a Licensing Authority on the determination of a review, with 
particular attention being drawn to sections 12.22, 12.23 and 12.24, where a Licensing 
Authority considers action under its statutory powers: 
 
12.22 The licensing authority must hold a full review of the premises licence and determine 

the review within 28 days after the day of receipt of the chief officer’s application. 
There can be no adjournment of the hearing or delay in reaching a determination 
beyond the end of the 28 day period.  This must take place even if the chief officer 
asks to withdraw his application or representations.  At the review hearing, the 
licensing authority must consider what steps are appropriate for the promotion of the 
licensing objectives taking into account any change in circumstances since any 
interim steps were imposed, consider any relevant representations, and review the 
interim steps already taken (if any).  

12.23  In making its final determination the steps the licensing authority can take are:  
 

• the modification of the conditions of the premises licence;  
• the exclusion of a licensable activity from the scope of the licence;  
• the removal of the designated premises supervisor from the licence;  
• the suspension of the licence for a period not exceeding 3 months; and  
• the revocation of the licence.  

 
12.24  Modification of the conditions of the premises licence can include the alteration or 

modification of existing conditions or addition of any new conditions, including those 
that restrict the times at which licensable activities authorised by the licence can take 
place.  

 
 
5. CONCLUSION AND OPTIONS FOR THE PANEL 
 
5.1 The Panel is requested to consider the content of this report and appendices and any oral  

evidence/submissions put forward at the hearing and to determine this review and to take 
such steps (if any) as it considers appropriate for the promotion of the licensing objectives.   
The steps available are set out at the front of the report. 
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This statement, consisting of 11 pages, each signed by me, is true to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and I make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable for prosecution if I have 
wilfully stated in it anything which I know to be false or do not believe to be true.   
 
Dated the 22nd November 2022  

Signed  

EV1ST2 Issue 3 

 

TAMESIDE METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

STATEMENT OF WITNESS 

(Criminal Procedure Rules, r 27.1(1); 
Criminal Justice Act 1967, s.9; Magistrates’ Courts Act 1980, s5B) 

 
STATEMENT OF: Nicola Briers  

Age of Witness (if over 18 enter over 18):  Over 18  

Occupation of Witness: Trading Standards Officer  

 

I am the above person.  I am employed by Tameside Metropolitan Borough Council as a 

Trading Standards Officer within the Public Protection Division, based at the Tame Street 

Depot, Tame Street, Stalybridge, Tameside, SK15 1ST. 

I have been employed by Tameside MBC as a Trading Standards Officer since December 

2002.  One of my duties within this role is to enforce the law relating to consumer protection 

legislation. I am an Authorised Officer for the purposes of the Tobacco and Related Products 

Regulations 2016 and The Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Regulations 2015.  

 
Tameside MBC Trading Standards Department in its capacity as a responsible authority 

wish to submit this statement to support the review of a premises licence under S51 of the 

Licensing Act 2003 for Maria and Phillips, 7 Stockport Road, Hyde, SK14 1RH. Tameside 

Trading Standards submit that this premises is not promoting the following licensing 

objectives: 

 Product Safety – this premises has been involved in the sale / supply of illicit 

tobacco and non-complaint e-cigarettes. The e-cigarettes have not been approved 

for supply by the Medicines and Healthcare products Regulatory Agency and 

therefore their compliance with the product safety requirements in the Tobacco and 
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Page 2 of 11 
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Dated the 22nd November 2022  

Signed  

EV1ST2 Issue 3 

 

Related Products Regulations 2016 have not been verified. Some of the illicit 

tobacco seized does not contain the required health warnings in English. 

 The Protection of Children from Harm – The labelling requirements in the Tobacco 

and Related Product Regulations 2016 and the Standardised Packaging of Tobacco 

Regulations 2015 have been designed to reduce the appeal of tobacco products 

(particularly to young people) and to ensure the health warnings are prominent as 

possible. The illicit tobacco seized / test purchased from this premises did not comply 

with these regulations. The cheaper price charged for the illicit tobacco make them 

more affordable and therefore more appealing / available to children. 

 The Prevention of Crime and Disorder - the sale of non-complaint e-cigarettes is 

an offence under the Tobacco and Related Product Regulations 2016. The sale / 

supply of illicit tobacco is an offence under the Tobacco and Related Product 

Regulations and the Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Products Regulations 

2015. 

