
LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE HEARING – 22 MAY 2018 
 

LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE DECISION NOTICE 
(Decision made by the Sub-Committee on 22 May 2018) 

 
 

NAME AND ADDRESS 
OF PREMISES: 

licence at Woodlands, Risden Farm, Risden Lane, 
Hawkhurst, Kent. 

 
NAME OF APPLICANT 
FOR PREMISES 
LICENCE : 

Miss Rachel Twigg  

 
REASON FOR 
HEARING: 

On 27 March 2018, an application was made, under the 
provisions of section 17 of the Licensing Act 2003 for a 
new premises licence at Woodlands, Risden Farm, Risden 
Lane, Hawkhurst, Kent.  
 
During the 28-day public consultation period, a relevant 
representation was submitted by the Borough Council’s 
Environmental Protection team. 
 
Kent Police agreed conditions with the applicant and 
therefore did not make a representation.  
 
Relevant representations objecting to the application were 
received from 56 other persons based on various licensing 
objectives, but principally on the grounds of preventing 
public nuisance.   
 

 
DELIBERATION 
– LICENSING 
OBJECTIVES: 

The relevant licensing objectives were considered by the 
Sub-Committee: 
 
 
 
1. Prevention of Public Nuisance 

The Sub-Committee had regard to the representations 

made in writing and to the Sub-Committee at the hearing. 

 

During the course of the hearing the applicant suggested 

a proposal to the Senior Environment Health Officer for a 

reduction in the proposed number of events down to 12 

days between June 2018 and June 2019.  

 

The applicant advised the Sub-Committee that an 

acoustic consultant would be instructed to develop a 

noise management plan in consultation with 

Environmental Health at Tunbridge Wells Borough 

Council and that this would go a long way to mitigate 

concerns from residents that they would be disturbed by 

noise.  



 

The applicant also advised the Sub-Committee that the 

proposed event had been put to the Safety Advisory 

Group and that they were satisfied with the 

arrangements for traffic management.  

 

The applicant stated that the two formal complaints that 

were made in relation to an event under a TEN last year 

were not traceable back to the applicant’s event. 

 

The Sub-Committee then heard from the Senior 

Environmental Health Officer that he had proposed a 

number of conditions that would assist with mitigating the 

effect of noise from the event for local residents. He 

confirmed that with the agreed reduction in the number of 

events which has been accepted by the applicant that he 

was no longer in objection to the application, as having a 

licence would allow there to be monitoring of and control 

over the event planned for next month.  

 

In response to questions from other persons, the Senior 

Environmental Health Officer advised that in the event of 

a problem with the event next month the first step would 

be to look at the data and amend the noise management 

plan. However, in the event of any further problems with 

future events the next step would be a review of the 

licence, which could further condition the licence or 

revoke the licence altogether.  

 

The Sub-Committee heard from several other persons at 

the hearing citing various nuisance issues, in particular, 

noise, both from the event itself and from patrons arriving 

from and departing the premises and also further 

disturbance from the set up and break down of the event. 

Other persons confirmed that the event under a TEN last 

year did disturb them, but as a one off event they did not 

complain.  

 

Other persons also raised concerns regarding the light 

nuisance potential from the event, either from lighting for 

music concerts or the light from the screen of the 

proposed cinema. 

 

Other persons finally raised concerns regarding litter 

from the event.    

  

On balance, having considered the evidence of all 



parties, the Sub-Committee has determined that the 

application if modified by conditions can meet the 

objective of the Prevention of Public Nuisance. 

 

 

2. Prevention of Crime and Disorder 

The Sub-Committee had regard to the representations 

made in writing and to the Sub-Committee at the hearing. 

 

The Sub-Committee noted that there was no 

representation from Kent Police regarding this objective 

and were satisfied that the measures in the applicant’s 

operating schedule were sufficient to meet this licensing 

objective. 

 

3. Public Safety 

The Sub-Committee had regard to the representations 

made in writing and to the Sub-Committee at the hearing. 

  

The Sub-Committee noted that the application had been 
reviewed by the Safety Advisory Group who had deemed 
that the event was safely managed. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that other persons did not 
agree that the traffic management was sufficient, due to 
the narrowness of Risden Lane, but on balance felt that 
the concerns were largely speculative and that the 
application meets this licensing objective  

 
4. Protection of Children from Harm 

The Sub-Committee had regard to the representations 

made in writing and to the Sub-Committee at the hearing. 

 

The Sub-Committee noted that under the Statutory 

Guidance provided by Section 182 of the Licensing Act 

the protection of children from harm is primarily 

concerned with not supplying alcohol to children and 

ensuring that they are not exposed to adult 

entertainment. Public Health considerations are not 

strictly within the remit of this licensing objective and so 

the application as applied for was sufficient to meet this 

licensing objective. 

  
 
DECISION MADE: That the application is granted, modified by conditions, the 

full extent of which will be confirmed in writing in the next 5 
working days. However, for clarity, It is a condition of the 
licence that there be no more than 12 days of licensed 
activity in any calendar year and that there be no more than 
one category one event in any calendar year. The other 



conditions will be based upon the conditions proposed by 
Kent Police and the Senior Environmental Health Officer.  

The Sub-Committee recommends that the applicant engages fully with local 
residents in good time prior to events in order to minimise issues.  
 
Additional notes made by the Sub-Committee at the meeting: 

 

 This licence, like any other licence, is subject to review at the instigation of any 

Responsible Authority or Other Persons should there be any concerns 

regarding the operation of, and/or, breaches of the licence. 

 

 Other Persons and Responsible Authorities were reminded that they may apply 

for a review of this licence “after a reasonable interval” pursuant to Section 51 

of the Licensing Act 2003. 

 

 Entitlements to appeal for parties aggrieved by the decisions of the Licensing 

Authority are set out in Schedule 5 to the 2003 Act. 

 

 In the case of a Premises Licence, an appeal has to be commenced by the 

giving of a notice of appeal by the appellant to the justices’ chief executive for 

the magistrates’ court within a period of 21 days beginning on the day on which 

the appellant was notified by the licensing authority of the decision to be 

appealed against. 

 

 


