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LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE 
3 November 2020 

 

EAST HAMPSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
At a meeting of the Licensing Sub-Committee held on 3 November 2020 
 
Present  
 
Councillor: C Louisson (Chairman) 
 
Councillors: D Ashcroft and B Mouland 
 
23 Election of Chairman  

 
Councillor Louisson was elected Chairman for the meeting. 
 

24 Apologies for Absence  
 
There were no apologies for absence. 
 

25 Chairman's Announcements  
 
There were no Chairman’s announcements. 
 

26 Declarations of Interest  
 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 

27 Licensing Act 2003 - Application for a Premises Licence - The Paddocks, 
187 Catherington Lane, Catherington, Hampshire, PO8 0TB  
 
The Chairman invited the Senior Licensing Officer to introduce the report. 
 
The Senior Licensing Officer introduced the report. The hearing related to an 
application for a premises licence made by Angeline Othen for The Paddocks, 
187 Catherington Lane, Catherington, Hampshire PO8 0TB.  
 
A copy of the application could be found at Appendix A of the agenda. The plan 
of the premises and location plan were shown in appendix B and C and could 
be shown on the screen if required. 
 
The applicant had requested a premises licence for provision of films outdoors 
and the sale of alcohol on the premises.  The application asked the applicant to 
state how they will promote the licensing objectives, and this is shown in 
section 3.5 of your agenda.  
 
This hearing was being called because representations had been received from 
interested persons shown in appendix D. Seventeen representations had been 
received in total with four representations being against the granting of the 
licence and thirteen being positive representations.  
 
All responsible authorities had been consulted.  
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The Police had requested that conditions were added to the licence, if granted, 
and that they would have no objections provided they were added. The 
applicant had agreed to these conditions being added to the licence if granted. 
The conditions were shown in section 3.7 of your agenda.  
 
Environmental Protection had no objections. 
 
No further comments were received from the remaining responsible authorities. 
 
The committee were advised that in determining this application 
 

 they may grant the application as asked 

 modify the conditions of the licence, ay altering, omitting or adding 

 refuse to specify a person as the premises supervisor 

 reject the whole or part of the application 
 
She had received confirmation that attending today’s hearing was Angeline 
Othen the applicant and Paul and Anna Meacher who had made a 
representation. 
 
There were no questions for the Senior Licensing Officer. 
 
The Chairman invited Mrs Othen, the applicant to present her case. 
 
Mrs Othen addressed the Committee. She had submitted the premises 
application predominately to enable her to run small ad hoc events. It had come 
about due to the Covid Pandemic, the horse box they had developed to hire out 
had not happened because of the pandemic and in addition the equestrian 
centre had to close during lockdown. She had then come up with the idea of 
putting the horse box in one of the paddocks to the south side of the house and 
they had run a couple of small evening events and this was how they intended 
to continue. They did not want to hold large events, they had children of their 
own and they also resided at the location and they therefore did not want 
anything to intrusive.  
 
The application for the premises licence had purely come about so that they did 
not have to apply Temporary Event Notices (TENs) and rely on the British 
weather and apply for the TENs ten days in advance. Thy had no intention of 
running the events like a pub, just small ad hoc events and if the weather 
looked like it was going to be good, they would like to run them in the evenings 
occasionally. Both she and her husband worked full time so they would be 
unable to put a lot of time into it and that’s why they did not want to miss good 
weather. They anticipated the events being predominately seasonal however if 
the weather was good off season, she anticipated opening it up to members of 
the public and users of the equestrian centre when it was open. 
 
It would be supporting the equestrian centre, they had no intention of being 
disruptive to local residents, they were long term residents of Catherington and 
wanted it to stay as it was.  
 
The reason they had applied for the license to cover the entire premises was 
that in particularly bad weather they would be able to move the horse box 
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around. The hours she had applied for was because she had not wanted to 
restrict the hours so had applied for all day. She and her husband worked 
Monday – Friday and might be that they could hold a quite event on a Friday 
evening. The idea was to have a quite chilled out time, it was a lot of work to 
organise an event putting out straw bales and such like. She had worked in the 
hospitality industry, so she understood what is was to try and prevent public 
nuisance and they were strict on this. She and her husband ran the box 
themselves, other people assisted, but they were aware that they would not 
accept or tolerate public nuisance, with their own home close by.  
 
