
MEMO: Licensing Unit 

To Licensing Unit Date 11March 2020 

From Charlie Jerrom, Telephone 020 7525 7529 

Email charlie.jerrom@southwark.gov.uk 

Subject: London Local Authorities Act 1991 – Sabrina’s Beauty Salon, 151 Rye Lane, 
London, SE15 4ST  

I write to object to the grant of a special treatments licence application submitted by Mrs 
Genet Berhe under the London Local Authorities Act 1991 for the premises named as 
Sabrina’s Beauty Salon, 151 Rye Lane, London, SE15 4ST. 

The application for a special treatment licence has been made so as to provide manicure, 
nail extensions and pedicure to members of the public. 

My objection is based on the following criteria: 

1. The premises have been or are being improperly conducted;

The premises have been found on two occasions to be operating an unlicensed nail
bar, section 6 (1) of the London Local Authorities Act 1991 states that:

“No premises shall be used in the borough as an establishment for special treatment
except under and in accordance with a special treatment licence granted under this

section by the borough council”.

The first occasion was on the 30 October 2019 when a licensing officer visited Sabrina’s
Beauty Salon, 151 Rye Lane, London, SE15 4ST and found 10 unlicensed nail
operatives working within the premises. The premises had not renewed there licence for

19/20.

On the second occasion a licensing officer visited Sabrina’s Beauty Salon, 151 Rye
Lane, London, SE15 4ST on 29 January 2020 and found 3 unlicensed nail operatives
working within the premises.

2. They are not satisfied as to the safety of equipment used  in the special treatment or as

to the manner in which the treatment is to be given

On the 29 January 2020, Trading Standards removed from the premises a number of

nail polish. Ray MOORE and colleague Andy MILES went through each of the work
stations 1 through to 7, examining product and removing those that did not have details

of who had brought the product into the EU as required by the provisions of the
Cosmetic Products Enforcement Regulations 2013.
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3. The persons concerned or intended to be concerned in the conduct or management of 
the premises used for special treatment could be reasonably regarded as not fit and 
proper persons to hold such a licence 

 
The person applying for the licence lives with the previous owner Mr Fissehaye, my 

concerns is that Mr Fissehaye will still have complete control of the licence. Mr 
Fissehaye has allowed the premises on numerous occasions to provide unlicensed 
manicure/pedicure treatments and it my view that this will continue under the new 

owner. Mr Fissehaye still owns the leasehold for the premises at Sabrina’s Beauty 
Salon, 151 Rye Lane, London, SE15 4ST. The copy of this has been attached to my 

objection.  
 

I submit that Ms Genet Berhe is not fit and proper person to hold a special treatment 

licence and recommend that the application for a special treatments licence is refused. 
 

Charlie Jerrom 
Licensing Enforcement Officer 
 









Working for a safer Southwark 

The Licensing Unit Metropolitan Police Service 
Floor 3 Licensing Office 
160 Tooley Street Southwark Police Station, 

London 

SE1 2QH 

323 Borough High Street, 
LONDON, 
SE1 1JL 

Tel:     020 7232 6756  

Email: SouthwarkLicensing@met.police.uk        

Our reference: AS/21/038/20 
Date: 11th March 2020 

Re:- Sabrina Beauty Salon, 151 Rye Lane, London SE15 4TL 

Dear Sir/Madam 

      Police are in possession of an application from the above for a special treatments 

licence under the London Local Authorities Act 1991. 

On the 30
th

 October 2019 officers from the police Night Time Economy Team, social 

services and the immigration officers attended as the premises. The premises was 

trading as a nail bar carrying out special treatments. Eight members of staff working at 

the venue were arrested for immigration offences all were from China, none had 

authority to work, and had entered the country illegally. 

The premises was sent a warning letter prior to officers attending advising them they 

should not be trading without a licence as the previous licence had not be renewed and 

that they should stop until a licence was obtained. No application was received. 

The owner attended the premises whilst officers were present and attempted to pay the 

renewal fee as the licence had expired. He was fully aware that the premises was being 

used as a special treatments venue and as such was responsible for the staff.  

A transfer request made on the 9th January 2020 the current Licence holder is Amanuel 

Fissehaye who owns a number of properties In the Peckham area and runs a 

supermarket at 151a Rye lane. The new Licence holder is Genet Berthe who currently 

resides at also listed on Voters at that address is Sabrina Amanuel. The business is 

currently trading as Sabrina Nails and was at the time of the visits by police. 

It would appear that the transfer has had no material change to who runs the premises, 

as it appears the previous licence holder was the landlord and the new licence holder 

was involved previously in the management of the premises. 



