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IN THE WESTMINSTER LICENSING SUB COMMITTEE  

 

DEVINE RESTAURANTS LTD (Applicant) 

                  MONDREALM LTD  (Applicant) 

 

And   

 

    SIMON WARR              (Objector) 

 ___________________________________________________________ 

 

     SUBMISSIONS ON BEHALF OF SIMON WARR 

 ___________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Introduction. 

 

1. These submissions are lodged on behalf of Simon Warr in support of his objections to 

a) An application to renew an SEV Licence in respect of premises known as 

Sophisticats situate at 3 – 7 Brewer St, London W1F ORD.  This application to renew 

is formally made by Devine Restaurants Ltd (subsequently transferred to John 

McKeown Clubs Ltd) on behalf of Sophisticats. 

b) An application to renew an SEV Licence in respect of premises known as 

Sophisticats situate at 77 Welbeck Street, London, W1G 9BN.  This application to 

renew is formally made by Mondrealm Ltd (subsequently transferred to John 

McKeown Clubs Ltd) on behalf of Sophisticats. 
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2. Mr Warr’s objections are advanced under s.12(3)(a) of Schedule 3 of the Local 

Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982; it is contended that the applicant is 

unsuitable to hold the Licence by virtue of conduct that is either criminal in nature, or 

at the very least divorced from the expectations and obligations imposed upon licence 

holders. 

 

 

3. In these circumstances Mr Warr submits that The Westminster City Council (WCC) 

should exercise their judgement against the application to renew the SEV Licences. 

 

Materials. 

4. Mr Warr has previously made available a bundle of documents.  For ease of reference 

and to assist in navigation we have sought to organise, tabulate and paginate that 

bundle.  Should time permit, we have indicated what we consider to be essential pre – 

reading.  This re formatted bundle is indexed as particularised below:  

(material to be referred to at the hearing specifically is marked with an 

asterix below and is essential pre-reading) 

 

TAB 1 

*Letter of objection dated 31/12/18 

  

TAB 2 

*Witness Statement of Simon Warr dated 31/12/18 

Exhibit SW 1- contents of dancer files 

Exhibit SW 2- Platinum Lace CCTV expenditure 

*Exhibit SW 3- newspaper articles 

Exhibit SW 4- Platinum Lace CCTV repairs/upgrades since 2015 

Exhibit SW 5- Dancer intervention sheets 

*Exhibit SW 6- notice of objection to SEVL 

*Exhibit SW 7- City of Westminster application for review for the Windmill 

*Exhibit SW 8- Adobe properties sheet-  as author 

*Exhibit SW 9- facebook page of  
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TAB 3 

*Witness Statement Tony Nash dated 30/12/18  

*Exhibit TN 1- witness statement of  

*Exhibit TN 2- message thread between  and 

freelance journalist 

Exhibit TN 3- copy of  dancer pack 

Exhibit TN 4- copies of  and  dancer packs 

*Exhibit TN 5- companies house register of SYPM Music Limited 

*Exhibit TN 6- message thread between  and  

*Exhibit TN 7- message thread between  and  

*Exhibit TN 8- details of computer hack 

  

TAB 4 

*Second Witness Statement Tony Nash dated 27/2/19 

Exhibit TN 9- recording of hacking investigation  

*Exhibit TN 10- screenshot of search on  

*Exhibit TN 11- interview  

Exhibit TN 12- recording of touts 

  

TAB 5 

*Third Witness Statement Tony Nash dated 22/3/19  

*Exhibit TN 13- Timeline  

  

TAB 6 

Witness Statement  dated 17/1/19 

 

Relevant Background. 

5. On 26th February 2019, the renewal applications came before the WCC Licencing Sub 

– Committee for hearing.  At that time WCC had received objections from Mr Warr 

that, it was conceded, were submitted out of time. The Sub Committee determined that 

the late objection ‘did raise several serious issues and it would therefore not be 

appropriate to exclude it’.  The late objections to both renewal applications were 

therefore accepted. 

