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Licensing Act 2003

Representation by a Responsible Authority

Note:  Please be aware that this form may be viewed by the Applicant or by a representative of 
the Applicant.  It may also be read out in public at the Licensing Panel hearings.

Representations may be made at any time during a period of 28 consecutive days starting on the 
day after the application was given to the Licensing Authority.

Representations are only relevant to an application if they relate to at least one of the four 
Licensing Objectives listed below:

1. The Prevention of Crime and Disorder
2. Public Safety
3. Prevention of Public Nuisance
4. The Protection of Children from Harm

Please enter your details below:
Responsible
Authority:

Lincolnshire Police 

Contact Officer: Pc 642 McConville

Address: Lincolnshire Police – Licensing

Myle Cross Centre

Macaulay Drive

Lincoln

LN2 4 EL

Telephone Number: 101 – Lincolnshire – Alcohol Licensing

E‐mail: countylicensinggroup@lincs.pnn.police.uk

Please provide details of the application to which your representation refers:

Name: Global Foods – Applicant Ernesta TAMUTYTE

Address: 2 Winsover Road, Spalding, Lincolnshire, PE11 1EJ

Application Details: New Premises Licence 

Date Application 
Received: 26/2/21
Please provide details of your representation in the box below. Indicate which of the Licensing 
Objectives your representation refers to by ticking the relevant box(es):
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 The Prevention of Crime and Disorder              X
 Public Safety              X
 Prevention of Public Nuisance X
 The Protection of Children from Harm X

In relation to this application, the following Guidance issued under Section 182 of the Licensing Act 
2003 has been considered – 

From Section 9.12 –Each responsible authority will be an expert in their own field.…for example the 
police have a key role in managing the night‐time economy……However, any responsible authority 
under the 2003 Act may make representations with regard to any of the licensing objectives if they 
have evidence to support such representations.  Licensing Authorities must therefore consider all 
relevant representations from responsible authorities carefully, even where the reason for a 
particular responsible authority’s interest or expertise in the promotion of a particular objective 
may not be immediately apparent.
 
The applicant did not approach Lincolnshire Police prior to submitting the application.  

Global Foods is situated within Public Space Protection Order (PSPO) for street drinking (failure to 
comply with an officers request to stop), littering, spitting, urination and defecation.  Lincolnshire 
Police would have expected an operating schedule to reflect this, to show what the operator was 
going to do to limit their impact on an existing problem.

The premises in question ‘Global Foods’ and the applicant has a history with regards to licensing.

In June 2015 Sgt Enderby visited the premises as it was licenced to another at the time.  He 
discovered non‐compliance and an action plan was issued.

In July 2015 Pc Birth attended the premises to confirm compliance was now met, however nothing 
on the action plan had been completed, bar displaying the summary licence and smuggled alcohol 
was being displayed for sale behind the counter.  A review of the premises licence was submitted.  
It is noted in the review document that ‘although the premise licence has been held in the name 
Delon KURIAKOSE, since the licence was granted in April 2015, Lincolnshire Police believe that the 
premise is ran by Mr Marius LEGAVICIUS’. Mr Legavicius attended the premises during Pc Birch’s 
visit and stated the shop was his (as detailed in the police objection to transfer the premise licence 
in October 2015).  This was also confirmed by Mr Legavicius in the subsequent review.

In September 2015 the review hearing was held, Mr Legavicius attended along with the premises 
licence holder.  The premises licence was revoked due to the smuggled goods and non‐
compliance.  The decision notice states ‘the premise licence holder who is also the DPS advised 
that the business had changed hands but accepts that no application had been made to transfer 
the licence or appoint a new DPS’.  During the hearing Mr Legavicius admitted to the committee 
that he was the new owner and manager of the premises.  An appeal to the revocation was then 
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lodged.

In October 2015 an application was received to transfer the Global Foods premises licence and 
vary the DPS to Mr Legavicius.  Lincolnshire Police objected due to Mr Legavicius being in control 
of the premises when the non‐compliance and smuggled goods were found.  The applications 
were withdrawn prior to hearing.

In November 2015, Lincolnshire Trading Standards conducted a cigarette test purchase at the 
premise.  A sale of foreign branded (therefore smuggled) cigarettes by the staff member was 
made.

In December 2015, Lincolnshire Police Licensing Officers and Lincolnshire Trading Standards 
attended the premise to conduct a licensing inspection.  The premise was found to be in breach of 
a number of the premise licence conditions yet again (the licence was still in effect as the 
revocation was at appeal).  The premise was also shown to be falsifying documents. Despite there 
being entries within the underage refusals register stating that refusals had been made, when the 
CCTV system was interrogated these entries were proven to be false.   Mr Legavicius attended part 
way through the visit.  Shortly after the appeal was withdrawn and the premises ceased selling 
alcohol.  

