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APPLICATION FOR SUMMARY REVIEW BROUGHT BY GREATER MANCHESTER 
POLICE 

 
BEFORE 

 
THE LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE OF 

MANCHESTER CITY COUNCIL 
 

PREMISES: THE LAWN CLUB, SPINNINGFIELDS 
 
 

 
WITNESS STATEMENT OF THOMAS McCARTNEY 

 

 
 
1. My name is Thomas McCartney, and I am the Operations Director of Hardman Bars 

Limited, the Premises Licence Holder at The Lawn Club. I am also the Designated 
Premises Supervisor at the premises.  
 

2. I make this statement in relation to the Summary Review application lodged by Greater 
Manchester Police to assist the Committee with their determination.  

 
BACKGROUND TO THE LAWN CLUB 

 
3. Hardman Bars Limited has been operating The Lawn Club since 2018.  

 
4. The Lawn Club is a countryside/garden themed bar, restaurant and events space in the 

heart of Spinningfields. It has indoor bar and restaurant space as well as a substantial 
garden area, and therefore tends to be very popular during the summer months. I attach 
some images of the premises at Exhibit TM1.  

 
5. The premises offers an extensive range of food; with brunch, lunch and dinner menus, as 

well as a variety of wines, beers and cocktails.  
 

6. The premises attracts a variety of types of customers, but our main demographic tends to 
be young professionals and attendees of corporate events (given the location in the 
Spinningfields district). Our clientele are largely over 25.  

 
TRADING HISTORY 

 
7. As noted above, we have been trading the premises for 5 years and these proceedings 

are the first enforcement action that has ever been taken in respect of the premises.  
 

8. Prior to this incident occurring, I think it is fair to say that we simply were not ‘on the 
radar’ of either GMP or the Council’s Licensing and Out of Hours Team.  

 
9. It is my view that this is as a result of our style of operation and the type of customers 

that our premises attracts. We have a high end offering; with food being a significant 
element of the operation; served in a well fitted out premises; with predominate seating 
throughout.  
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10. The premises is somewhere that people come to celebrate special occasions in attractive 

surroundings, and our clientele are invariably people who behave appropriately within 
licensed premises.  

 
INCIDENT RESULTING IN SUMMARY REVIEW  

 
11. As such, the incident that took place on Sunday 4th June was utterly shocking to myself 

and to all involved with the business. We are devastated that this incident occurred 
within our premises, and are entirely committed to ensuring that nothing like it ever 
happens again. We are so sorry that our customers and staff had to experience what 
must have been an extremely frightening incident play out in front of them. 
 

12. We would emphasise that, based on our track record as described above, it is an utterly 
out of character incident for the premises. Nothing like this has ever occurred at The 
Lawn Club before. We simply have never had incidents requiring police presence at the 
premises prior to this one.  

 
13. Therefore, we have of course examined this incident in huge detail to determine exactly 

what happened and exactly what our response to it should be. Indeed, the Committee 
will recall that we made no attempt to oppose GMP’s initial request for suspension at the 
interim steps hearing which took place on 7th June, to allow us to undertake these 
investigations and to work with GMP.  

 
14. In the course of our investigations we have established that the incident occurred and 

developed as follows:  
 

14.1. The group of individuals involved in the incident were stood inside the 
premises talking to one another;  
 

14.2. It then became clear that the group were starting to argue;  
 

14.3.  The incident then escalated very quickly - clearly something was said by one 
member of the group which the main protagonist (Male 1) took exception to, and he 
produced a gun, which had seemingly been concealed within his trousers and held 
it above his head;  

 
14.4. There was then some pushing and shoving and punches thrown between 

Male 1 and another member of the group (Male 2) within the venue; 
 

14.5. Male 2 was bleeding inside the venue as a result of the punches thrown;   
 

14.6. The altercation then moved outside, where Male 1 was hit by Male 2 and fell 
to the floor;   

 
14.7. Male 2 was led away from the scene by another member of the group;  

 
14.8. A further member of the group helped Male 1 up from the floor, and all 

members of the group then quickly left the vicinity of the premises.  
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15. We have interviewed all members of staff who were witnesses to the incident, and have 
reviewed our own CCTV footage (as well as of course providing this to GMP). As a 
result of these investigations we can confirm that no stabbing took place at the premises. 
 