 

6. Mr Warr owns a business ‘Platinum Lace’ (PL) in respect of which there had been 

objections to the renewal of the SEV Licence on three separate occasions over a 4 year 

period.  These objections were a cause of great concern to Mr Warr. This caused Mr 

Warr to review the nature of objections to his applications to renew his SEV Licence 
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going back to 2015.  This review led Mr Warr to the belief that it was at least possible 

that PL was subject to a concerted and sustained attack on its business prospects.  

Moreover, Mr Warr questioned whether such an attack could have been perpetrated by 

the same individuals over such a long period of time.  It was in these circumstances that 

Mr Warr instructed Tony Nash, an investigative consultant, to research and garner 

evidence of the facts surrounding the objections that PL had hitherto been met with.  

This investigation by Mr Nash began on an open footing without any 

individual/organisation specifically targeted although Mr Warr had by then received 

information that he may be the victim of a concerted campaign by Sophisticats. 

 

7. Mr Nash was instructed by Mr Warr in the latter part of 2018 and has provided witness 

statements and exhibits [Tab 3, 98-281; Tab 4, 282-290; Tab 5, 291-295 ] Consequent 

to his instruction, Mr Nash conducted numerous inquiries and secured evidence from 

various sources.  Although these areas of evidence appeared at first to be disparate, Mr 

Nash’s conclusions as expressed in his statement of 30th December 2018 [Tab 3, 98-

281] make plain that, in truth, there is a single theme that threads its way through the 

factual matrix.  That theme is the pernicious involvement of  and  

 (directors/owners of Sophisticats) in the attempted manipulation of WCC, and 

in the subjugation of other businesses so as to benefit their own.  The whole tenor of 

Mr Nash’s findings is to the effect that, as a cynical commercial decision,  

and  relentlessly sought to illegally manipulate the market conditions within 

their trading sector, and sought to illegally utilise WCC in order to achieve that end.  

The evidence demonstrates that PL was not the sole target of their nefarious plans; there 

is mention of Stringfellows as well as The Windmill in evidence secured by Mr Nash, 



 5 

making clear that the illegal plans pursued by  and  were intended to 

target key companies within their sector. 

 

8. By way of background, it is of some importance to note that Mr Warr does not 

personally know either .  His objections to the renewal of 

the SEV Licence are not, therefore, personalised or predicated upon any undisclosed 

agenda of his own. 

 

9. As part of a separate and unrelated investigation Mr Nash came to meet   

 was at that time in the midst of an acrimonious divorce.  As part of this 

unrelated inquiry, and by sheer coincidence, it emerged that  was in 

possession of information that was of relevance to the inquiry that Mr Nash was 

separately conducting on behalf of Mr Warr.  This contact proved to be the catalyst 

underpinning the conclusions eventually determined by Mr Nash.  This is because  

 disclosed emails and SMS messages between her husband and various others 

that make crystal clear the intentions of those behind Sophisticats.  It is important to 

note at this point, that the material relied upon by Mr Warr does not emanate from  

 herself.  On the contrary,  was merely the mechanism through which 

material generated by  was revealed to Mr Nash.  This material was created 

entirely independently of , and it would therefore be misconceived to regard 

her divorce as having any impact upon the weight to be attached to that material.  

Moreover, it is important to note that it is by sheer contingent chance that this material 

ever came to the attention of Mr Warr, it being disclosed during an unrelated 

investigation.  It was as a result of the unequivocal nature of the evidence disclosed by 

 that Mr Warr realised that the behaviour of  was of 
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a far wider consequence than their intention to prejudice his business.  Indeed the 

shocking revelation of the sinister nature of the plans clearly being put into motion by 

 and, importantly, the manipulation of WCC in those plans, was 

something that Mr Warr could never have anticipated.   has provided a 

witness statement [Tab 3, 106-113] 

 