In February 2016, Lincolnshire Police received notification from the South Holland District Council 
Alcohol Licensing Department that the premise was no longer selling alcohol.  They confirmed that 
a compliance visit had been conducted whereby the staff member present was Ernesta TAMUTYTE 
(the current applicant).  Ernesta stated that Mr Legavicius was in charge of the premise. He was 
subsequently contacted by SHDC staff owing to the presence of metal kegs formally used for the 
storage of alcohol being within the store.  There was no evidence to indicate that alcohol was 
being sold from there.  Mr Legavicius was also advised about the signage above the door and near 
the service desk, which indicated that alcohol was being sold there, to which he confirmed that 
these would be covered up.

In March 2016 a new premises licence application for Global Foods was received, the applicant 
was Ernesta TAMUTYTE.  Lincolnshire Police made representation to the application as she was 
previously concerned with Global Foods and she was the partner of Mr Legavicius.

In May 2016 the hearing was held for the new premises licence.  The decision notice states ‘the 
applicant (Ms Tamutyte) sought to argue that the previous problems were the responsibility of her 
long term partner and that she would represent a clean slate and run the premises properly.  The 
credibility of the applicant was fatally undermined by the fact that she initially stated that she had 
not signed the refusals register but later had to concede that she had signed false entries under 
the instruction of her partner’.  The application was refused.

In December 2016 a new premises licence application for Global Foods was received, again the 
applicant was Ernesta Tamutyte.  Lincolnshire Police made representation along the same lines the 
previous representation.
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In January 2017 the hearing was held for yet another new premises licence in Ms Tamutyte’s name 
at Global Foods.  Lincolnshire Police presented evidence that Ms Tamutyte was involved with the 
business and had been joint owner with her husband during the time of the non‐compliance and 
smuggled goods.  The decision notice states ‘it is accepted that she lied about entries on the 
refusals register…..there is good evidence to suggest that the applicant was involved in running 
the business prior to the test purchase of illegal cigarettes.  Indeed the applicant, when answering 
questions conceded that she on a few occasions had sold illegal cigarettes.  In light of the poor 
history of these premises and the proposal that it would remain under the management of one of 
the people who had allowed unlawful activity to take place the only step which would be 
appropriate for the promotion of the licensing objectives is to refuse the application.

On receipt of the current application Lincolnshire Police Licencing emailed the applicant to 
discover what has changed from the previous applications which were refused, no reply was 
forthcoming.  Considering we were in the consultation period, with a premises and an individual 
with history with the department, who may try and demonstrate a fresh start, this was 
disappointing.  It shows a lack of willingness to work with a responsible authority and adds to the 
concerns about the future management of the premise and future working with Police Licensing.

To summarise, we have failure the complete the correct paperwork regarding transfer and vary 
DPS when the business was taken on, yet alcohol was still being sold, the initial non‐compliance 
with the licence conditions, more non‐compliance following an action plan, more non‐compliance 
following revocation, smuggled alcohol, smuggled cigarettes, falsifying documentation and lying to 
the committee, all either by the applicant herself, which has been admitted at hearing and 
documented in the decision notices, or at a time when the applicant held joint responsibility for 
the premises, again which had been accepted by the committee and documented in a decision 
notice.

With this previous history and the premises situated within the PSPO where South Holland District 
Council and Partners have been working to improve the quality of life for those living, working and 
visiting the area.  What confidence can the committee have that the strict PSPO type conditions, 
for example…

The sale of cans and bottles of beers, lagers and ciders shall only be in packs of 4 or multiples 
thereof, unless the volume of the contents of the can or bottle is more than 600 millilitres.

No super‐strength beers, lagers or ciders of above 6.5ABV (alcohol by volume) shall be sold at the 
premises.

Each individual alcohol product sold will bear a waterproof label which has been agreed with 
Lincolnshire Police and which contains the premises name and address

…which Lincolnshire Police would seek for an application of this type within this location, along 
with the more normal conditions like CCTV, incident book, results register, challenge 25, staff 
training etc will be complied with, following the total disregard previously, on numerous 
occasions?   What confidence will the Police or Trading Standards have when the refusals register 
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is checked that the event described actually happened?

Lincolnshire Police has no confidence in the applicant and fully expect her, through activity and 
inactivity to undermine the licensing objectives, her previous history speaks for itself.  Any 
dealings with the premises will have to be double checked using other means to check accuracy, 
causing more work than usual for a premises inspection, due to previous dishonesty.

The committee has to have total confidence that the applicant will strongly uphold all of the 
licensing objectives, as without it the premises will be adding to the issues which created the need 
for the PSPO in the first place and that need remains as the PSPO has been reviewed and remains 
in place.

Lincolnshire Police request that serious consideration is given to the refusal of this application.

If possible, please suggest alterations to the application that would resolve the problem 
mentioned above, again paying attention to the Licensing Objectives:

None, as the applicant is not suitable to hold a premises licence.

Have you contacted the applicant to discuss this representation?

Yes X No

Do you consider mediation could resolve the issue?

Yes No X

Do you propose to attend or be represented at any Licensing Panel hearing?
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Yes X No

Please tick this box if you consent to any notice of any hearing being sent to you to via the e‐mail 
address provided by you above. X

(Please note if any notice is sent to you by electronic means, you will also receive confirmation of 
the same in writing).