 

On 28th June 2021 Tameside Trading Standards received a complaint stating that the 

premise was selling illicit tobacco, selling tobacco to children and also selling single 

cigarettes. I exhibit the complaint as MP/NB01 

 

As a result of the complaint I visited the premises on the 8th July 2021 with my colleague Tim 

Watson. During the visit I spoke with shop worker Andrew Bridge. Six pouches of foreign 

labelled Amber Leaf hand rolling tobacco found in the back store room was seized. I exhibit 

a photo of the tobacco seized as MP/NB02. The supply of foreign labelled tobacco is an 
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Signed  
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offence under the Tobacco and Related Product Regulations 2016 as they do not contain 

the required warning statements in English. They also breach the Standardised Packaging 

of Tobacco Products Regulations 2015 as they are not packaged in the permitted colour of 

Pantone 448C (drab dark brown). An example of standardised packaging can be seen in 

exhibit MP/NB03.  

 

Other issues found during the visit were as follows: 

 No tobacco notice on display contrary to Children and Young Persons (Protection 

from Tobacco) Act 1991 

 No refusals book was in place – whilst this is not a condition on the premises licence, 

maintenance of a refusal log will help demonstrate that the premises is actively 

refusing sales and they have an effective system in place. A refusal book was 

provided to Andrew Bridge at the time of the visit.  

 Many items in the shop were not priced contrary to The Price marking Order 2004. I 

advised that all items must be priced either individually on the shelf edge or via a 

price list.  

I exhibit a copy of the visit record as MP/NB04. 

 

On the 13th July 2021 a warning letter regarding the sale / supply of foreign labelled tobacco 

and signing over form was sent to the licence holder (Ms Erica Demetorova). I exhibit a copy 

of the letter and form as MP/NB05. On 24th August 2021 I received the completed signing 

over form which I exhibit as MP/NB06. 
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Dated the 22nd November 2022  

Signed  

EV1ST2 Issue 3 

 

On 9th November 2021 I received an email from the Designated District Licensing Officer for 

Greater Manchester Police stating that the premises was selling high strength vapes to 

school children. I exhibit the email as MP/NB07.  

 

In December 2021 Tameside Trading Standards sent a letter to over 200 retailers where e-

cigarettes were likely to be sold to advise them of the law relating to the sale of e-cigarettes 

in particular the requirement of the tank size of disposable e-cigarettes and their obligations 

regarding underage sales. I can confirm that this letter was sent to Maria and Phillips, 7 

Stockport Road, Hyde. I exhibit a copy of this letter as MP/NB08. 

 

On the 14th February 2022 a test purchase operation was carried out in conjunction with a 

test purchaser working on behalf of the Red Snapper Group. The test purchaser visited 

Maria and Phillips and purchased a packet of Richmond Superking for £5. The test 

purchaser observed that cigarettes were obtained from a jacket hanging up in back stock 

room. I exhibit a copy of the test purchase sheet as MP/NB09 and a photo of the cigarettes 

purchased as MP/NB10. On examination of the cigarettes they were found not to packaged 

in the required packaging contrary to the Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Products 

Regulations 2015.  

 

On 17th February 2022 Trading Standards visited the premises with officers from Greater 

Manchester Police. One packet of Amber leaf hand rolling tobacco was found in the pocket 

of a jacket hung behind the counter. I exhibit a copy of the visit record and seizure record 
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Continuation of witness statement of:  
Page 5 of 11 
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from the visit as MP/NB11 and MP/NB12 and a photo of the tobacco seized as MP/NB13.  

This again was foreign labelled and cannot legally be supplied in the UK.  

 

This test purchase and seizure highlights that the business has not headed the warning 

given in the letter sent to them on the 13th July 2021. 

 

On 27th June 2022 I sent a letter to the licence holder (Ms Erica Demetorova) and the 

Designated Premises Supervisor (Thomas Joy) detailing the issues found at the premises 

and my concerns that they were not promoting the four licensing objectives. I requested that 

the licence holder and DPS attend a meeting on the 7th July 2022 at the Council Offices to 

discuss an amendment to the premises licence conditions. I exhibit this letter as MP/NB14 

 

On 5th July 2022 I received a phone call from Mr Joy stating that the licence holder could not 

attend the meeting as she was out of the country. I asked Mr Joy when the licence holder 

would be able to attend a meeting and a further meeting was arranged for 27th July 2022. 