10. Additional and separate to the above, Mr Warr came to hear of the possibility that 

 were involved in cyber crime, by using illegal malware to hijack non 

related innocent internet domains to boost their own profile rating.  This activity, if true, 

would have had an effect on the PL business.  Consequently Mr Nash was instructed to 

include an investigation into this matter as part of his remit.  His conclusions are 

expressed in his first and third witness statements, this third statement being simply a 

summary of the conclusions expressed in his earlier documents.  In short, this criminal 

allegation has been referred to the Cyber Crime Unit of the Metropolitan Police and is 

currently an active criminal investigation (crime reference ) into 

 as suspects [Tab3, 104 para 45-49 and Exhibit TN8, 225-281; Tab 

5, 292 para 2] 

 

 

11. Mr Warr is acutely concerned to impress upon WCC that his objection (and his pursuit 

thereof) is driven not only by what he perceives the applicants have done in an attempt 

to damage his business, but by a consideration of the damage such conduct does to his 

industry sector as a whole, and to the regard in which WCC is held by those dependent 

upon its judgements.  Mr Warr does not consider it hyperbole to say that the conduct 

of the applicants is of a type that undermines the whole integrity of the WCC licencing 

regime.  Indeed, evidence supporting the assertion that  had 
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embarked upon a wholesale clandestine attack on their competitors can be seen by the 

fact that Sophisticats had designs to collapse The Windmill, Stringfellows and PL.  This 

was to be achieved, it seems, by manipulating the WCC and the licencing regime.  It is 

uncontroversial that these three businesses represent a triumvirate in their industry 

sector. 

 

The objections. 

12. Mr Warr asserts that in accordance with s.12(3)(a) those behind Sophisticats are not fit 

and proper individuals to hold a SEV Licence.  It is submitted that evidence has been 

uncovered that reveals a concerted and sophisticated attempt to manipulate WCC.  

More, the evidence reveals that the applicants were prepared to involve and utilise 

national institutions in bringing about their objectives.  This was not just a nefarious 

attempt to get an advantage on competition restricted to the confines of Soho.  On the 

contrary, viewed in its true light, this illegal behaviour sought to utilise national 

reporting to secure its criminal advantage.  In a similar fashion, the ‘cyber hacking’ of 

innocent web domains demonstrates a willingness to compromise entities far beyond 

the borders of WCC in achieving the desired goals. 

 

13. Mr Warr submits that his objection should be considered as being one of the most 

extreme revelations made to any Licencing Authority anywhere under s.12(3)(a).  It is 

clear from the minutes of the hearing of 26th February 2019 that the Sub Committee 

appreciated that serious issues had been raised, and that the gravity of the allegations 

were at least in part a reason for the decision to admit them.  Mr Warr understands that 

there is a responsibility upon an individual making such objections and does not do so 

unadvisedly.  Indeed Mr Warr has confined himself to submissions predicated upon 
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strong evidence as to impropriety regardless of the broad basis upon which WCC are 

prepared to receive submissions.  Additionally, WCC will already have taken note of 

the fact that Mr Warr has waived his right to anonymity. 

 

14. The investigation conducted by Mr Nash reveals a convoluted but consistent history as 

to the actions and behaviour of .  It is because this evidential history 

is extended in nature that, at counsel’s behest, Mr Nash has prepared a third statement, 

the purpose of which is to summarise the ambit of his evidential findings.  For the 

purposes of these submissions it would not be helpful to recite the content of Mr Nash’s 

witness statements.  Instead, it is submitted that there are a number of putative 

objections that can be predicated upon this evidence and these can be categorised as (1) 

those amounting to criminal behaviour and, (2) other conduct that would invoke 

s.12(3)(a).   

