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1.

Executive Summary

1.1

The council has received an application for the renewal of the sex establishment
licence under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982 (the
Act) for Sophisticats, 3-7 Brewer Street, London, W1D 0RD. Sophisticats is
licensed to operate as a sexual entertainment venue under the Act. The report
sets out the application details, objections, policy and legal context along with
other considerations that the Licensing Sub-Committee requires to determine this
application.

2.

Recommendations

2.1

That following consideration of this report, any information given orally at the
hearing and/or in writing by the applicants and objectors the Licensing SubCommittee may determine to:
2.1.1 Grant the application in full
2.1.2 Grant the application subject to the standard conditions and/or any
modifications to any part of the application and imposition of any additional
conditions proposed by a party to the hearing, or
2.1.3 Refuse the application

3.

Relevant history

3.1

The premises has operated as a sex establishment since 2012. The premises
was originally licensed as ‘Shadow Lounge,’ with the licence held by A3D2
Limited. Following the grant of the sex establishment licence for Shadow Lounge
in 2012, annual renewal applications on behalf of A3D2 Limited Ltd have been
submitted and granted under delegated authority up until 2015.

3.2

In 2016, an application was submitted to transfer the SEV premises licence from
A3D2 Limited to Devine Restaurants Ltd. This transfer application, along with the
SEV premises licence renewal submitted on 23 September 2016, were both
granted by Licensing Sub-Committee on 1 December 2016. The last renewal
application was submitted on 25 September 2017 and was granted under
delegated authority. This licence (reference 17/10693/LISEVR) expired on 30
September 2018. A copy of licence 17/10693/LISEVR is attached as Appendix
A1.

3.3

It should be noted that on 6 December 2018, the Service received an application
to transfer the SEV Premises Licence from Devine Restaurants Limited to John
McKeown Clubs Ltd. The consultation period for this transfer application has now
ended and no objections have been received by the Licensing Service.

3.4

A copy of the full sex establishment licence history for this premises since 2012
is attached as Appendix B1.

4.

Application being considered

4.1

On 19 September 2018, Devine Restaurants Limited submitted an application to
renew the sex establishment licence to continue to operate the premises as a
sexual entertainment venue. The licence permits partial nudity striptease on
Monday to Saturday from 09:00 to 03:00, and on Sunday from 09:00 to 23:00.

4.2

The applicant has not requested to change the relevant entertainment or to
remove any standard conditions to the licence if this application is granted. A
copy of the application form is attached as Appendix C1.

4.3

As a valid application has been received prior to the expiry of the SEV Premises
Licence, the licence is deemed to continue until it is determined by the Council.

5.

Objections

Objection Licensing Authority
5.1

On 11 October 2018, the Licensing Authority submitted an objection to the
renewal application (attached as Appendix D1) within the statutory 28 day
consultation period. The Licensing Authority objected to this renewal application
pending investigation into compliance with licence conditions and suitability of the
applicant.

Objection 1
5.2

On 12 October 2018, an objection was received to the renewal application
(attached as Appendix D2) within the statutory 28 day consultation period
stating a number of concerns with this premises. These issues are namely:
• The premises advertised a night named ‘back to School Party’. The objector
has stated concern that children could with relative ease find this content
online.
• The objector has stated concern over the image of a woman provocatively
wearing a school uniform which they feel would be a concern for a child to be
viewing.
• The objector states that there is a duty to protect children from sexual
content.

5.3

This objector has not confirmed to the Licensing Service that they wish to waive
their right to anonymity, and for this reason the objector will remain anonymous.

Objection 2
5.4

On 16 October 2018, another objection was received to the renewal application
(attached as Appendix D3) within the statutory 28 day consultation period,
stating a number of issues with the operation of the premises, namely the
following:
•
•
•
•
•

5.5

The objector was approached by a tout that lead them to Sophisticats on
Brewer Street.
The objector has stated that performers had offered a VIP booth where it was
said ‘touching’ could happen without being bothered.
During the course of a dance, the objector states that the performer made full
contact.
During a second dance, it is stated that the performer was kissing the
objector’s neck and ear. It is also stated that security did approach the booth
to intervene but were given a £20 tip which resulted in security walking away.
The objector has stated that they were offered drugs during the course of the
evening.

