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2008     Premises Licence first granted. 

 

17 July 2014    Murtza Hussain becomes the Premises Licence holder.  

 

May 2015     Illicit items were seized and subsequently a Minor Variation was applied for (TS). 

 

August 2015    Minor Variations to the Premises Licence. 

 

July 2016 Items seized as suspected to be illicit. No cooperation from Mr Hussain, so unable to confirm origin of these items. 

(TS) 

 

June 2017       Further illicit items were found in the shop and flat upstairs. (TS) 

 

August 2017    Trading Standards instigated a Review of the Premises Licence.  

 

27 September 2017   Premises Licence revoked. 

 

19 October 2017   Revocation came into effect as no Appeal lodged – however, premises continued trading. 

 

7th February 2018   Middleweeks Solicitors notified Licensing Authority they had served Appeal on the wrong Magistrates’ Court. 
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23 February 2018   Premises still selling alcohol and Mr Hussain immediately told to cease. (LA) 

 

9 March 2018    Officer served a bottle of wine (receipt obtained). (LA) 

 

13 March 2018    Alcohol still being sold at premises. (LA) 

 

16 May 2018    Premises Licence application submitted in the name of Mrs Shabana Kousar. 

 

4 June 2018    Site inspection and fridge containing alcohol on shop floor, as well as alcohol stored in stock room. (TS) 

 

2 July 2018    Hearing – application refused. 

 

July 2018    Guilty verdict at Court for possession of psychoactive substances with intent to supply.  

 

March 2019    Trading Standards, GMP and Immigration visit – small amounts of illicit tobacco and Nitrous Oxide seized. 

 

January 2020    Complaint from public to Trading Standards regarding underage sales of tobacco. 

 

February 2020    Intelligence received regarding sale of e-cigarettes to year 7 students. (GMP) 
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March 2020       Trading Standards visit – found illicit tobacco (small amount) 

 

September 2020 Joint Enforcement Team visit – nothing found. (15th September was a Health & Safety Visit – not sure if at the same 

time, but there were merely comments made regarding Covid regs). 

 

October 2020    Trading Standards received Intelligence regarding illicit tobacco. 

 

November 2020   Trading Standards received complaint from public regarding under-age sales of e-cigarettes. 

 

April 2021    Intelligence received of shop owner selling various items to school children. (GMP) 

 

4th June 2021    Assault on male by another customer in the shop. (GMP) 

 

8th June 2021 Trading Standards & Licensing Visit – nothing found. According to the Report dated 8th June 2021, they discussed 

the complaint regarding underage sales and anti-social behaviour. 

 

22nd June 2021    Trading Standards asked a company called Red Snapper to visit the premises to attempt to purchase illicit tobacco.                                                        

     Exhibits attached to Representation. 

 

4th October 2021    Premises Licence application lodged in the name of Shabana Kousar. 
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October 2021 Trading Standards visited and told them of failed sale with Red Snapper. Also asked to search upstairs in the flat.   

Found alcohol in the wardrobes in residential flat with price tickets. In the Report dated 5th October 2021 there is 

no mention of the alcohol found upstairs or the search of the flat. There is a copy of the Warrant dated 5th June 

2021. The failed sale was on 5th June but they didn’t visit to discuss this until October.  

 

October 2021 Mr Hussain sent Trading Standards images on Whatsapp of someone attempting to sell him alcohol. 







































Intelligence Grading 5x5x5 

In order to fully comply with the restrictions of Data Protection and ECHR, way 
of grading intelligence changed with effect from 01/10/00. 

THE 4 X 4 SYSTEM WAS REPLACED BY A 5 X 5 X 5 SYSTEM. 

Under the new Acts, ANY PERSON (including criminals) can apply for a copy 
of their INTL nominal file. We are OBLIGED to provide them with a full printout 
of all intelligence held in their nominal file. The grounds for refusing the 
application are extremely limited. 

The necessity for accuracy is now of paramount importance. If the intelligence 
is wrong or unnecessarily detrimental to the nominal, they can take legal 
action. 

YOU ARE NOW FULLY ACCOUNTABLE FOR ANY MISTAKES YOU MAKE ON YOUR 
ENTRIES. 