 

15. Those objections that may amount to criminal conduct, if proved, are as follows: 

(1) Conspiracy to pervert the course of justice (per 12/12/15 fabrication of evidence 

against PL) eg Tab 3, 114-125 

(2) Conspiracy to manipulate the licencing process. eg Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 3, 221-222; 

Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 and all statements at Tab2, Tab3, Tab4 and 

Tab5 

(3) Conspiracy to obtain a pecuniary advantage over competitors. eg Tab 2, 52-74; 

Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 

(4) Coercion of individuals in pursuance of an offence. eg Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 3, 221-

222; Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 
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(5) Conspiracy to illegally undermine the licence status of PL. eg Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 

3, 221-222; Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 

(6) Conspiracy to knowingly mislead WCC enforcement by the submission of 

‘doctored’ evidence. eg Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 3, 221-222; Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 

223-224 

(7) Conspiracy to obtain a pecuniary advantage by deception (separate to (3) above). 

eg Tab 2, 52-74; Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 

(8) Fraudulent submission of objection to PL SEV renewal – the PL objection (2018) 

is in exact terminology as that expressed in an earlier objection to The Windmill, 

and is clearly an exercise in ‘cut and paste’ without any legitimate cause. eg Tab 2, 

81-83; Tab 2, 84-93; Tab 3, 223-224 

(9) Exposure of adult content to web users without their consent (per the hacking 

investigation). eg Tab 3, 225-281, Tab 4, 286, Tab 5, 292 

(10) Ongoing criminal investigation into cyber crime. eg Tab 5, 292 

 

16. Those objections that amount to non – criminal conduct, but relevant to ‘fit and proper’ 

are as follows: 

 

(1)  Utilisation of national press to further illicit/illegal objectives. eg Tab 2, 52-74; 

Tab 3, 114-125 

(2) Making payments to national press to secure illegal objectives. eg Tab 3, 114-125 

(3) Utilising national press to provoke action by WCC. eg Tab 2, 52-74; Tab 3, 114-

125 

(4) Lodging objections/submissions to WCC as part of an illegal commercial business 

plan. eg Tab 2, 81-83; Tab 2, 84-93; Tab 3, 223-224 
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(5) Recruitment of individuals to perpetrate an illegal objective.  eg Tab 3, 221-222; 

Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 3, 223-224 

(6) Use of nominees to disguise  as the genesis for any of the 

complaints. eg Tab 2, 94-95; Tab 3, 221-222; Tab 3, 114-125; Tab 3, 223-224 

(7) Suborning an ex police officer  to garner evidence in circumstances where 

it must have been apparent that such evidence is lodged in clear breach of the 

standard rules of evidence pertaining to police investigations. eg Tab 2, 81-83; Tab 

2, 94-95; Tab 3, 223-224 

(8) Causing the misuse/misappropriation of valuable WCC finances or resources 

pursuing false complaints requiring enforcement engagement. eg Tab2, Tab 3, Tab 

4, Tab 5 

 

17. The heads of objection as pleaded in paragraphs 15 and 16 (above) are relied upon both 

individually and cumulatively as concerns underpinned by the evidence available to the 

Sub Committee.  It is submitted that these concerns are relevant considerations under 

s.12(3)(a), the terms of which invest the Sub Committee with a wide discretion in the 

exercise of their judgement under that section. 

 

18. We seek the Sub Committee’s guidance as to whether they would be assisted by hearing 

evidence from Mr Nash given the unusual factual matrix upon which objection is made.  

Although Mr Nash, in his three statements, has comprehensively outlined the evidence 

he has uncovered and the conclusions he draws therefrom, the Sub Committee may 

agree that in this instance it would be apposite to hear from Mr Nash, particularly in 

relation to the inferences upon which his conclusions are premised. The weight given 

to Mr Nash’s statements will invariably be considered in light of his background: 31 
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years service for the MPS, attaining the very senior rank of DCS/Borough Commander 

before retirement, and his specific policing of licenced premises.  It is noted that counsel 

for the applicant asserted at the hearing of 26th February that Mr Warr’s witness 

evidence contained aspersions that would be rebutted.  If there is any challenge to Mr 

Nash’s comprehensive inquiry, his collation of evidence or his conclusions, it is 

submitted that such challenge would most effectively be ventilated by questioning of 

Mr Nash.  To this end, Mr Nash will be present at the application and available to assist 

the Sub Committee if required. 