16. We understand from GMP that they have not been provided with any further evidence 
to substantiate the call that was made to NWAS stating that this was the case. We can 
therefore only assume that the individual who made the call was sufficiently alarmed by 
what was playing out in front of them that perhaps on seeing the blood assumed that 
someone had been stabbed.  
 

17. I should be clear that I do not say this to minimise the incident that occurred in any way, 
shape or form. I simply mention this by way of an update to the Committee as to what 
our investigations have revealed as to the facts of the incident that occurred on the 
evening in question.  

 
OUR INVESTIGATIONS 

 
18. As well as establishing the facts themselves, our investigations and considerations in the 

follow up to this incident have also focussed on:  
 
18.1.  Whether there is anything we should have done to anticipate or prevent the 

incident occurring on the night itself; and  
 

18.2. What caused the incident to happen at our premises and what we can 
address/amend to ensure that no such incident happens again.  

 
19. I will deal with point 18.1 first.  
 
20.  In relation to this, I have reviewed the CCTV footage from the night in question and 

interviewed all staff present. In terms of the footage, I have reviewed all footage from the 
time the individuals involved in the incident arrived, to the time they left.  

 
21. I wanted to see whether there was anything I could see that should have provided a red 

flag to our staff in terms of these individuals.  
 

22. The individuals arrived at the premises at 20:17. They were all part of the same group 
and all appeared to be friends. They were greeted by security staff on arrival, who did 
not note that they appeared intoxicated, aggressive or that there were any other issues. 
They were also greeted by our manager at the host desk, and they responded with a 
greeting.  

 
23. There is nothing I can see (and indeed nothing that the staff on the night could see) that 

evidenced the concealed weapon, either on arrival or at any time within the premises.  
 
24. During the night, in the run up to the incident, they did not behave inappropriately. 

There was no violent or aggressive behaviour; they chatted to each other in a perfectly 
ordinary fashion; they ordered and paid for drinks over the bar and interacted normally 
with bar staff; they appeared to have ordinary/pleasant conversations with other 
customers.  
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25. At the time of the incident occurring, as noted above, the individuals were stood 
together talking. It became clear to our security staff that the conversation had escalated 
into an argument, and one member of our security team had radioed the other to ask for 
assistance in going over to the group to de-escalate.  

 
26. However, the gun was then produced very quickly. The incident escalated from a 

conversation to the production of a gun in seconds. This can be seen from the CCTV 
footage of the incident, a copy of which I have provided for the Committee’s 
information.  

 
27. As such, I am satisfied that our team could not have intervened further in time to 

prevent the incident occurring. I am also satisfied that our team did the right thing by 
not intervening further with the individuals themselves once the gun was produced (for 
their own safety) and instead acting to secure the premises and protect our customers.  

 
28. Once the incident did occur, I am happy that:  

 
28.1. The police were called to the premises;  
28.2. As soon as the offenders moved outside the main premises doors (by which 

the offenders had left) were closed and customers were cleared from the venue via 
other exits for their safety;  

28.3. Staff provided full co-operation with GMP on attendance at the scene and in 
their further investigations.  
 

29. I have noted from conversations with staff that they were unaware of exactly what they 
should have done in order to preserve a crime scene. This is understandable given that 
they have no experience of The Lawn Club being such a scene, and I am happy that 
nothing was done which has negatively effected GMP’s investigation. That said, this is 
something that has been highlighted to me as a learning point going forward.  
 

30. However, taking into account the seriousness of the incident, I am confident that our 
staff responded appropriately on the night, and that I could not have expected them to 
anticipate what was about to happen.  

 
31. I therefore must turn to the points raised at 17.2 – what factors caused the incident to 

happen at our premises (particularly given that nothing like this had ever happened 
before), and what can we do to ensure no such incident ever happens again.  

 
EXTERNALLY PROMOTED EVENT 

 
32. The first point to note is that this incident took place during the course of an externally 

promoted event. This means that whilst the venue was still operated by us, with the 
same staff and management team as usual, the event itself was promoted by a third 
party and therefore was promoted to and targeted at a different demographic to our 
usual demographic. This is simply the nature of externally promoted events – third party 
promoters will naturally reach a different audience (their established audience) than our 
usual in-house social media team.  

 
33. The event itself was called ‘Flow’, advertised as ‘day into night summer socialising’ and 

was promoted by two Manchester DJs. ‘Flow’ had taken place at the premises just twice 
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previously (I should note without issue), and this series of events was the first time we 
had ever operated externally promoted events at the premises.  

