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DECISION NOTICE 
LICENSING ACT 2003 

 

PREMISES NAME  
 
PREMISES ADDRESS 

Uley Brewery 
 

Units 1 And 2, 31 The Street, Uley, Dursley, GL11 5TB 

APPLICANT NAME Uley Ales Ltd 

APPLICATION TYPE Application to Vary a Premises Licence 
 

APPLICATION REFERENCE 22/00110/LAPRV 

DATE OF HEARING 1st April 2022 
 

DATE OF DECISION 5th April 2022 
 

DECISION 
 

Application Granted with Conditions  

 
 

Background 

At the hearing the Sub-Committee heard from the following people: Mr Mark Bassington, Mr 

Patrick Fayle, Mr Eddie O’Connor, Cllr David Lungley on behalf of Uley Parish council, the 

applicant who was represented by Mr Heath Thomas, Solicitor, and the Licensing Officer.  

3 representations were received against the application being granted and all three objectors 

were present to give oral evidence at the hearing.  

No representations were received from the Responsible Authorities.  

All relevant written submissions have been considered. 

 

Legal Matters  

The Sub-Committee had due regard to:-  

1. The provisions of the Licensing Act 2003 which confer the powers of the Licensing Authority 

to deal with the application.  

2. The obligation to promote the four licensing objectives.  

3. The relevant sections of the Council’s Statement of Licensing Policy and Statutory 

Guidance.  
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The Licensing Sub-Committee considered that it must carry out its functions with a view to 

promoting the four licensing objectives, as set out in Section 4(2) of the 2003 Act. The Sub-

Committee cannot take into account representations which do not relate to one or more of 

those licensing objectives and acknowledges that any representations which are received 

must be relevant and evidenced-based.  

 

Other Persons’ Objections  

In making oral representations to the Sub-Committee, the Other Persons highlighted a 

number of concerns, including:- 

1. The fears of a detrimental impact on the neighbours if the application was to be 

granted. 

2. The potential impact of noise and disorder in connection with business. 

3. The potential adverse impacts on local residents from late night opening of the 

premises. 

4. The potential anti-social behaviour of attendees near the homes of the residents 

because of the close proximity of the proposed outside events space. 

5. Issue with the lack of toilet facilities, parking, market value of homes, land ownership 

issues. 

This list is not exhaustive, but highlights some of the concerns expressed in the written and 

verbal submissions.  

 

Applicant’s Submissions 

The Applicant’s representative informed the Sub-Committee that the Applicants lodged their 

application on their own but sought help from the licensing authority, who did their best to help 

them, and they completed the form as per their instructions with the view to having the utmost 

flexibility. He made it clear that it was not the Applicants’ intention to use the premises 365 

days a year. He assured the Sub-Committee that the venue was not going to become a pub 

and that it was very much merely a working brewery, first and foremost.  

He expressed that the reason for modifying the application to 2100 instead of 2300 hours was 

a result of listening to the concerns of the residents and those raised by Environmental 

Protection. 

The premises has operated 15 successful events under Temporary Event Notices (TENs) and 

there has been no evidence of any of the licensing objectives being undermined at any point. 

The Applicant’s representative stated that following the oral submissions of the residents his 

clients were prepared to modify the timings from 2100 to 2000 hours. 

He advised the Sub-Committee that the brewery were merely looking at ways in which they 

could promote their product. Be this by way of tastings, evenings open to beer club members, 

open days and the like. He offered that the applicants wanted, beyond the tastings, to use the 

site on up to 7 occasions in the month, with an additional 4 events a year by way of an “open 

day”. The condition of a maximum of 60 guests to the open day was proffered at this stage. 
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The condition of removing the table from outside the Forge and moving it up in to the yard was 

offered as a way to try and alleviate the issues near the property belonging to Mr & Mrs Fayle. 

It was pointed out that the relevant parties had been consulted and the Sub-Committee was 

directed to the relevant paragraphs of the Home Office guidance dealing with this. Furthermore 

the Sub-Committee were reminded that certain issues raised in the representations such as 

planning, ownership issues, house values and parking did not fall under the remit of the 

Licensing Authority and therefore had to be disregarded.  

The Sub-Committee were urged to grant the application with the additional offered conditions. 

 

Consideration  

The Sub–Committee considered all relevant verbal and written submissions from Other 

Persons and the applicant before making its decision on the application. They also had due 

regard to the council’s Statement of Licensing Policy and Statutory Guidance. 

In deciding the application, they considered the fact that no Responsible Authorities had 

objected to the application. They also considered the steps put forward by the applicant to 

promote the licensing objectives, both in the application and in the compromise with 

Environmental Health about the hours and the further conditions offered at the Sub-Committee 

hearing.  

Furthermore the Sub-Committee could see that there was no evidence to show that the 

Applicants have not run the premises in accordance with the licensing legislation and that this 

was going to change in the future. There was substantial evidence to show how the premises 

had been run by the numerous TEN’s at the premises since the Applicants have taken 

ownership. 

The Sub-Committee recognised the concerns expressed by objectors and offer its sympathies 

to them but a large number of issues raised did not fall within the remit of the licensing authority 

and therefore not open to the Sub-Committee for consideration.  

Furthermore the Applicants offered up extra conditions to be added to the licence to try and 

mitigate those concerns and promote the licensing objectives.  

The Sub-Committee were satisfied that these extra conditions would help to alleviate some of 

the issues raised in the representations. 

To that end the Sub-Committee are minded to grant the application subject to the additional 

conditions listed below being added along with the mandatory conditions. 

 

Conditions 

The following conditions to be attached to the grant of the licence by the sub – committee:- 

1. On-licence hours will be 11:30 – 20:00 with the site being cleared by 20:30.  

2. No tables or seating facilities to be placed directly outside of the Forge building. 

Any seating/tables to be placed in the yard area of the Brewery; 

3. A maximum of 60 people to attend any event organised by the Brewery, this 

includes on open days; 
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4. A noise management plan is to be produced in writing. This is to be agreed with a 

Stroud District Council Environmental Protection Officer. No licensable activity to 

take place until the noise management plan is agreed and in place; 

5. The premises licence holder will ensure that notices are displayed at all exits 

requesting persons leaving the premises do so quietly and do not cause 

unnecessary disturbance to the neighbourhood; 

6. No more than 20 outside events a year, these are events held specifically in the 

yard, such as the open day; 

7. No more than 7 events, inside or outside, to be held each month (this excludes 

‘tastings’ and up to 4 “open days” a year); 

 

Appeal 

All parties are reminded that there are rights of appeal against this the Licensing Authority’s 

decision pursuant to Section 181 of and Schedule 5 to the Licensing Act 2003. An appeal must 

be made to the Magistrates’ Court and commenced within 21 days of notification of the 

Authority’s decision.  

 

Review 

All parties are reminded of the procedures contained within the Licensing Act 2003 relating to 

the potential review of a premises licence. This provision allows the public, businesses or 

Responsible Authorities to apply for a review of a premises licence where problems arise, 

such as: crime and disorder, risks to public safety, public nuisance or failure to protect children 

from harm.  

The Licensing Authority respectfully reminds all parties that for any review to be successful in 

restricting a licence, evidence would need to be collected of incidents occurring that 

demonstrated that the licensing objectives were not being adequately promoted. 

 