UNDER ECHR---- YOU CAN BE SUED FOR FALSE INFORMATION BEING 
ON THE INTELLIGENCE SYSTEM 

GET IT RIGHT - THE FIRST TIME ! 

HERE'S WHAT THE NEW SYSTEM MEANS IN SIMPLE LANGUAGE 

THREE THINGS HAVE TO BE GRADED : 

THE SOURCE - THE INFORMATION & THE WAY THE INFORMATION IS HANDLED. 

Firstly lets look at The Source 

You have Five choices of grade to apply to The Source 

A B C D E 

A : ALWAYS RELIABLE. 

That means in the majority of cases - YOU YOURSELF. 

When attached to a third person they should be viewed as highly trustworthy. 

(I.E. "I would trust this man with my wallet stuffed with all my money.") 

B : MOSTLY RELIABLE 

No reasons to suspect that the informant is untrustworthy but why take the 
risk. 

(I.E. "I'd trust him with my wallet---but I might check the contents when he 
returned it.") 
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C : SOMETIMES RELIABLE 

Fifty-fifty chance of getting your wallet back intact. 

(The average criminal grassing on his mate fits into this category) 

D: UNRELIABLE 

I wouldn't trust this guy with a picture of my wallet. 

E: UNTESTED 

This is for the first time that you have spoken to the little old lady at the top of 
the street or the guy in the pub or whoever wants to give you the information. 
They might look all right - but would you trust them to look after your wallet 
after this first meeting? 

  

And now comes The Information Itself 

Strangely enough we’ve given you FIVE choices again : 

1 2 3 4 5 

1 : Known to be true without reservation 

Easy - or at least it should be ! 

If you haven't seen or heard this snippet yourself, then you are tempting fate if 
you use this code. 

(In short - Can you PROVE it, if you are challenged at a later date.) 

2 : Known personally to the source but not the reporting officer. 

A bit trickier but just as easy ! 

You haven’t seen, heard or witnessed it - but the person who gave you the 
information has and is able to prove it if challenged. 

(In short - "Don't blame me - I only repeated what he told me !") 

3 : Not known to the source but can be corroborated. 

A little harder but …….! 

Neither you nor the source have heard, seen, witnessed the information ….. 
however other information sources such as INTL have items which tend to 
corroborate this report.  



4 : CANNOT BE JUDGED 

This is reserved for gossip, slander and rumours. 

(i.e. Stuff that people might be interested in reading during their coffee break 
…..but PLEASE don’t rush out and get a warrant on the strength of this 
information !!!!!!!)  

5 : SUSPECTED OF BEING FALSE OR MISLEADING 

(I.E. "When this lad tells you the time----check your watch.") 

  

AND NOW THE NEW BIT 

Surprise ---surprise. There are FIVE categories in this field as well ! 

This information can be passed to any Law Enforcement Agency or 
Prosecuting Agency in the E.U. Community. ( "I'm Cast Iron on this one.") 
Only for non-prosecuting agencies in the U.K. ("Wouldn't like a solicitor to see 
this snippet.") May go to Law Agencies outside U.K. ("Let Columbia know 
about this drug smuggler.") Only for this Organisation. ( Keep it within the 
Lancashire Constabulary) No Further Dissemination. ( "Ask me before you tell 
anyone else.")  

UNLESS YOU ARE ABSOLUTELY SURE OF YOUR INFORMATION --- 
ALWAYS CODE THE HANDLING TO CODE 4. 

SO WHAT'S THE BOTTOM LINE 

Before you rush to enter your snippet into the INTL system you need to know 
a few ground rules. 

All information entered onto the computer system is held on the holding file 
until it can be evaluated. It will only be transferred onto the live INTL system if 
it is seen as : 

ACCURATE, RELEVANT & UP TO DATE 

Your intelligence will be vetted by the LIO, who will correct any obvious typing 
errors and add any obvious missing personal details. They will also delete any 
unnecessary personal remarks, which might cause offence if disclosed. The 
item cannot be attached to a nominal if there is any doubt about the identity of 
the subject(s) of the intelligence. It will not be attached if there is any doubt 
about the grading. 

GET  
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