
MINUTES
ALCOHOL, ENTERTAINMENT & 
LATE NIGHT REFRESHMENT 
LICENSING COMMITTEE
FRIDAY, 1 FEBRUARY 2019

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT

Councillor Mrs Pam Bosworth 
(Chairman)
Councillor Robert Broughton
Councillor George Chivers
Councillor Phil Dilks
Councillor Mrs Rosemary Kaberry-Brown

Councillor Nikki Manterfield
Councillor Bob Russell
Councillor Mrs Sarah Stokes
Councillor Dean Ward (Vice-Chairman)

OFFICERS

Licensing Officers (Christian Smith, Richard Etherton)
Legal Advisor (Shelley Hardy)
Democratic Officer (Lucy Bonshor)

5. APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Kingman and Turner.

6. DISCLOSURES OF INTERESTS

None disclosed.

7. MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 11 JANUARY 2019

The minutes of the meeting held on 11 January 2019 were agreed.

EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC

It is anticipated that, in accordance with Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 
1972 (as amended) the public may be excluded from the meeting during consideration 
of the following item of business because of the likelihood that otherwise exempt 
information, as described in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Act (as amended) would be 
disclosed to the public.



8. LICENSING ACT 2003: APPLICATION FOR THE REVIEW OF A PREMISE 
LICENCE, MALINKA, 7-8 WHARF ROAD, GRANTHAM

Decision:

That the Premises Licence for the premises known as Malinka, 7-8 Wharf Road, 
Grantham is revoked.

The Licensing Officer circulated to those present an e-mail that had been received 
from the Solicitors acting on behalf of Malinka stating that no representative would be 
in attendance at the meeting.

The Licensing Officer then presented report CSL162 which concerned a review of a 
premise licence for Malinka (formerly International Food Shop), 7-8 Wharf Road, 
Grantham submitted by Lincolnshire Police under Section 51 of the Licensing Act 
2003. 

On 12 May 2012 an application was received for the grant of a new premise licence 
for the premises known as International Food Shop, 7-8 Wharf Road, Grantham. The 
application was to sell alcohol by retail for consumption off the premises, between the 
hours of 06:00 and 24:00, Monday to Sunday inclusive. The premises licence holder 
and designated premise supervisor (DSP) was Mr Gashbir Ahmed.  During the 
consultation time both Lincolnshire Police and Trading Standards, both Responsible 
Authorities under the Licensing Act 2003, submitted representations under the 
licensing objectives of the Prevention of Crime and Disorder and of Public Safety.  
The representations referred to the seizure of contraband goods by Her Majesty’s 
Revenue and Customs (HMRC) Officers at the premises in April 2011.  This occurred 
when the premise did not have a premise licence.  Mr Armed stated that he took over 
the running of the premises after the time of the HMRC seizure and that he had no 
interest in the business at the time the goods were confiscated.    The Police believed 
that Mr Ahmed had connections to Mr Alan Hamasala who had recently had a 
premise licence revoked for the premises next door at 9 Wharf Road.  The premise 
licence had been revoked under the licensing objective of the Prevention of Crime 
and Disorder, counterfeit cigarettes had been found on the premises. 

On 29 June 2012 the Alcohol, Entertainment and Late Night Refreshment Licensing 
Committee granted the premise licence to Mr Ahmed.  On 10 August 2012 the 
premise licence and the designated premises supervisor (DPS) was transferred to Mr 
Karwan Mustafa. On 20 July 2015 the premise licence and DPS was transferred to 
Mr Arako Mustafa Ahmed.

On 20 December 2018 a review of the premises licence was submitted by 
Lincolnshire Police under the licensing objectives of the Prevention of Crime and 
Disorder, Public Safety and the Protection of Children from Harm. The review related 
to the Police and Trading Standards officers executing a search warrant of six 
shipping containers at premises on Rushton road, Grantham on 27 November 2018.   
Found inside four of the containers was approximately 900,000 cans of beer, a 
smaller amount of wine and spirits, all suspected non-duty paid and 200,000 
counterfeit cigarettes were seized by HMRC.