 
34. We were not required by our licence to have SIA registered security in place on the 

night, but we decided to do so on the night in question because this was still a relatively 
new and different type of event for us and the external promotion meant that the event 
was busy. I hope that this demonstrates that we do take a responsible attitude towards 
the running of our premises and assessing risk.  

 
35. Obviously, as I have said above, we are devasted by the incident that took place, and in 

hindsight it was the wrong decision to expand our operation and offering into externally 
promoted events. It clearly took away an element of control from us in terms of who was 
attending our premises, and meant that our premises was trading in a different way to 
usual. Based on what has happened, we have no desire whatsoever to engage in 
externally promoted events again.  

 
36. We have run our premises extremely well over the years that we have been trading, and 

the way that we promote and market our business has never caused any problems for 
us. As such, it is clear that the fact that this was an externally promoted event was a key 
factor in causing the incident to occur at our premises.  

 
37. It is therefore sensible to us that we do not carry out externally promoted events again at 

any point in the future.  
 

SEARCH  
 

38. Another factor which perhaps allowed this incident to happen at our premises was that 
historically we have not as a matter of course carried out searches of customers on entry. 
Again, I would submit to the Committee that this is understandable – it is not something 
that we have ever felt necessary because our premises has never been the location of any 
trouble.  

 
39. Our existing premises licence does not require anything in terms of searches. We work 

well with the Licensing and Out of Hours Team in terms of licensing visits and 
inspections, we have always had positive results of inspections. It has never been 
suggested to us (prior to the occurrence of this incident) that we should introduce 
searching as an additional measure.  

 
40. As such, this has simply never formed part of our policies and procedures at the 

premises.  
 

41. However, we of course acknowledge that had searching been in place on the night in 
question, this would likely have deterred the individual in question from attempting to 
enter our premises at all.  

 
42. Therefore, as a result, we determined that it would be sensible to introduce a random 

search policy at the premises.  
 
OTHER CONDITIONS  
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43. It is my view that the above are the two key ways in which we can ensure that we avoid 
a recurrence of this sort of incident, or anything similar to it.  
 

44. However, we’ve also reviewed other ways in which we could improve our policies, 
procedures and operations.  

 
45. We also met with Sgt O’Donnell of GMP on 13 June 2023 to discuss the views of GMP as 

to what we could do to avoid any future incidents and provide further safeguards at our 
premises.  

 
46. This meeting has resulted in us formulating a proposed set of conditions that we would 

suggest be attached to our licence going forward. These conditions and a copy of the 
search policy referred to are at Exhibits TM2 and TM3.  

 
47. The Committee will note that this includes a condition providing a complete prohibition 

on externally promoted events, as well as condition requiring the adoption of a random 
search policy.  

 
48. This also includes:  

 
48.1. Enhanced requirements as regards SIA registered security staff and CCTV;  

 
48.2. Requirement for SIA to wear body-cameras;  

 
48.3. Requirement to subscribe to the Pub & Club Network and the Nitenet radio 

system;  
 

48.4. Addition of Martyn’s Law conditions;  
 

48.5. Requirement for staff training in conflict management and crime scene 
prevention.  

 
49. We are very pleased to say that GMP have confirmed to us that they agree that the 

addition of these conditions to the licence would be an appropriate way forward for the 
premises, and a proportionate outcome to these Summary Review proceedings.  

 
CONCLUSION 

 
50. We would like to reassure the Committee that we take the occurrence of this incident 

extremely seriously. That is why we have been so keen to work with the authorities to 
formulate a set of safeguards to operate under going forwards.  

 
51. I can confirm to the Committee that, should they be minded to allow the premises to 

continue to trade long term under these conditions, we are able to comply with all the 
proposed conditions immediately.  

 
52. Indeed, on 26th June 2023, we appeared before the Licensing Sub-Committee to make 

representations against the initial interim step of suspending the premises licence. The 
determination at this hearing was that the suspension of the premises licence was lifted 
and replaced with the set of conditions proposed at Exhibit TM2.  
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53. As a result, by the time that the Committee make their determination in respect of this 
final hearing, we will already have demonstrated that we can implement the conditions 
we refer to.  

 
54. On this basis, we would respectfully ask that the Committee allow us to continue with 

this arrangement, and therefore make the addition of the conditions we propose 
permanent and allow us to continue to trade subject to these restrictions.  
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