In respect of crime and disorder they would police that quite strictly as this was 
there residence and they had to consider the horses which were their primary 
business. It was simply to enable them to have a little bit of freedom, but they 
would not run it as a pub. 
 
It was confirmed that if the equestrian centre was open and running there would 
be probably be maximum of 10 people present at any one time. 
 
In respect of the Picnic paddock there was a steady stream of visitors but never 
more than 30. 
 
Mrs Othen confirmed that there were no plans to erect a marquee in the future, 
this was seasonal only. 
 
Mrs Othen confirmed that for evening they had applied for four TENS and had 
held those events in this calendar year. In addition, it had been open 4 or 5 
weekends as a coffee shop. This was very popular, and it tended to be open 
from 10:30am to 4pm. 
 
The Police had asked for a condition in relation to capacity and there was a 
concern that this was a fairly large site, part of the condition requested was that 
people could be counted entering and leaving the premises. One of the 
objections raised was that the location was quite close to Jubilee Park. How 
would the applicant be able to comply with the condition and ensure people 
could not enter and leave without being observed. 
 
 In reply, Mrs Othen explained that for the evening events they took bookings 
and it was not open to members of the public to just wonder in. On the coffee 
shop days she was there and could see how many people were coming in and 
she and her husband monitoring the number of people. They had never had 
anywhere near that figure and did not believe they would. The customers were 
usually dog walkers or users of Jubilee Park and a few locals who knew they 
were there. They usually used the small paddock, they had applied for the 
larger area so that they could move the horse box around if necessary. This 
was so that the paddock did not get to churned up. 
 
In answer to a question on the type of films that might be shown, Mrs Othen 
explained that it could be a mixture of entertainment or equestrian it had been 
suggested by a number of customers. It would not be a huge screen, probably 
about 120 inches, she envisaged 40 or 50 people in a small amp theatre style 
area in the small paddock. 
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Mr Meacher asked how she had arrived at the figure of 100 people with 50 cars 
arriving at the site and what her plans would be for that amount of traffic on 
Catherington Lane and the parking situation.  In reply she did not believe that 
they would have that many cars coming to the events. Most of the people that 
had already attended the events had been local residents and had been 
dropped off by partners or a taxi. If the events happened in the summer, they 
had ample parking so there would be no queuing on the road. She did not 
anticipate any problems, as she and her husband would be running the events 
with a couple of helpers, they did not want large events. 
 
Mr Meacher challenged this as the application did say for up to 150 cars. Ms 
Othen confirmed that they did have a small car park that could accommodate 
that could accommodate 20 – 25 cars and was located opposite Mr Meacher’s 
home. In the past when they have held shows and gymkhanas they had 
opened up the gate to one of the front paddocks for additional parking. 
 
The Chairman invited Mr Meacher to address the Committee. 
 
Mr Meacher addressed the Committee. He and his wife approached the 
application as concerned parents of two young children, with his eldest just 
starting school. He noted Mrs Othen’s statement that she had two children and 
she would have concerns as well to disruption to summer evenings particularly 
with the late-night opening. Effectively it could be every night of the week until 
22:00hrs or 23:00hrs which the application requested including the  sale of 
alcohol up to 23:00hrs. Up to a 100 people drinking or even 50 equated to a 
considerable amount of noise drinking with music or not music playing this was 
few hundred yards from his children’s bedrooms. They were concerned about 
the repeated and continuous events. Mrs Othen had already outlined they 
would be on an ad hoc basis what this application meant was that they could be 
held on every single day of the year in total but particularly between March and 
September. 
 
He also had concerns about parking cars at the Southern end of Catherington 
Lane where they resided there was an arbitrary 30 mph speed limit but almost 
no one applied it. You had people moving around parking their cars on verges 
and spilling out of drinking establishment could potentially cause disruption and 
be risk to people particularly at the junction with Crouch Lane and Lynch Gate 
Drive at the Southern end of the site. 
 
