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BACKGROUND 
 
On 25th July 2019, Stroud District Council (“the Council”), being the relevant 
Licensing Authority, received an application from Home Office Immigration 
Enforcement (Immigration Enforcement) for a review of the Premises Licence under 
Section 51 of the Licensing Act 2003.  The review request is based on 2 incidents 
where persons were discovered to be employed at the Premises whilst not entitled to 
work in the UK.  The application is supported by Gloucestershire Constabulary (the 
Police). 



 
 
 
 
REPRESENTATIONS  

 
IMMIGRATION ENFORCEMENT 
 
Ms Lockie stated that on 26th April 2019, a raid carried out by Immigration 
Enforcement at the Premises revealed the presence of 6 employees who were not 
entitled to work in the UK, of which 5 were arrested.  A referral notice for civil penalty 
action was left at the premises; a penalty assessed at £75,000 was subsequently 
awarded in respect of those 5 workers.  Ms Lockie stated that the employment of 
these workers demonstrated that the Premises had failed to meet the licensing 
objective of the prevention of crime and disorder and requested that the Premises 
Licence be revoked. 
 
POLICE 
 
The Panel heard from Mr Michael Griffiths on behalf of the Police.  Mr Griffiths stated 
that Gloucestershire Constabulary supported the application.  In the view of the 
Police, the current Premises Licence Holder was intimately connected with what had 
been going on at the premises in terms of illegal working.   
 
MR GWYNN 
 
Mr Gwynn stated that he had from a customer perspective, he had always found the 
Premises to be well run. 
 
LICENCE HOLDER 
 
Mr Mason on behalf of Mr Renu Miah stated that there was very little evidence to 
show that Renu Miah had been managing the Premises at the time of the 
Immigration Enforcement raid.  He said that although Renu Miah was on the 
Premises when the raid took place, his brother Razak Miah was in fact the manager 
and Renu only stepped in to assist when Razak was absent.  Mr Mason said that 
there were concerns about the credibility of witnesses spoken to during the raid and 
there was no other evidence to suggest that Renu was responsible for employing the 
illegal workers or managing the Premises.  The Civil Penalty Notice which was 
issued by the Home Office was issued to Jamuna Limited, which runs the business 
at the Premises.  As such, it is Jamuna, not Renu Miah, who is the employer. 
 
DECISION 
 
The Panel decided to REVOKE the Premises Licence. 
 
The Panel considered carefully all of the submissions made.  The starting point is 
that the Premises were found to have at least 5 persons working there unlawfully on 
26th April 2019.  The Council is also aware of a similar incident in December 2018.  
These are serious offences.  Having regard to the Licensing Act Statutory Guidance 



issued under S.182 of the Licensing Act 2003, it is clear that licensing authorities are 
expected to take such incidents very seriously.  Paragraph 11.26 of that Guidance 
provides that a licensing authority is empowered to take appropriate steps to remedy 
problems arising from crime and disorder even where the best efforts of the licence 
holder and premises staff have been made to combat criminal activity.  The Panel 
also had regard to paragraph 11.28, which provides that revocation of the licence 
should be seriously considered where the crime prevention objective is being 
undermined, even in the first instance.  
 
It was argued on behalf of the Premises Licence Holder and DPS, Mr Renu Miah, 
that he was not responsible for the premises at the time the unlawful working was 
discovered.  However, he was indisputably on the premises at the time of the 
Immigration Enforcement visit on 26th April 2019 and it appears that he was working 
in a managerial capacity at that time.  Although the Panel noted what was said 
regarding the credibility of the witnesses spoken to on that visit, in that not all of them 
identified Renu Miah as the manager and in that they may have lacked adequate 
English language skills and did not have legal representation, the Panel preferred 
the rationale of Immigration Enforcement that these contemporaneous accounts 
were more likely to have been authentic than any version given at a later date. 
 
In addition to the above, at the hearing of the Licensing Panel on 14th June 2019, the 
Premises Licence was transferred to Renu Miah and Renu Miah was appointed as 
the DPS for the Premises.  The decision notice for that hearing reflects Mr Miah’s 
contention that the transfer was no more than merely regularising a situation which 
was already subsisting in effect.  The implication is therefore that Renu Miah was 
managing the Rajdoot prior to him becoming the Premises Licence Holder and DPS. 
 
Having regard to all of the above, the Panel was satisfied that the identity of the 
management of the Premises was largely the same as that at the time of at least the 
second discovery of unlawful working.  Having regard to that, the severity of the 
offending, in addition to the fact that the management of the Premises had accepted 
no responsibility for what had happened and failed to put forward any suggestions as 
to how to prevent a recurrence, the Panel felt that revocation was entirely justified 
and that no alternative sanction would be sufficient.   
 

Mike Wallbank 
Clerk to the Panel 

17th September 2019 
 


