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NUNEATON AND BEDWORTH BOROUGH COUNCIL 
RECORD OF HEARING 

  

1. APPLICANT 

 
Name  
 
:::STP 23 LIMITED (Company No: 15963330) 
Applicant: Mr Ziyaddin Aylidiz 
 
Establishment:  
 
Snappy Tomato Pizza Café, 4-6 Congreve Walk, Bedworth, CV12 8LY 
 
APPLICANT’S REPRESENTATIVE 
 
 N/A 
 

 
2.  

Meeting was not recorded or live streamed as facility not in working order.   
 
Licensing Committee was ready to proceed at 18:00 in line with the Notice of 
Hearing. Ricky Casserley called the Applicant to advise that he is late for the 
Hearing. Applicant advised that he thought the hearing was on Friday and was 
currently in a shop in Bedworth. Applicant advised that he could get to the Town 
Hall in 2 mins, later changed to 5 mins. Licensing Committee decided that they 
were willing to wait 30 minutes for Applicant to arrive.  
At 18:07 Applicant called to say that he was outside Bedworth Town Hall. Ricky 
advised that the Hearing was at Nuneaton Town Hall. All parties agreed that the 
Applicant could attend the Hearing remotely dialled in on Ricky’s laptop.  
 
 

  

3. RESPONSIBLE AUTHORITIES 

 
Name Service 
 
None – no objections/representations received from the responsible authorities. 
 

  

4. INTERESTED PARTIES 

 
Name Mr Cllr Walsh  Address 

5. INTERESTED PARTIES REPRESENTATIVE 
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6. COMMITTEE PANEL 

 
S. Croft, M. Bird, N. King 
 
Chaired by: Councillor Croft 

 
  

7. HEARING CLERK 

 
Zahra Aslam – Solicitor 
Democracy & Governance 
 
NBBC Reps: 
Ricky Casserly and Rachel Fleeson 
 

  

8. NATURE OF THE APPLICATION 

 
Application for a New Premises Licence under Section 17 of the Licensing Act 
2003. The sale by retail of alcohol on and off premises from 10:00 – 23:00 hrs, 
Monday – Sunday.   
 
Notice of Hearing was served 1 April 2026 – via email.  
No need for any extension to the Committee Services timelines.  
No notice of withdrawal received.  
 
 

  

9. Outline of Applicants Case 

  
Appearing remotely as outlined above:  
Restaurant and has table service and alcohol drink in or deliver to house.  
Food is delivered themselves, not through third parties such as Uber Eats. They 
will be trained to Challenge 25. Already been doing for 10 years with other 
branch and want to do at this branch. 10 years, no issues.  
Without food, cannot order alcohol. Applicant advises that he knows how to 
serve alcohol as he has been doing it for so long.  
Never gives alcohol to walk away with – only table service. 
 
 
Applicant Witness: N/A 
 

  

10. Summary of Questions to Applicant 
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Sub Committee Q’s: 
 
Cllr Bird – Premises currently is a restaurant. 
A - Yes 
Cllr - Sell alcohol currently? 
A - No at old store they sell, but not currently.  
Cllr Bird – As part of the Application want to sell in the restaurant and sell 
alcohol to deliver to home. On off sales, if called to order food and alcohol, how 
would you ensure that you were selling to a person of the correct age.  
Applicant – Drivers trained to ask for ID at door. If not provided, the alcohol is 
sent back. Using Challenge 25 
Cllr Bird – if make an order, do I prepay for that? 
Applicant – if alcohol is returned then it will be refunded.  
 
Cllr King – You have a restaurant, you do not currently sell alcohol with meals a 
the moment.  
A - No 
Cllr – how long have you had it?  

A- Opened in January  
Cllr - Previous business had licenses?  
A - Yes  
Cllr - Big in the news right, selling alcohol for delivery is bad for alcoholics. How 
would you monitor that?  
A - Drivers will review whether the recipient is drunk, the alcohol will be refused 
and brought back.  
Cllr - How do you see this as profitable compared to supermarkets?  
A - Having the alcohol brings more people to the business.  
 
Cllr Croft – confirming the license – is it purely a home delivery service or is it a 
takeaway service also?  
Applicant – In takeaway, you cannot buy alcohol only for home deliveries (has 
to be alongside food order) and in the restaurant.  
 
Cllr Bird – alcohol will only be ancillary to food?  
Applicant – yes – with food only.  
 
 
Interested parties Q’s: 
 
Cllr Walsh – Business moved from Mill Street to Congreve walk – previously 
was doing delivery of food and alcohol. What was the situation re the license. 
Applicant – We had a licence.  
Cllr Walsh – please can we confirm 
Ricky confirmed that this application was in place. 
 
Questions to Applicant Witness: N/A  
 

  

11. Outline of Responsible Authorities’ Case 
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N/A 
 

  

12. Summary of Questions to Responsible Authorities 

 
N/A 
 

  

13. Outline of Interested Parties’ Case 

Initial issue was re off-site drinking. Now the situation re delivery of alcohol with 
food delivery.  
Alcohol consumption on site- is the 30 min drinking-up period has been agreed. 
Is that correct?  
Ricky clarified that alcohol sales will be until 22:30.  
 
Is there a situation where anyone in the restaurant can take left over alcohol at 
the end of the evening.  
There is no open vessels to leave.  
 
Cllr Walsh advised that his issues are relieved with the comments.  
 
 
Interested Party Witness: 
 
 

 
  

14. Summary of Questions to Interested Parties 

 

  

15. Summing Up 

 
Interested parties: N/A  
 
Applicant: 
 
Never had a problem with the previous licence, no issues. Need the licence to 
increase the business. 

 

 
16. Decision 

Application granted subject to the following conditions: 
- Sales of alcohol, for consumption off the premises, to be purchased with 

food and made by delivery only. 
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17. Reason 

 
In coming to its decision, the Sub-Committee had regard to the oral and written 
submissions received from the Applicant and the Interested Parties, the 
Council's Statement of Licensing Policy and the Guidance issued by the 
Secretary of State and feels that there is not sufficient expectation to believe 
that if the application was approved, there would be a cumulative impact on the 
area resulting in unacceptable anti-social behaviour or public nuisance which 
would undermine the licensing objectives. 
 
There was a void of representations from responsible authorities to support any 
resident concerns and considered that the evidence of the steps to be taken to 
comply with the objectives was adequate.   
 
There is a robust enforcement procedure for licensing complaints and there will 
be an ongoing responsibility to support all licensing objectives with the option of 
calling for a licence review. 
 

 
 