On 13 December 2018 a visit was made by Police and Trading Standards officers to 
the licensed premises at 7-8 Wharf Road.  Alcoholic goods were seen in the shop 
that were identical to those seized by HMRC officers at the containers.  At the time of 
the visit to the premises, the manager present was Mr Alan Hamasala who said he 
had been working at the premises for two and a half years.  During the visit the Police 
also found non-compliance of the licensing conditions; the closed circuit television 
(CCTV) was not able to retain recordings for the required 31 days and there was no 
refusal register in place, staff were also not adequately trained. 

Sergeant Enderby from Lincolnshire Police then made the Police’s representation.  
Sergeant Enderby referred to the multi-agency raid that had taken place on 27 
November 2018 of which 250,000 illicit cigarettes and over 900,000 cans of beer 
were found together with an amount of spirits and wine.  This was the largest single 
seizure of what was believed to be smuggled goods in Lincolnshire.  A lot of work 
had been undertaken prior to the raid.  Sergeant Enderby referred to a report of 
stolen goods from one of the shipping containers that had been reported back in 
2016 when alcohol and spirits had been taken, at the time the premises was in Mr 
Ahmeds name, the paperwork for the rental of containers was in Alan Hamasala’s 
name.  At a second search of the store a packet of foreign branded cigarettes was 
found on a table next to a hand written list which appeared to be an order form for 
cigarettes with amounts and totals at the bottom. This was concerning to the Police 
as the shop did not sell cigarettes. The manager in the shop at the time was Alan 
Hamasala, who stated that the Premise Licence holder and DPS Mr Ahmed was out 
of the Country.  Mr Hamasala was questioned about the containers and initially 
denied involvement but later conceded involvement.  They were asked to provide 
legitimate invoices for the purchases.   The Police were unhappy that no one had 
attended the Committee from Malinka as they felt they had been denied the 
opportunity of being informed of any explanation regarding the contents of the 
shipping containers, or the order list found in the shop for cigarettes when Mr 
Hamasala was in control of the store.   The shipping containers appeared to be in the 
control of Mr Hamasala, who appeared to be linked with Mr Ahmed, the Premise 
Licence holder and DPS.   

The Police also had concerns about the alcohol products on sale which only seemed 
to give a three pence profit, this was a strong indicator that the alcohol was not from 
a legitimate source and they were unable to produce invoices that proved the stock 
was legitimate.  The Police also found that the conditions of the Licence were being 
breached in connections with the CCTV, which was not saved for the required 31 
days, there was no refusal register and the staff had no real knowledge or 
understanding of the licensing legislation.

When the Police and Trading Standards visited on 13 December 2018 it was with the 
sole intention of checking the alcohol in the shop. As from 1 April 2017 if you bought 
alcohol from a UK wholesaler they needed to be approved by HMRC, each 
wholesaler had a unique Reference Number, an AWRS.  It was an offence to 
purchase alcohol from a wholesaler who was not part of the HMRC registration 
scheme.   During the visit some beer and wine was seized as no invoices could be 
produced for the items and they were the same as those found in the shipping 
containers, the Police’s conclusion was that they were smuggled goods.  It was a 
criminal offence to have these goods on the premises.  After the goods were seized 



the owners had 30 days to produce legitimate invoices for the goods seized, this they 
had failed to do.   Attempts had been made by HMRC to contact Mr Hamasala since 
the raid and they had been informed that Mr Hamasala was out of the country in Iraq. 
Mr Ahmed was also out of the country, therefore the Police wanted to know who was 
in control of the premise with both the Premise Licence Holder and the manager out 
of the country.

When the visit to the premises took place on 13 December further items of beer and 
wine were seized, no legitimate invoices could be produced for the purchases which 
were the same brands as those found in the shipping containers. It was a criminal 
offence to keep these items on the premises.   The owners had 30 days to produce 
legitimate invoices for both the items found in the shipping containers and those 
found in the shop, no invoices have been produced and therefore all items have been 
destroyed.  Currently HMRC were working out the penalty notice for the goods + VAT 
required to be paid on the goods destroyed.

