
 

 

 

NORWICH CITY COUNCIL 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

 

Date of Hearing:  19May 2023 

Application for the grant of a premises licence under the Licensing Act 2003  

Address of premises: Pure Brides, Castle House, 7A Castle Meadow, Norwich, 

NR1 3BY 

Applicant:  Pure (Norwich) Limited (Co. Regn. No. 06614066) 

Members of the Licensing Sub-Committee: Councillor Kidman (Chair), Councillor 
Peek, and Councillor Ackroyd. 

Other persons attending Committee: Anna-Marie Hare (applicant’s representative), 
Oliver Forster-Vets (apprentice solicitor, legal advisor), David Lowens (solicitor, legal 
advisor), Tiffany Bentley (Public Protection licensing advisor), Leonie Burwitz 
(committee officer).    

SUMMARY NOTES OF HEARING AND DETERMINATION 

1. Councillor Ackroyd nominated Councillor Kidman as chair for the hearing. This 

was seconded by Councillor Peek. Councillor Kidman took the position as chair 

for the hearing.  

 

2. There were no apologies for absence and no declarations of interest. No 

additional papers were distributed to the committee in advance of the hearing. 

During the hearing an amended premises plan was produced by the applicant 

for the benefit of the committee in understanding the internal layout of the 

premises. The amended premises plan also corrected an error in the 

application, the effect of which was to reduce the extent of the area for 

licensable activities. 

 

3. Ms Bentley presented the report. Two relevant representations from local 

residents had been received; Ms Maldonado and Mr Imrie, who provided written 

representations but were not present at the hearing. A police representation 

had been received and amendments as sought by the police to the proposed 

conditions of the operating schedule were agreed by the applicant in advance 

of the hearing. 

 

4. The applicant was then invited to present their application via their 

representative.  



 

 

 

5. Addressing the committee, the applicant explained the intention behind the 

application. Having recently moved to the larger location, the applicant stated 

they intend to expand the business and enhance the experience for customers, 

part of which being the ability to serve alcohol to customers in a way similar to 

other prestige businesses. The applicant stated that it was not the intention to 

sell alcohol as their core business, but rather to allow customers to purchase 

additional drinks if desired.  

 

6. The applicant addressed the event on 30 March 2023 as detailed in the two 

objections received. The event was an opening evening for the business, a 

launch party for industry contacts. Alcohol was not being sold that evening but 

there was alcohol on the premises. A live band was playing between 18:00 and 

20:00. Following the event, the applicant stated they have since communicated 

with the tenants who share the same building; the tenants having been invited 

to the shop to be able to see that the core business is bridal, not alcohol. .  

 

7. The applicant summarised the application, stating that there was no ulterior 

motive in applying for a premises licence, they would just like to serve alcohol 

to customers as part of their celebrations.  

 

8. Chair, Cllr Kidman, invited any questions from the committee.  

 

9. Cllr Ackroyd first questioned the use of the band, querying its location in the 

premises and any possible future use of bands. The applicant stated that the 

band was on the ground floor and any future use of a band would be improbable 

but was not able to confirm there would be no future use of bands. The applicant 

went on to further state that now being mindful of the potential for noise to travel 

through the building, if any events were to be held, they would likely be at the 

end of the building less likely to cause noise disturbance.  

 

10. Cllr Ackroyd questioned if customers would be encouraged to leave quietly. In 

response, the applicant reassured the committee that the alcohol supplied is 

not intended to cause intoxication or create a rowdy atmosphere, but if 

necessary, the applicant would advise customers to be mindful of neighbours 

in the immediate vicinity when leaving.  

 

11. Following a further question from Cllr Ackroyd about the customer experience, 

the applicant stated that customers currently get a ‘goodie bag’ following a 

purchase of a dress, in which is a small, sealed bottle of prosecco. As the 

application was for the sale of alcohol to be for consumption on the premises 

only, a discussion was had between the applicant, committee, licensing advisor, 

and legal advisors, as to whether such a bottle was free or paid for.  