The objector has stated that they do not wish to waive their right to anonymity,
and for this reason the objector will remain anonymous.

Objection 3
5.6

On 16 October 2018, another objection was received to the renewal application
(attached as Appendix D4) within the statutory 28 day consultation period. In the
objection, the objector stated that the applicant should not be deemed ‘fit and
proper’ to hold a SEV licence. The objector states that the actions of the

operating businesses behind the brand Sophisticats have acted in a way contrary
to the licensing objectives. The main issues identified by the objector are:
•
•

•

5.7

Sophisticats have hacked a domain and performed a ‘back link’ in order to
better their own google rating. The objector states that by doing so,
Sophisticats have committed online identify fraud.
Many of the hacked sites are child friendly and that due to the access link
required for the hack, children may easily access adult content which the
objector states is in direct conflict with the licensing objectives (protection of
children from harm).
In the objector’s view, the above details show that the Sophisticats licence
holders are not fit and proper people to hold an SEV licence.

The objector has stated that they do not wish to waive their right to anonymity,
and for this reason the objector will remain anonymous.

Objection 4
5.8

On 31 December 2018, an objection was received to the renewal application
(attached as Appendix D5) outside of the statutory 28 day consultation period.
Various additional documents and witness statements were provided as part of
this objection which can be found at Appendix D6.

5.9

The ground of the objection is that the licence holder of the concerned is
unsuitable to hold the licence.

5.10

The objector has waived their right to anonymity.

6.

Licensing Act 2003 Premises Licence

6.1

The premises currently benefits from a premises licence (reference
16/09817/LIPN) issued under the provisions of the Licensing Act 2003. A copy of
the current premises licence is provided at Appendix E1 of this report.

7.

Policy Considerations

7.1

Suitability of applicant – SU1
The applicant has stated that no relevant offences have been committed.

7.2

SEV carried on for the benefit of another person – SU2
The Police and the Council’s Licensing Inspectorate have undertaken
appropriate checks and have made no comments.

7.3

Appropriate number of SEV in a locality – NO1
The appropriate number of sexual entertainment venues in the relevant localities
is 25 in the Westminster core CAZ north. As the premises are currently licensed
this application, if granted, will not exceed 25.

7.4

Character of the relevant locality – LO1
This premises is in the heart of Soho within the West End. There is one faith
group within the immediate vicinity of the premises. There is a primary school just
outside the immediate vicinity of the premises.

7.5

Use of premises in the vicinity – LO2
The area is mainly made up of small shop units with residential properties above
them. There are a number licensed sex establishments in the locality. The
residential count within a 100m radius of the premises is 445. A map of the
relevant locality is attached to this report as Appendix F1.

7.6

Layout, character or condition of the venue – LO3
The premises is spread over the ground and basement floors. Only the basement
floor is included within the licensable area for Relevant Entertainment purposes.

8.

Legal Implications

8.1

The Licensing Sub-Committee may determine to:
(a)
Grant the application in full
(b)
Grant with additional special conditions which the Licensing SubCommittee deem appropriate; or
(c)
Refuse the application.

8.2

Before refusing to renew an application, the Licensing Authority shall give the
licence holder an opportunity to appear before and of being heard by the
Licensing Sub-Committee (Para 10(19) Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982).

8.3

In considering this application, the Licensing Sub-Committee shall have regard to
any observations submitted to them by the Chief Officer of Police and any
objections that have been received in writing within the 28 day consultation
period (Para 10(18) Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982).

8.4

The Licensing Sub-Committee may refuse to grant or renew a licence for the
following reasons set out in (Para 12(3) Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982):
(a) that the applicant is unsuitable to hold a licence by reason of having been
convicted of an offence or for any other reason;

(b) that if the licence were to be granted the business to which it relates would
be managed by or carried on for the benefit of a person, other than the
applicant, who would be refused the grant of such a licence if he made the
application himself;
(c) that the number of sex establishments, or of sex establishments of a
particular kind, in the relevant locality at the time the application is
determined is equal to or exceeds the number which the authority consider is
appropriate for that locality;
(d) that the grant or renewal of the licence would be appropriate, having regard:
(i)
to the character of the relevant locality; or
(ii)
to the use to which any premises in the vicinity are put; or
(iii)
to the layout, character or condition of the premises, vehicle, vessel
or stall in respect of which the application is made.
An applicant whose application for the grant or renewal of a licence is refused on
either ground specified in paragraph (c) or (d) above shall not have the right to
appeal to the magistrates’ court.
8.5