The Police felt that there were clear links between 9 Wharf Road and 7-8 Wharf Road 
and reference was made to the review which was undertaken in 2012 in relation to 9 
Wharf Road when illicit cigarettes were found on the premises and the Committee 
revoked the Licence.  Mr Hamasala was the Premise Licence holder for these 
premises back then.  Although the Police had made representation objecting to the 
Premises Licence for 7-8 Wharf Road in June 2012 the Committee had granted the 
licence as they felt at that time that there was no evidence linking the two premises or 
Mr Ahmed and Mr Hamasala.  Since then the Police had evidence which showed that 
Mr Ahmed had been involved with the premises some years before 2015.  Also from 
Freedom of Information requests it was found that Mr Hamasala had been paying 
water bills for 9 Wharf Road from 2009 – 2017.  The Police felt that at the first 
hearing in June 2012 Mr Hamasala had clearly been lying as he was the named 
person on the bills for the premise at least two years previously.  Further evidence 
was then referred to which showed links between the two men and the two premises.  
The Police concluded that there was evidence to show that there was a history of 
criminal activity between both premises and said that in their view, revocation of the 
Premise Licence was the only option available.

Members questioned the Police about what criminal charges were being made and 
Sergeant Enderby replied that the charges were being brought by HMRC, although 
there was a problem in that Mr Hamasala was no longer in the Country. However the 
fines would be massive due to the large quantities of goods found.  Reference was 
made about a report being received regarding the goods being stolen from the 
container in 2016, The Police agreed that it was “bare faced cheek” that a report had 
been made about illicit goods being stolen but at the time the theft had been reported 
by a third person.    The wholesale registration scheme was not in force by HMRC at 
that time and intelligence was not received until July 2017.  A question was asked 
about why an arrest was not made at that time but the Police stated they had no 
power of arrest due to the legislation used, meaning the Police could not get a search 
warrant.

Further discussion followed between Members and the Police in connection to the 
links between the two premises and the health and safety aspect of smuggled goods.   



The use of illicit cigarettes was increasing as grocery stores did not require licenses it 
was part of a large organised crime base.     

The Police made reference to a recent case that Trading Standards had taken to 
Lincoln Crown Court where a landlord of a premise had been prosecuted. Trading 
Standards had informed the landlord on numerous occasions that his premises was 
being used to sell illegal tobacco and alcohol.  The landlord had continued to take 
rent for the premises knowing this and was prosecuted, Landlords cannot turn a 
"blind eye” to what went on in their properties.

More discussion followed about the contents of the shipping containers and the 
possibility that other premises were involved in the selling of smuggled goods.  
Sergeant Enderby indicated that enquires were on going in this respect.

The Licensing Officer then gave his closing statement and the options that the 
Committee had available to them which were:

a) to modify the conditions of the licence;
b) exclude a licensable activity from the licence;
c) remove the designated premises supervisor; 
d) suspend the licence for a period not exceeding 3 months; or
e) revoke the licence.

If the Committee decided that none of the above steps were necessary, then it 
needed to take no action.  He also referred Members to the guidance issued under 
Section 182 of the Act which stated that:

“In deciding which of these powers to invoke, it is expected that licensing authorities 
should, so far as possible, seek to establish the cause or causes of the concerns 
which the representations identify.  The remedial action taken should generally be 
directed at these causes and should always be no more than an appropriate and 
proportionate response.” (Paragraph 11.20 at page 90 of the Guidance Issued under 
S182 of the Act.)

Sergeant Enderby then gave his closing statement reminding Members of all the 
evidence that had been put before them which undermined the licensing objectives. 
That Mr Hamasala had previously lied to the Committee about his involvement in the 
premises and he asked that the Committee revoke the Premise Licence.

(11:30am the Licensing Officers and Police left the meeting)

Members discussed the application before them having regard to the representations 
made and all relevant guidance and policies.  Members considered all options 
available to them but felt that the evidence submitted by the Police showed the 
gravity of the case and the undermining of the licensing objectives.  Members felt that 
the only appropriate and proportionate response was to revoke the Premise Licence, 
on being put to the vote this was unanimously agreed.

(11:35am Licensing Officers and Police returned to the meeting)



The Legal Advisor read out the Committees decision.   Members considered the 
application before them having regard to all the reports, representations, guidance 
and policies.  On the overwhelming evidence before the Committee they found that 
on the balance of probabilities the licenced premises had been used for the storage 
and sale of counterfeit goods.  Having concluded that the licensing objectives relating 
to Crime and Disorder and Public Safety had been undermined, the Committee 
believed that an appropriate and proportionate response was to revoke the Premise 
Licence.

