
 

 

 

 

 

24 May 2021 

 
Dear Sirs, 
 
Re: Transfer the Sexual Entertainment Venue (SEV) Licence for Eden, 15-17 Queen Street, 
Blackpool 
 

We refer to the above application and the documentation which has been provided to us by the 

Council in advance of the hearing tomorrow night. 

It would appear to us that the applicant has made a significant procedural error in relation to the 

advertising of this application, which would render the application invalid. 

The applicant is Pool Construction Limited.  However, the site notice and newspaper advert state 

that David Moseley is the applicant.  Section 10 of the Local Government (Misc Provisions) Act 

1982, Schedule 3 requires the applicant to give public notice of the application in a local newspaper 

and on site.   The notice must be in such form as the appropriate authority may prescribe.  The 

Council’s SEV Policy at section 2.1 (b) states that the newspaper and site notice MUST state the 

name of the applicant (which it does not). 

The requirement to advertise the name of the applicant is critical because it gives objectors an 

opportunity to object on the grounds that the applicant is unsuitable to hold a SEV.  This issue is 

one of the discretionary grounds for refusal of an application to transfer a SEV under Schedule 3 

s.12 (3)(a).   

Failing to state the correct name of the applicant in the site notice and newspaper advert has 

denied objectors the opportunity to object to the suitability of the applicant (Pool Construction 

Limited) to hold a SEV licence.   

We envisage that the applicant will argue that this procedural error can be overlooked by the 

Council in line with the ruling of His Honour Judge Blackett in R (D&D Bar Services Limited) [2014] 

(attached).  Whilst we accept that minor errors on a notice of application (such as the font size) 

would not render an application such as this void, failure to advertise the name of the applicant is 

not a minor error that can be overlooked.  This has denied objectors the opportunity to raise 
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objections to the applicant’s suitability to hold the SEV licence.  It is therefore a significant 

procedural error which cannot be overlooked.     

As such, it is our view that the application is void due to this procedural defect and that the hearing 

tomorrow should be cancelled as a result as there is no valid transfer application to consider.   

We await your response on this point.   

 

Yours faithfully, 

 

Keystone Law Solicitors 
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