If the Licensing Sub-Committee determine to grant a Sexual Entertainment
Venue licence, the licence will be subject to the Standard Conditions for Sexual
Entertainment Venue licences, unless the Sub-Committee determines that
certain Standard Conditions should be expressly excluded or varied (Para 13(4)
Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982).

8.6

Should the Licensing Sub-Committee determine to refuse the application for the
renewal of a licence under Paragraph 12(3)(a) or (b) of Schedule 3 LG(MP)A
1982, the applicant may appeal to the Magistrates’ Court within 21 days
beginning with the date on which the applicant is notified of the refusal of his
application (Para 27(1) Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982). The licence will remain in
force until the time for bringing an appeal has expired and, if such an appeal is
brought, until the determination or abandonment of that appeal (Para 27(10)
Schedule 3 LG(MP)A1982).

9.

Human Rights and Equality Issues

9.1.1 In making a decision consideration will need to be given to the applicant’s rights
under the European Convention on Human Rights. The right to peaceful
enjoyment of possessions (Article 1 of the First Protocol) and freedom of
expression (Article 10) may be relevant.
9.1.2 The Council in its capacity as Licensing Authority has a duty to have regard to its
public sector equality duty under section 149 of the Equality Act 2010. In
summary section 149 provides that a Public Authority must, in the exercise of its
functions, have due regard to the need to(a)
eliminate discrimination harassment, victimisation and any other conduct
that is prohibited by or under this Act;

(b)
(c)

advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant
protected characteristic and persons who do not share it; and
foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected
characteristics and persons who do not share it.

9.1.3 Section 149 (7) of the Equality Act 2010 defines the relevant protected
characteristics as age, disability, gender reassignment, pregnancy and maternity,
race, religion or belief, sex, and sexual orientation.
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Home Office Guidance March 2010

Copy of sex establishment licence 17/10693/LISEVR

Appendix A1

Sex Establishment Licence history
Application
Details of
reference
application
12/02456/LISEVN Application for a
new Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
13/06145/LISEVR Application to
renew the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
14/01192/LISEVV Application to vary
the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence that
sought alterations
to the layout.
14/02983/LISEVV Application to vary
the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence that
sought approval of
a varied plan.
14/07611/LISEVR Application to
renew the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
15/06700/LISEVR Application to
renew the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
16/09946/LISEVT Application to
transfer the SEV
licence from A3D2
Limited to Devine
Restaurants Ltd.
16/09959/LISEVV Application to vary
the Sexual

Appendix B1
Date of
determination
12.06.2012

Decision

28.01.2014

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

10.06.2014

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

10.06.2014

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

09.12.2014

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

18.11.2015

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

01.12.2016

Granted by
Licensing SubCommittee

01.12.2016

Granted by
Licensing Sub-

Granted by
Licensing SubCommittee

Entertainment
Venue licence that
sought to vary the
plans attached to
the SEV licence, to
amend and
remove conditions,
and to increase the
terminal hour for
relevant
entertainment to
06:00 Monday to
Saturday and
05:00 on Sunday.

16/10288/LISEVR Application to
renew the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
16/14145/LISEVV Application to vary
the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence that
sought to extend
the terminal hour
for relevant
entertainment on
Sunday’s until
03:00 and to add
conditions to the
licence.
17/10693/LISEVR Application to
renew the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence
18/15767/LISEVT Application to
transfer the Sexual
Entertainment
Venue licence

01.12.2016

Committee.
However, the
Sub-Committee
was of the
opinion that it
had not heard
any evidence
which provided it
with confidence
that granting the
proposed hours
to 06:00 Monday
to Saturday and
to 05:00 in this
locality would be
appropriate.
Granted by
Licensing SubCommittee

06.04.2017

Refused by
Licensing SubCommittee

27.10.2017

Granted under
Delegated
Authority

In consultation
until 2 January
2019

Decision
pending

from Devine
Restaurants
Limited to John
McKeown Clubs
Ltd.