 

19. As stated above, it is not intended to recite the entirety of Mr Nash’s witness evidence 

in this document.  There are, however, a number of evidential matters that merit 

individual attention, these being matters that Mr Warr considers to be central to his 

objection to the applicant’s SEV Licence renewals. 

 

(1) Use of  to illegally manipulate WCC and associated criminality. 

20. As part of his investigation Mr Nash uncovered an email exchange between ‘ ’ 

.   appears to have held himself out as some 

form of consultant journalist.  The content of these emails makes crystal clear that  

 was retained by  to put in place various contrived matters 

to achieve nefarious, illegal and criminal ends.  It is unarguable that  was 

fully aware of the nature of his retainer and the reasons for it.  In short, he was recruited 

to play his part in a conspiracy to pervert the course of justice.  The disclosures 

particularised in the two emails from  (dated 20th December 2015 

and 12th January 2016) [Tab 3, 115-125] cannot be considered anything other than a 

shocking insight into the sustained, determined and cynical industrial sabotage that the 

applicants were engaged in.  It is submitted that it is patently evident that the applicants 
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and their co – conspirators were seeking to destroy PL as a business and were absolutely 

committed to manipulating WCC as the unwitting body through whom this end was to 

be achieved.  Plainly stated, the applicants audacious plan was to actually involve WCC 

in their criminality.  Had the applicants succeeded in doing so the consequences of a 

discovery of WCC’s unwitting involvement in the conspiracy would have been 

incalculable. 

 

21. The volume of relevant disclosures in the two  emails is such that it is difficult 

to plead them individually, particularly because there is an inter – relationship between 

many of the disclosed admissions.  However, it is submitted that a substantial benefit 

of the emails being so comprehensive and factually dense is that they, to all intents and 

purposes, amount to a ‘chronicle’ of the various strands being pursued by the 

conspirators.  Moreover, the individual references to the WCC and their intentions in 

respect of this Council, when considered together do not allow for any sensible 

interpretation other than that which we have advanced. 

 

22. With the leave of the Sub Committee our intention is to discuss the contents of these 

two emails at the hearing, whilst highlighting relevant passages for comment.  Mr Warr 

submits that a detailed analysis of the emails reveals an attempt to subvert the whole 

regulatory process and to unfairly manipulate the market to the applicant’s benefit.  

Such a manipulation would have a disproportionate effect in a specialised sector with 

a limited number of businesses obtaining the requisite licences to trade.  Moreover, this 

manipulation of the market prejudices free and competitive trade and positively 

discourages new entrants to the sector. 
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23. It is evident from the characterisation of the activity detailed in the emails that the 

actions of the appellant in seeking to destroy Mr Warr’s business was only ever 

considered a ‘business decision’.  There are many references to this true agenda in 

submitting objections to WCC – for instance and by way of example only: it having to 

‘add up business wise’, getting ‘optimum results wanted’, ‘costing too much from a 

business sense’.  That there was not an iota of honesty or integrity behind the applicant’s 

besmirching of PL through multiple objections to their annual licence renewal is 

revealed by  categorisation of the conspiracy.  On p.2 of the 12th January 

email he says ‘It was the final part of this project that was tricky….this was where the 

magic came in to play and …where they would earn their money’.  On what possible 

construction could the lodging of an objection to PL’s licence be considered a ‘project’?  

Indeed, it is axiomatic that  description of their activities represents exactly 

what, in truth, they were; a covert project to destroy other businesses in their sector and 

to criminally utilise WCC in order to do so. 