 

12. The applicant was then questioned by the chair, Cllr Kidman, as to the “wedding 

attire experience” as detailed in the proposed operating schedule of the 

application. The applicant provided details of a customer’s experience, number 

of customers, types of groups of customers, and possible events such as 

catwalk shows, accessory events, and showcases.  

 



 

 

13. Chair, Cllr Kidman then questioned the proposed closing time (22:00 each day) 

and supply of alcohol end time (22:00 each day). The applicant stated that it 

was highly unlikely that the business would be serving alcohol until 22:00, the 

timings having been suggested by the agent. Following discussion between the 

applicant, the committee, and legal advisor, the applicant amended the 

application with regards to the timings for the supply of alcohol, so as to reduce 

the end time from 22:00 to 21:30 on each day of the week. This was 

acknowledged by the committee.  

 

14. Chair, Cllr Kidman, invited the legal advisor to raise any queries they had with 

the application. The legal advisor questioned if it was the intention to permit an 

individual from the street to enter the store without an appointment and 

purchase alcohol from the bar. The applicant clarified what the “wedding attire 

experience” was, how customers were ‘booked in’ to the store, how alcohol 

would only be supplied to those such customers, and how they hope to attract 

menswear walk-ins in the future. Following further discussion, the applicant 

amended their proposed operating schedule to state:  

 

“Alcohol will only be sold as part of trading in wedding attire or other formal 

attire, which will include the wedding attire experience” 

 

This was acknowledged by the committee. 

 

15. Chair, Cllr Kidman invited the applicant to summarise the application. The 

applicant stated that they hoped that the committee was now reassured that 

there was no ulterior motive for the application before them, and that they would 

just like to offer a special experience to their customers.  

 

16. Members of the committee retired to consider their decision in private, the 

decision then being given in public together with notification of appeal rights.  

 

DECISION OF THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE 

1. Having considered the application as amended and heard the evidence before 

it, and after considering the contents of written representations and local and 

national guidance, the committee unanimously agreed to grant the premises 

licence as amended by the applicant. No additional conditions were imposed 

by the committee.  

 

2. Those amendments to the application by the applicant during the hearing being: 

 

a. The timings for the licensable activity of the retail supply of alcohol for 

each day were reduced, to 08:00 to 21:30.  

 

b. Alcohol will only be sold as part of trading in wedding attire or other 

formal attire, which will include the wedding attire experience 

 

REASONS FOR THE GRANT OF PREMISES LICENCE 



 

 

1. Amendments to the proposed operating schedule took place during the hearing 

by changes introduced by the applicant, and the committee was satisfied that 

those amendments were appropriate for the promotion of the licensing 

objectives. 

 

2. The committee noted there were no unresolved representations from 

responsible authorities relating to the licensing objectives following the 

applicant’s agreement with Norfolk Constabulary to introduce its three 

suggested conditions. 

 

3. There was no evidence before the committee that the premises will operate as 

a bar or club, which was felt to be relevant to considering the concerns of the 

objectors and the weight it was appropriate to give to concerns as to future 

events. 

 

4. The committee notes the statutory guidance that applications should be granted 

unless there are evidence based, sufficient reasons to refuse. In this case, 

noting the amendments to the application, and the nature of the business, the 

committee believes that the controls on the operation of the premises will 

sufficiently support the licensing objectives and that it would not be appropriate, 

on the evidence before committee, to refuse the application or to impose 

additional or amended conditions. 

 

RIGHT OF A PARTY TO APPEAL AGAINST THE DECISION OF THE LICENSING 

SUB-COMMITTEE 

Any person who has submitted a relevant representation may appeal this decision at 

the Magistrates Court within 21 days of the date on which they are notified in writing 

of this decision in accordance with the following appeal provisions under Schedule 5 

of the Licensing Act 2003:–  

(3) Where a person who made relevant representations in relation to the 

application desires to contend— 

a) that the licence ought not to have been granted, or 

b) that, on granting the licence, the licensing authority ought to have 

imposed different or additional conditions, or to have taken a step 

mentioned in subsection (4)(b) or (c) of section 18, 

they may appeal against the decision. 

 

Dated: 16 June 2023 

 

Signed: ……Cllr C Kidman     (Chair, Licensing Sub-Committee) 

 