On 26th July 2022 I received a phone call from Mr Joy to inform me that the licence holder 

was still out of the country and could not attend the meeting the following day. A sent a letter 

to Mr Joy on the same day with a new appointment of 23rd August 2022. I exhibit this letter 

as MP/NB15. On the 11th August 2022 I received a phone call from Mr Joy stating that again 

the licence holder was unable to attend the meeting on 23rd August 2022. A new 

appointment was made for the 30th August 2022 however I explained to Mr Joy that this 

appointment had now been cancelled twice and this would not be re arranged again.  
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Signed  

EV1ST2 Issue 3 

 

On the 30th August 2022 Mr Joy attended the council offices for the meeting with Regulatory 

Compliance Officer Rebecca Birch and myself in attendance. The licence holder (Ms Erica 

Demetorova) did not attend and therefore we were unable to amend the licence conditions 

for the premise. Mr Joy indicated that he no longer wanted to be the DPS for the premises 

and that ‘Shaun’ was looking to become the DPS. We advised Mr Joy that he must be 

involved in the day to day running of the business. If he did not have control of the business 

alcohol should not be sold until the DPS is transferred to ‘shaun’. I exhibit a copy of the 

record from this meeting as MP/NB16. During this meeting Mr Joy was given a warning 

letter for the packet of hand rolling tobacco seized on 17th February 2022 and he signed this 

over to the department. I exhibit a copy of the warning letter as MP/NB17 and a copy of the 

signing over form signed by Mr Joy as MP/NB18. 

 

On 4th September 2022 a further test purchasing exercise was carried out and a packet of 

Richmond Superking size was purchased for £5. The cigarettes were retrieved from under 

the counter and money paid for the cigarettes placed in the till. I exhibit a copy of the 

statement for the test purchase as MP/NB19 and a photo of the cigarettes purchased as 

MP/NB20. Again on examination of the cigarettes were found not to packaged in the 

required packaging contrary to the Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Products 

Regulations 2015 

 

On 5th September 2022 I received a phone call from Zishan Ali Shaikh ‘shaun’ to inform me 

that he has completed the training to become a personal licence holder. He advised that the 
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course provider would send his application to Tameside to become a personal licence 

holder.  

 

A warrant to enter the flat above Maria and Philips was obtained on 20th September 2022. A 

visit was carried out on the 13th October 2022 with officers from Trading Standards, Greater 

Manchester Police and a tobacco detection dog. During the visit the entry warrant was 

executed for the flat and 37 packets of illicit tobacco were found and seized. These were of 

various brands, 8 packets of Richmond Super King, 19 packets of Marlboro, 10 packets of 

Gold Leaf I exhibit photos of these as MP/NB21, MP/NB22 AND MP/NB23. Again the 

cigarettes were seized as they did not comply with the Tobacco and Related Product 

Regulations 2016 and The Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Products Regulations 2015.  

 

The shop was also searched and one opened packet of Benson and Hedges was seized from 

the area between the shop counter and the back room. Officers also found 66 Elux 3,550 e-

cigarettes on sale which were also seized as they did not comply with the Tobacco and 

Related Products Regulations 2016. Under Regulations 48 of the Tobacco and Related 

Product Regulations 2016 a person is guilty of an offence if they produce or supply a 

disposable electronic cigarette with a tank capacity exceeding 2ml.  These e-cigarettes have 

also not been published on the register of complaint products by the Medicines and 

Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency (MHRA), which is also a requirement under the 

Regulations. The seizure of these e-cigarettes highlights that the business had not followed 
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the advice in the letter sent to them in December 2021 exhibit MP/NB06. I exhibit a copy of 

the visit record and seizure record as MP/NB16 and MP/NB17. 

  

The labelling requirements in the Tobacco and Related Product Regulations 2016 and the 

Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Product Regulations 2015 have been designed to 

reduce the appeal of tobacco products (particularly to young people) and to ensure that 

required health warnings are as prominent as possible. The seizures / test purchases made 

from this premises highlights a disregard by the business of their legal responsibilities and a 

pattern of behaviour that suggests a desire to profit from the supply of illicit tobacco. The 

evidence highlighting the cheap prices charged for these products also suggests that their 

aim is to promote the supply of tobacco to customers for which genuine (fully taxed) 

products may be unaffordable, which may include children under 18. Again, this suggests a 

willingness to breach legal provisions for commercial gain. 