They had no objection to the really good business Mrs Othen already had 
running, the equestrian centre and small picnic paddock, it looked like a great 
facility and clearly was being well attended. This was not a continuation this 
was an expansion that was out of character with the rural setting this site sat in 
and in particular with the kind of numbers of a 100 to 120 people on site that 
the application requested. There were local inns where people could purchase 
and drink alcohol and meet family and friends. In the current Covid-19 
pandemic he believed it was important to support existing businesses and 
particularly public houses which had a fixed and high real estate potential rather 
than opening out. He had also spoken to a friend who was the Chairman of 
Catherington Residents Association which had 170 members and their 
collective concern at how this application would affect the village. He noted the 
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number of letters of support within the agenda documents and that was clearly 
people who enjoyed going to the establishment as it was at the moment, but 
that was different to what was being applied for and considered by the 
Committee. They of course had chosen when they could go and more 
importantly when they could leave. However, if this application was granted his 
family and more importantly his children did not have that opportunity these 
events would take place 100 yards from his property and more importantly the 
children’s bedrooms. 
 
Councillors asked Mr Meacher a number of questions. 
 
Mr Meacher confirmed the location of his home, which was at the north end of 
the site, there was a five-bar gate into the site and his home was directly 
opposite. 
 
Mr Meacher confirmed that he had no complaints about the events in the picnic 
paddock. 
 
In response to a question was his major concern was the hours of sale of 
alcohol Mr Meacher said that it the hours and frequency of the events 
particularly on summer evening when doors and windows could open. 
 
The Chairman invited Mrs Othen to ask questions. 
 
Mr Meacher confirmed that he and his family had not been disturbed by 
previous events. 
 
Mrs Othen explained that currently the events were held on the south side of 
the house and the reason she had put the whole site on the application was in 
case they needed to move the horsebox. Mrs Othen said that if it would make 
Mr Meacher happy, she would remove the two fields closest to his driveway 
what they referred to as front field and pile field. 
 
Mrs Othen reassured him that there would be no light pollution as they did not 
intend to use the arena and would only have fairy lights. It would be very quiet 
with fire pits. 
 
Mr Meacher said that if the northern fields were removed it would make the 
application more acceptable. However, the hours and frequency of the events 
were there primary concern. 
 
The Solicitor addressed the applicant and asked if she was formally varying her 
application to exclude the north field. He understood she was restricting the 
area she was using in the terms of the sale of alcohol and the playing of live 
and recorded music to address the concerns expressed in the representations. 
 
A layout of the site was displayed and Mrs Othen clarified the area she was 
referring to. Mrs Othen referred the Committee to the site and asked them to 
look south from the gate to a line of pylons south of the car park and then south 
to the stables. She suggested the area could be from the stables and arena up 
and the northern part of the field was not included within the application. She 
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had anticipated having it all on the south side to keep it away from their 
neighbours. 
 
Mr Meacher confirmed his resident was to the northeast of the site, however 
traffic movement from the gate and car park was still a concern. Mrs Othen 
confirmed that she would still need to use that gate and car park as they would 
need to ensure the cars were not parked on the road. 
 
The Senior Licensing Officer addressed the committee and said that if Mrs 
Othen wanted to amend her plan she would need to submit a new one. She 
also confirmed that the car park did not need to be licensed because she would 
not be holding any licensing activities there. 
 
The Chairman asked if the committee could continue to consider the application 
on the presumption of a revised plan being submitted by the applicant. 
 
The Solicitor advised the committee that they could impose conditions and 
once they committee went into private session they could impose a condition 
that part of the application site be excluded from licensable activities. There 
was no reason to revisit the matter after todays meeting as long as the 
committee delineate and clarify what the exact premises are to which they grant 
the license.  
 
Mrs Othen was asked about what appeared to be an entrance next to the 
house could this be used. Mrs Othen confirmed that it was an access used by 
pedestrians and could be accessed by vehicles, however, it did not have the 
surface that could be used for bringing vehicles in and there was no parking 
facilities. 
 
The Chairman invited the Senior Licensing Officer to make a closing statement.  
 
The Senior Licensing Officer addressed the committee. Having considered 
everything before you today, the committee was obliged to determine this 
application with a view to promoting the licensing objectives, which are: 
 

 Prevention of crime and disorder 

 Public safety 

 Prevention of public nuisance 

 Protection of children from harm. 
 