The decision can be appealed to the Magistrates Court within 21 days. 

(11:35am Councillor Chivers left the meeting and did not return)

 
9. LICENSING ACT 2003: MEETING TO DECIDE IF A HEARING IS 

REQUIRED, LINCOLNSHIRE COOPERATIVE, ARLINGTON GARDENS, 
SPRINGFIELD ROAD, GRANTHAM

Decision:

That a hearing is not necessary in relation to the application for a Premise 
Licence for the premise known as Lincolnshire Cooperative Ltd, Arlington 
Gardens, Springfield Road, Grantham.

The Licensing Officer presented report CSL163 which concerned an application for a 
new Premise Licence for the premise known as Lincolnshire Cooperative Ltd, 
Arlington Gardens, Springfield Road, Grantham.  The application was to allow for the 
sale of retail alcohol between the hours of 07:00 hours until 22:00 hours, Monday to 
Sunday inclusive.

On 14 January 2019 a representation was received from Lincolnshire Police under 
the licensing objectives of the Prevention of Crime and Disorder, Public Safety, the 
Prevention of Public Nuisance and the Protection of Children from Harm.  The 
representation stated that only minimal conditions had been offered and the wording 
was inadequate, as it did not promote the licensing objectives.

The Police had consulted with the applicant and suggested alternative wording to the 
conditions. The applicant had confirmed that they were happy with the changes and 
proposed wording offered by the Police.

Where relevant representations are made, the Licensing Authority must hold a 
hearing to consider them, unless the Licensing Authority, the applicant and each 
person who had made representations agreed that a hearing was unnecessary.  For 
the purposes of the Licensing Act 2003, the Licensing Authority is the Alcohol, 
Entertainment and Late Night Refreshment Licensing Committee.

As agreement had been made between the applicant and the Police as to the 
wording and conditions of the Premise Licence, Members felt that it was not 



necessary to hold a hearing and on being put to the vote it was unanimously agreed 
that a hearing was not required.

10. LICENSING ACT 2003: MEETING TO DECIDE IF A HEARING IS 
REQUIRED, MRH FOSTON, FOSTON SERVICE STATION, GREAT NORTH 
ROAD

Decision:

That a hearing is not necessary in relation to the application for the variation of 
a Premise Licence for the premise known as MRH Foston Service Station, 
Great North Road, Foston.

The Licensing Officer presented report CSL 164 which related to an application to 
vary the Premise Licence for the premise known as MRH Foston Service Station, 
Great North Road, Foston.   The variation was to sell alcohol from the premises, 24 
hours daily, Monday to Sunday, to remove embedded restrictions in the Premise 
Licence, to remove conditions contained in Annex 2 of the Premises Licence, to 
include in the Premise Licence the conditions in Section 18 b to e of the application 
and to make alterations to the premise.

On 9 January 2019, a representation was received from Lincolnshire Police, a 
Responsible Authority under the Licensing Act 2003.  The representation referred to 
concerns that the Police had with regard to the new conditions offered by the 
applicant and that they did not fully promote the licensing objectives. 

Discussions had taken place between the applicant’s solicitor and the Lincolnshire 
Police. The applicant’s solicitor and Lincolnshire Police had come to an agreement 
with regard to the wording of the conditions which should be attached to the Premise 
Licence and both parties agreed that a hearing was not necessary.

Where relevant representations are made, the Licensing Authority must hold a 
hearing to consider them, unless the Licensing Authority, the applicant and each 
person who had made a representation agree that a hearing is unnecessary.  For the 
purposes of the Licensing Act 2003, the Authority is the Alcohol, Entertainment and 
Late Night Refreshment Licensing Committee.

As agreement had been made between the Police and the applicant on the wording 
and conditions of the Premise Licence, Members felt that it was not necessary to hold 
a hearing and on being put to the vote Members unanimously agreed that a hearing 
was not required.

11. CLOSE OF MEETING

The meeting closed at 11:45am.


