
At a meeting of the Licensing Panel held in Zoom Virtual Meeting on Wednesday 30 
September 2020 at 1.00 pm 
 
Members 
 
  
Councillor Malcolm Grainger Councillor Adrian Kirkbride 
Councillor Elaine Lynch  
 
Apologies for absence were received from   
 
Staff Present 
 
D Fletcher, L Jardine, J Morgan, G Roach and L Tomlinson 
 
 
 The virtual meeting was adjourned until 13:40 due to technical issues.   
  
149. Election of Chair  

 
Councillor Grainger was elected chair for the ensuing meeting 
 

150. Declaration of Interests  
 
None declared 
 

151. Questions  
 
None received 
 

152. To consider representations received in relation to an application for a 
premises licence  
 
The Licensing and Compliance Officer submitted a report to consider 
representations received in relation to an application for a premises licence. 
 
This report concerns an application for a premises licence for Tallentire Hall, 
Tallentire, Cumbria.  
 
The applicant is Kesh and Krin Ltd. 
 
Kesh and Krin Ltd have applied for a premises licence with the following 
description:  
 
The premises will trade as guest accommodation, events, such as weddings, 
celebration events, corporate team building, charitable fundraising events, 
conferences etc.  
 
There are residential cottages on the grounds, used for guest accommodation 
will purchase their alcohol via off sales, and drinks will either be charged to the 
room or paid for at the bar 
 



The application was for no more than 4999. 
 
23 representations were received in respect of the application. 
 
Members were then advised of the options available and that they were to 
decide in line with the licensing objectives. 
 
The Applicant’s agent (Mr Gibson) made representations, explaining the 
background to the application then responded to concerns raised in the 
representations. 
 
The concerns was that in an original representation received by Mr Cockburn it 
stated that he supported the application in principle but highlighted individual 
concerns. Following this a letter was received from Mr Cockburn on 28 
September 2020 stating that ‘together we object’ due to public nuisance and 
this was on behalf of residents of Hall Court, the applicants agent requested 
that this letter be disregarded as it is a complete U-Turn of the original 
submission. 
 
Mr Cockburn was invited to respond, explaining that he had firstly responded to 
the consultation as an individual, and the letter received on 28 September 2020 
was a collective response from the residents of Hall Court, permission for this 
was granted by officers. Mr Cockburn also explained that no further evidence 
has been introduced and the latest letter builds on information already 
submitted from residents.  
 
The Licensing and Compliance officer provided some clarity explaining that the 
residents of Hall Court were satisfied with Mr Cockburn providing a collective 
response and to speak at this meeting. For reference, the individual residents 
representations from Hall Court were from IP02, IP18, IP19, IP20 (Mr 
Cockburn) and IP23. 
 
The Agent (Mr Gibson), then continued with his representations, outlining the 
specific detail of the licence application. The Agent explained that the main 
purpose of the application is to provide the sale of alcohol for residents of the 
holiday cottages.  
 
The Licence would also cover functions which include charity events, corporate 
days, and weddings. 
 
The Agent explained that the main issue from residents was the hosting of 
wedding receptions. The venue will be an exclusive wedding venue and this will 
be achieved by pricing and by limiting frequency and capacity. 
 
The Agent then advised that any regulated entertainment would only be for pre 
booked functions and is likely to be recorded music. In terms of attendees, the 
request is for a 60 maximum indoor capacity, 100 outside and 200 for charity 
events. The application is for 7-day flexibility and the agent explained that this 
was to cater for the mentioned events, which can occur on any day of the week. 
 
In relation to statutory consultees, the Agent explained that the Police were 
satisfied but wanted to safeguard against multi day music festivals by adding 



conditions. Environmental Health are also satisfied if any findings of an acoustic 
report are actioned. 
 
The Agent then responded to the individual representations and the relevant 
objections in relation to the Prevention of Crime and Disorder and the 
Prevention of Public Nuisance. 
 
The Applicant (Mr Harrison) then expanded on noise, explaining that there are 
extensive grounds between the venue and residents and that open discussions 
have taken place with residents throughout the application process. 
 
Members then asked questions of the Agent and Applicant in relation to outside 
activity, the Agent confirmed that any regulated entertainment would be inside 
the premises and no plans are in place to use marquees. Further questions 
were raised about planning permission and traffic. 
 
The panel then heard representations from objectors. 
 
The first objector (J.Watson) expressed concerns over flooding issues, public 
safety, CCTV, public disorder and traffic, in particular the access to both the 
village and Tallentire Hall.  
 
The second objector (Mr Cockburn) spoke on behalf of several residents of Hall 
Court, Tallentire. Concerns were expressed in relation to noise, potential 
trespassing, wildlife, light pollution and security risks. The speaker went on to 
suggest that the applicants licensing application should be withdrawn to pursue 
alternative uses for Tallentire Hall. 
In response to the concerns raised by the speakers, the agent clarified that 
CCTV will be operational at all times and the cameras system will be monitored 
on a regular basis, Mr Gibson went on to explain that flooding, roads and 
drainage are issues for planning.  
 
The Applicant (Mrs Harrison) clarified matters to members in relation to trees, 
and previous smaller events such as charity AGMs that have been held at the 
Hall. 
 
The Applicant (Mr Harrison) then asked questions to the objectors in relation to 
the concerns raised regarding access, noise and traffic. To prevent access and 
trespass onto residents property, the applicant advised that signage can be 
erected with the approval of the Local Authority. 
 
All parties then had the opportunity to summarise the points raised in the 
meeting. 
 
The meeting was then adjourned for member deliberations. 
 
The panel considered all information provided including the representations 
from objectors, written representations from Cumbria Constabulary and 
Environmental Health, the applicants and the agent. The panel also considered 
the relevant legislation. 
 
A motion was moved to grant the premises licence  



 
The motion was seconded 
 
A vote was taken on the motion 3 voted in favour, 0 against and 0 abstentions. 
 
The motion was carried. 
 
Decision/Reasons 
 
In making its decision, the Panel had regard to the four licensing objectives 
under the Licensing Act 2003, in particular the prevention of crime and disorder, 
the prevention of public nuisance and the protection of children from harm.  The 
Panel also took into account the written representations made by Cumbria 
Constabulary, the representations made by the Environmental Health Officer, 
the representations received from the applicant and agent, the representations 
from residents and the information set out in the report by the Licensing and 
Compliance Officer. 
 
The Panel considered the Secretary of State’s guidance under section 182 of 
the Licensing Act 2003, the Council’s Licensing Policy and Human Rights.  
 
The Panel sought to balance the interests of the applicant and the interested 
parties. 
 
The Panel considered the options available to it, which were: 
 

a) To grant the licence subject to the conditions mentioned in the operating 
schedule modified to such extent as the authority conditions necessary 
for the promotion of the licensing objectives, and any mandatory 
condition. 

b) To exclude from the scope of the licence any of the licensable activities 
to which the application relates; 

c) To refuse to specify a person in the licence as the premises supervisor 
d) To reject the application 

 
The Panel felt that it was reasonable and proportionate to take the following 
steps to promote the licensing objectives: 
 

 To agree to grant the licence subject to the updated conditions outlined 
at the hearing, which are appended to this decision. 

 
In making its decision, the Panel considered the fact that the Responsible 
Authorities had agreed conditions with the applicant.  It considers that the 
conditions as outlined are sufficient to promote the licensing objectives. 
 
If any party is aggrieved by this decision, they had the right to appeal to the 
Magistrates Court within 21 days of receiving written notification of the decision. 
 

The meeting closed at 3.45 pm 
 