 

In support of this application I refer to Chapter 11 of the Home Office document ‘Revised 

Guidance issued under section 182 of the Licensing Act 2003’ (April 2018), which contains a 

section titled ‘Reviews arising in connection with crime’. Paragraph 11.27 (pages 93-94) lists 

types of criminal activity that should be treated seriously in relation to licensed premises and 

one of these is the use of the premises for the sale or storage of smuggled tobacco and 

alcohol. Some of the tobacco seized from this premises has foreign labelling and is therefore 

clearly not intended for the UK market. The cigarettes test purchased from the premises cost 

£5 each. The cost of a legal packet of cigarettes in the UK is currently around £10. The duty 

on a packet of cigarettes is at least £5.26. It is therefore reasonable to suspect that it has 
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been illegally smuggled into the country without the full UK Excise Duty being paid. As 

outlined in this application, in supplying and possessing for supply these products, the 

premises are also committing criminal offences under the Tobacco and Related Products 

Regulations 2016 and the Standardised Packaging of Tobacco Products Regulations 2015. 

 

Also of relevance to this application is Paragraph 11.28 of the Home Office guidance, which 

states; 

 

It is envisaged that licensing authorities, the police, the Home Office (Immigration 

Enforcement) and other law enforcement agencies, which are responsible authorities, will 

use the review procedures effectively to deter such activities and crime. Where reviews 

arise and the licensing authority determines that the crime prevention objective is 

being undermined through the premises being used to further crimes, it is expected 

that revocation of the licence – even in the first instance – should be seriously 

considered. 

 

Tameside MBC also believes that the possession and evidence of supply of this illicit 

tobacco poses a risk to the safety of consumers purchasing the products. Therefore, this 

application is also submitted in relation to the licensing objective ‘Public Safety’, on the 

following grounds: 

 

-Some of the products seized/purchased did not contain the required health warnings in 

English or in compliance with the Tobacco and Related Products Regulations 2016. This, in 
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addition to the cheaper prices charged, could lead to the promotion of the tobacco to users, 

including children, who may otherwise choose not to purchase and smoke it.    

 

-The illicit nature of the tobacco products seized/purchased means that the source of supply 

to the business is unable to be verified and therefore it is reasonable to suspect that the 

products may have been manufactured specifically for the illegal market. Therefore, it is 

unknown whether the products have been manufactured using safe manufacturing 

processes and whether they contain any hazardous ingredients.  

 

There have also been illicit products found previously by other Trading Standards authorities 

that have been found to be unsafe under the General Product Safety Regulations 2005, due 

to not complying with a mandatory safety standard (EN 16156) for cigarettes that requires 

them to be self-extinguishing if left unattended or not inhaled from after a set period of time. 

This standard came into force in November 2011 as a result of a high number of house fires 

being attributed to smoking. As above, the unknown supply chain for the products in 

question means that their compliance with this standard is unknown and they may therefore 

present a fire hazard. 

 

Finally, the seizure of e-cigarettes on 13th October 2022 is also relevant to the ‘Public Safety’ 

licensing objective. The brand/model of e-cigarettes seized have not been approved for 

supply by the Medicines and Healthcare products Regulatory Agency and therefore their 

compliance with the product safety requirements in the Tobacco and Related Products 

Regulations 2016 have not been verified. Where a retailer fails to establish the legal 

Page 42



Continuation of witness statement of:  
Page 11 of 11 
(Criminal Procedure Rules, r 27.1(1);Criminal Justice Act 1967, s.9; Magistrates’ Courts Act 1980, s5B) 

 
 

 

This statement, consisting of 11 pages, each signed by me, is true to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and I make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable for prosecution if I have 
wilfully stated in it anything which I know to be false or do not believe to be true. 
 
Dated the 22nd November 2022  

Signed  

EV1ST2 Issue 3 

 

compliance of e-cigarettes they are supplying there is the potential that they are exposing 

their customers to unsafe products. The seizure in question highlights a failure of this 

business to carry out this check, despite being previously advised by this department (by 

letter) of the requirement to do so. 
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