 

24. A very revealing window on the extent of the criminality and deceit employed by the 

conspirators can be seen on p.4 of the January email.   states that ‘Out of the 

realms of fantasy though, in the end, three of them did pull it off’.  Never were truer 

words spoken.  It is submitted that this fantasy was intended to have very harsh, real 

world consequences.  This council was the target vehicle through which the applicants 

intended to execute their competition.  Similarly, on p.5 of the same email  

states ‘What I would say is that for what you have achieved re PL, and from a starting 

point of Ground Zero, is immense.’  In other words, at the outset, the applicants had 

nothing on PL about which to complain to WCC. 
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25. However, in the context of the applicants seeking to apply for renewal, surely the most 

egregious sentence in the January email is that immediately following the last quoted 

passage above (para 24).   states ‘And in the future you/we may need to 

call on these people again….’.  This is undoubtedly a reference to the individuals at 

national newspapers who would be prepared to approach WCC with false evidence 

having been paid for that deception – this being canvassed in exhaustive detail in both 

emails.  In our submission, this statement of future intent must cause the Sub Committee 

the gravest misgivings as to whether there could be any circumstances in which it would 

be appropriate to renew a SEV licence to individuals such as these.  Indeed, if the Sub 

Committee do consider renewing the applicants licence this consideration will be in 

face of the clearest indication as to the purposes to which that licence will be put.   

 

26. Of very serious concern is the fact that attacks on the integrity of this Council, by 

manipulating the governance of this industry sector are revealed in the emails to 

potentially come from so many dishonest and/or criminal sources.  We submit that there 

is no way that WCC could effectively guard against such approaches.  For instance, in 

the emails there are proposals to utilise three national newspapers to lodge complaints 

and galvanise WCC; there are proposals that  should do this 

themselves; there are proposals that suborned dancers, investigators, ex police officers 

and journalists could join the conspiracy.  On p.4 of the December email  states 

‘I have got a freelance journalist on board who will go to CC and also put together a 

little story for them etc’. 

 

27. It is respectfully submitted that on the basis of the material contained within these 

emails alone, the Sub Committee can confidently conclude that the applicants are not 

fit and proper individuals to hold a SEV Licence. 
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(2) Cyber crime and internet domain hacking. 

 

28. This activity is currently an ongoing and active criminal investigation being conducted 

by the Cyber Crime Unit of the Metropolitan Police.  Mr Nash confirmed with that 

department on 12th March 2019 that  are among the suspects about 

whom the police are collating evidence [Tab 5, 292].  Mr Nash explains the extent of 

the evidence he has garnered himself at paragraph 45ff of his first statement [Tab 3, 

45-49]. 

 

29. It is accepted that this criminal investigation is presently ongoing and that neither 

 have been charged much less convicted to the criminal standard 

of proof.  However, the exacting standard of proof in criminal courts has no application 

in the instant proceedings.  It is respectfully submitted that the Sub Committee would 

wish to be circumspect in satisfying themselves that SEV Licences are only granted to 

those deemed fit and proper to be awarded the same.  In his book Sex Licencing Philip 

Kolvin QC (at p.3 para 1.10) comments that ‘The ability of licensing authorities to weed 

out and exclude rogue operators…means that premises for which licences are granted 

will be run by the right people to the right standards’.  This commentary is respectfully 

commended to the Sub Committee as reflecting the powers granted to a licencing 

authority entrusted with driving the policy objectives of the legislation.  Consequently 

it is submitted that in the event the Sub Committee determines that there are realistic 

and extant concerns about the character and integrity of the applicants, these concerns 

should vitiate against any possible risk to others in the grant of a SEV Licence.  In the 

circumstances of the current criminal investigation into , a relevant 

consideration is the fact that the cyber hacking malware potentially exposes individuals 
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to adult content without their informed consent. (The Council has already shown, 

through its SEV standard conditions, its concern in this regard, with restrictions being 

imposed on advertising, signage and external marketing of SEV premises). Children 

too are vulnerable to seeing adult sexual content, an issue that may be of considerable 

concern to the Sub Committee.  In our respectful submission, any risk that the granting 

of this renewal application might result in children being exposed to sexualised content 

is not an acceptable prospect.  Moreover, we submit that there are no conditions that 

could be attached to a renewed licence that could obviate such a risk.  This is 

particularly so because the very nature of the hacking is designed to be undetected. 