Application form

Appendix C1

Licensing Authority objection

Appendix D1

Objection comment

Appendix D2

Objection comment

Appendix D3

Dear Sir
Sophisticats - Brewer Street, Soho
I am writing to complain about the way I was treated when I visited Sophisticats on
Brewer Street, Soho in London. I will speak to a solicitor and will take further, but at this
stage I want to make the following comments about a recent visit to this premises that I
and 2 friends experienced recently.
The circumstances of my visit are as follows;
My friend and I were walking down Wardour Street (from Shaftesbury Avenue) at
around 23.45 on Friday 12th October. We were due to meet another friend in a London
Club. We were stopped halfway down Wardour Street by what I would call a tout. He
said his name was Gus. He told us to go with him to a club called Sophisticats as he
would get a kick back. We were half an hour early meeting another friend so we decided
to go to the club.
Gus took us to the club and had a discussion with the club security. We proceeded to
the reception and paid £20 entry fee.
We ordered two drinks and told our third friend to meet us at Sophisticats. Our friend
joined us while we were having a drink in the seated area in the middle of the club.
Shortly thereafter we decided to have a VIP dance experience. We were assured that a
VIP dance was much better and that we could touch the Dancers.
We were told we needed to buy a bottle of champagne in order to have a VIP
experience. To my surprise the cheapest bottle was £250 plus Service charge. I
normally pay between £65 to £85 per bottle.
We spoke with the manager on duty his name was James or Joe (slim build, appeared
to be British). We asked if it was possible to buy a bottle of Whiskey. The manager said
only champagne was allowed in VIP and we could share the bottle with some girls. He
also said that buying a bottle would ensure we had a better dance. On this basis we
agreed and tipped the manager to ensure we wouldn’t be ‘disturbed’ during our VIP.
We bought and were served a bottle of champagne and 3 dancers walked straight in
(without invitation). We asked the waitress how much a dance cost and she said its £25.
However the dancers were asking for £40.
I sat down with a dancer. She said her name is Helen and that she is Greek. She asked
£40 for a dance and said if I was willing to pay more she will let me touch her. I said, let
me see the dance and if I'm happy I will give you more money. She performed a dance,
rubbing her boobs against my face. Helen was rubbing her body against my body and
grinding my crutch area with her knees and butt.

My friend whom I arrived with sat down with a dancer called Natasha, she said she is
from North Africa. He didn’t like her at all and didn’t want a dance from her. He didn't
show her any interest so she started touching him to try and get a dance, hugging him,
stroking him to entice a performance and payment from him but he refused to dance
with her.
My other friend who arrived late was sitting with a girl called Michelle, she said she was
Romanian and her real name was Maria. She said she was born 8th February. He paid
her £20 to sit with him and have a chat. She asked for his number and said she would
meet us later. He gave her another £80. She said she is not allowed to carry her mobile
around and suggested he put his number on a piece of paper so security don't notice.
He wrote his number on some paper and put it inside a folded £20 note, she promised
to call him later and come meet us. She did not meet us later.
Despite the manager promising we wouldn’t be interrupted (having bought the overpriced champagne) the Waitress interrupted Michelle to see what she was doing. She
said they were having a half hour VIP. My friend gave Michelle another £100 for half an
hour VIP. She allowed him to touch her. At the end of the performance, she said we
could buy cocaine from the toilet attendant and that she would ring us and meet us
later.
Eventually I went upstairs with my friend that I arrived with for a cigarette. Security staff
were at the front door and told 2 bicycle guys named Liam and Ayden to go and get
them more customers. Minutes later, the one called Liam brought 3 customers to the
club. We got some photos with the bike touts as they seemed good fun.
Shortly after, the 3 of us left the premises.

Objection comment

Appendix D4

Objection comment 5 received outside of 28 consultation period
Appendix D5

Supporting documents attached to objection comment 5 Appendix D6
Due to the nature and extent of supporting documents attached to objection 5, appendix
D6 will be provided as a separate document to this report.

Copy of existing premises licence Appendix E1

Residential Map

Key:
= Faith groups
= Schools

Appendix F1

