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Walk Safe Security Ltd v LB Lewisham



Walk Safe Security Ltd v LB Lewisham



Factual background



Legal background



Legal background

“Hearings” under the LA03 and Hearings Regs

“Meetings” under the LGA 1972



The arguments

Remote hearings are lawful

• No statutory definition of “hearing”

• “Place” not defined or qualified

• Licensing committee power to regulate own procedure (s.9(3) LA03)

• Welsh legislation resolved ambiguity as to whether remote hearings permitted

Remote hearings are not lawful

• “Place” means a single, physical location

• Welsh legislation expressly permits remote hearings

• In-person meetings promote greater certainty



The judgment



The judgment

A “place” can be online [45]

A “hearing” can be a remote hearing [44]

Licensing hearings are not meetings [46]

Maximum procedural flexibility [47]

Remote hearings can be fair [49]

Position in Wales not relevant [42]



Practical implications



Protocol for remote hearings
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Any questions?



Ask us more questions:

events@cornerstonebarristers.com

For instructions and 
enquiries:

clerks@cornerstonebarristers.com
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