In making your deliberations, you must have regard to the Councils Licensing 
Policy and National Guidance. 
 
You must have regard to the representations that have been made balanced by 
any conditions offered by the applicant and the evidence that has been heard. 
 
The Committee must take one of the following steps, as it considers necessary 
for the promotion of the licensing objectives: 
 

 they may grant the application as asked 

 modify the conditions of the licence, ay altering, omitting or adding 

 refuse to specify a person as the premises supervisor 
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 reject the whole or part of the application 
 
The Committee should note that it cannot modify the conditions or reject the 
whole or part of the application merely because it considers it desirable to do 
so. It must be appropriate in order to promote the licensing objectives. 
 
The Chairman invited Mr Meacher to sum up his case.  
 
Mr Meacher said that this was about him and his wife as parents and protecting 
their children and looking after their interests. The prospect of the late hours 
and frequency and activity that this licence would permit every day was their 
real concern. This was not about a continuation of a business but an expansion 
of about 100 people and potentially 120 people on the site and that would not 
qualify as a quite event or a small-scale event in any sense of the imagination 
in a largely rural and residential area. He thanked Mrs Othen for the way she 
had approached the discussions today and he hoped the committee could take 
a view that looked after the interests of his children and also the safety of traffic 
and other noise hygiene within the village. 
 
The Chairman invited Mrs Othen to sum up her case. 
 
Mrs Othen hoped that the committee could consider the application favourably, 
they did not intent to cause any disruption in the village. The events they had 
run to-date were exactly how they intended to continue to do. The reason they 
had applied for a premises license was purely to give them a little flexibility, 
they did not want to rum it like a pub. They wanted it to continue to be desirable 
to people who attended the small events they ran and obviously the picnic 
paddock during the day. They wanted to support the equestrian centre it was a 
business which did make a large profit, and this would go a long way, 
especially at the moment as they were about to close the business again on 
Thursday for the second lockdown. It was a nice unique place for people to 
come and enjoy some quite time and that was what she had enjoyed providing 
to date. 
 
The Chairman advised that the Sub-Committee would go into a closed meeting 
to make their determination.  
  
The Solicitor advised Mrs Othen that she would receive the decision of the Sub-
Committee in the next week.   
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Decision Notice – Application for a Premises License at The 
Paddocks, 187 Catherington Lane, Catherington, Hampshire 

PO80TB - East Hampshire District Council Licensing 
Committee sitting on 3rd November 2020 

 
 
The Licensing Sub-Committee has been asked to determine whether to grant a 
premises license at the above-described premises under the Licensing Act 
2003. 
 
The Licensing Sub-Committee heard evidence that a neighbour to the north of 
the site would be affected by the noise from the site if the application was 
granted. The Licensing Sub-Committee thus considered that the licensing 
objective of preventing public nuisance was engaged. 
 
The Licensing Sub-Committee in its deliberations was very concerned about 
the evidence adduced which engaged the public nuisance objective but after 
further consideration felt that a condition could be imposed to assuage its 
concerns in this respect. In addition to the conditions described in the Licensing 
Officer’s report it was felt that an additional condition to restrict the license to a 
line parallel to the line of pylons identified in the application plan to the north of 
the site would be imposed. The condition is that no licensable activity should 
take place other than on the area configured by the red line on the plan 
attached to this decision. The Sub-Committee affirms the conditions suggested 
by the Police and the standard conditions. 
 
The Committee also felt that should there be problems relating to the licensing 
objectives in the future the matter could be brought back to the Sub-Committee 
under the review provisions of the 2003 Act.  
 
The Licensing Sub-Committee have therefore concluded on this occasion that 
the application for the premises license should be granted subject to conditions. 
 
However, the Licensing Sub-Committee would like to observe that there should 
be no hesitation in reviewing the matter if the public nuisance objective was 
engaged in the future. 
 
Appeal: The Applicant, Responsible Authorities and Interested Persons have 
the right to appeal the decision to the Magistrates’ Court within 21 days of 
receiving official notification of the decision from the Licensing Authority. 
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The meeting commenced at 10.00 am and concluded at 10.47 am 
 