 

(3) Targeting of PL by the applicants 

 

30.  The objections lodged against PL’s applications to renew their SEV Licence in 2015, 

2016 and 2018 (it being noted that in 2017 the applicants had turned their attention to 

The Windmill) were contrived and based upon the hidden criminal agenda now exposed 

by the emails of December 2015 and January 2016.  The behaviour of the applicants 

has resulted in very substantial cost to PL as a business and to Mr Warr personally.  

Indeed simply funding the investigation and preparation of evidence upon which Mr 

Warr’s objections are predicated has been financially punitive. 

 

31. Additionally Mr Warr’s good standing both with WCC and the community at large has 

been significantly affected by the actions of the applicants.  Mr Warr has detailed in his 

witness statement the ways in which both he and his business have suffered reputational 

and financial damage as a result of the applicants’ decision to target his business for 

collapse. [Tab 2, 61-65].  Additionally, Mr Warr also makes reference to the stresses 
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and consequences that have impacted upon his employees and their families 

directly/indirectly as a result of the actions of the applicants. 

 

32. Although the consequences to Mr Warr and PL as a business are not remotely as serious 

as the matters pleaded in (1) and (2) above, this should not diminish the significance of 

this ground of objection.  The relentless targeting of an individual/business over many 

years in the circumstances described by Mr Nash in his first statement amounts to 

serious misconduct, which if accepted by the Sub Committee, would have a central 

relevance to a consideration of an objection under s.12(3)(a). 

 

33. It is submitted that the available evidence in relation to the applicants’ intentions for 

PL, other competitors in the sector and indeed this Council itself suggests that the 

applicants have scant regard for the laws, conditions and obligations imposed upon 

businesses in this highly regulated industry sector.  Their willingness to engage in the 

malign activities so comprehensively revealed in the  emails must 

correspondingly suggest that the legislative conditions under which all businesses agree 

to trade are of little importance to the applicants.  We ask the Sub Committee to consider 

whether there can be any confidence that the applicants will abide by any conditions 

attached to a renewed SEV Licence, and more, that in considering the enormity of the 

plans made by the applicants whether the seriousness of possible consequences to 

businesses, individuals, institutions and WCC itself can be appropriately mitigated 

except by a refusal to renew. 

 

(4) Miscellaneous. 

 

34. It is not proposed to deal with every evidentiary issue disclosed in the documentation 

served by Mr Warr.  The Sub Committee will be aware that Mr Nash’s investigation 
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revealed evidence upon which he has drawn conclusions about matters additional to 

what we consider to be the core issues we have pleaded in this written submission.  

Those other matters are still relied upon as relevant to the hearing and the Sub 

Committee should give what weight to them as considered appropriate.  We wish to 

make clear that a decision not to particularise fully every single issue within this 

document should not be taken as an indication that any one of them is in any way 

abrogated.  Counsel has exercised his judgement as to how best to assist the Sub 

Committee in submissions and it is hoped that clarity is best achieved by focusing this 

document upon the core (and perhaps) determinative matters. 

Conclusion. 

 

35. We apologise for the length of this document, but in light of the convoluted and 

complicated evidence relied upon by Mr Warr it has been difficult to shorten these 

submissions.  Moreover, it is accepted that the conclusions we draw from the available 

evidence amount to serious allegations against the applicants.  In those circumstances 

we considered it incumbent upon us to explain comprehensively the basis upon which 

those conclusions are advanced, and to comment upon the evidence upon which they 

are predicated. 

 

36. It is our submission that a consideration of the available evidence unfortunately leads 

to the sure conclusion that objections to the applicants’ application under s.12(3)(a) are 

well founded.  In the event the Sub – Committee agree with this submission,  we 

respectfully say that the application for renewal of SEV Licence should be refused 

completely.  As we have explained, our submission is that in the circumstances of this 
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case, there are no conditions that could be attached to any renewal that could mitigate 

or ameliorate any/all of the risks averred to above. 

 

Dated this 1 April 2019. 

Dominic D'Souza 

Goldsmith Chambers 

     (Counsel for Simon Warr)  


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