Working for a safer Southwark 

On the 29
th

 January 2020, Officers again visited the premises along with Trading 

Standards, UK Border agency officers and Southwark Council Licensing officer. Mr 

Fissehaye attended the premises whilst the visit was being carried out. Only two staff 

carrying out treatments were named on the licence, the others were told to stop yet 

continued carrying out treatments on customers. I have attached a statement from PC 

O’Mahonet detailing the visit. 

 

 

We believe that workers have and will be exploited, and the management have failed to 

comply with a various legislation relating to working practice, employment law and 

immigration law.  

 

Under Section 8 of the Local Authorities Act 1991, a licence can be refused for a 

number of reasons specified in the act.  

 

 Part C specifies, “The persons concerned or intended to be concerned in the 

conduct or management of the premises used for special treatment could be 

reasonably regarded as not being fit and proper persons to hold such a licence” 

 Part E Specifies “The premises have been or are being improperly conducted” 

 

Police Object under Section 8 subsection C & E as the management have shown a 

disregard to the welfare of workers and the correct procedures for obtaining 

authorisation to carry out special treatments. They have also conducted improperly at 

the location by allowing unqualified people to carry out special treatments on members 

of the public possibly putting them at risk of harm.  

   

Yours Sincerely 

 

Graham White PC288MD 

Police Licensing Officer 















As a part of the local authority of the London Borough of Southwark, Trading Standards are 
objecting to the application for a special treatments license at the above premises with 
respect to the provisions of the London Local Authorities Act 1991. Specifically, objections 
are made under the following grounds for refusing a license as set out in Section 8 of the 
said Act:- 
 
8(b) “there is likely to be nuisance being caused by reason of the conduct, management or 
situation of the premises or the character of the relevant locality or the use to which any 
premises in the vicinity are put;” 
 
8(c) “the persons concerned or intended to be concerned in the conduct or management of 
the premises used for special treatment could be reasonably regarded as not being fit and 
proper persons to hold such a license;” 
 
8(d) “the persons giving the special treatment are not suitably qualified;” 
 
8(e) “ the premises have been or are being improperly conducted;” 
 
8(i) “they are not satisfied as to the safety of equipment used in the special treatment or as 
to the manner in which the treatment is to be given;” 
 
8(j) “they are not satisfied as to the safety of the special treatment to be given;” 
 
These objections have been put in at a late date owing to information that came to hand on 
Friday 24th January 2020 and on Wednesday 29th January 2020. 
 
More specifically, the facts are as follows:- 
 

1. On 30th October 2019, officers from the UK Border Force, Police and LB Southwark 
Licensing Team visited the above premises and noted that the people working there 
did not have the right to work in the UK (Note wrt 8(b); 8(c); 8(d) and 8(e). Ray 
MOORE from the Trading Standards Team was working on that day, and briefly 
visited the store. He saw Mr Amanuel FISSEHAYE at the premises who he knew 
from other shops in the area. Mr MOORE was dealing with another nail bar at the 
time and was not able to carry out an inspection of cosmetic products for compliance 
with the Cosmetic Products Enforcement Regulations 2013 (CPERS) at Sabrina 
Beauty Salon on that day. 

2. On Friday 24
th
 January 2020, Ray MOORE from the Trading Standards Team and 

Charlie JERROM from the Licensing Team visited the premises and noted that there 
were 3 people working at the nail stations on the premises. Mr JERROM briefly 
spoke to the staff before going to the off license run by Mr FISSEHAYE at the other 
end of that block. It should be noted that there are only two names on the application 
for work at the premises, namely “001 Sy Mui VAY” and “002 Yan WEI”.  

3. On Wednesday 29th January 2020 UK Border Force; Police and London Borough of 
Southwark Licensing and Trading Standards Teams visited the premises again. On 
this occasion it was noted that there were 8 work stations in the shop…although one 
had no nail gels behind it…Mr MOORE made a note of these work stations and drew 
details of the layout in his “incident report book” while his colleague Mr Andrew 
MILES took photographs of the premises showing each work station and the 
products displayed behind them. These photographs are produced as exhibits 
AJM/01. On this occasion all the people on the premises had the right to work in the 
UK. It should be noted that the two people listed on the application mentioned above 
as “001” and “002” were working at work station 4 and 5. The other three on the 
premises were Thi Minh LE; Hai Yun HE and win Jia YU. The woman working at 
work station 3, Thi Minh LE later that day produced some invoices that she said 



related to certain nail gels that had been identified as liable for seizure as evidence of 
non compliance with the CPERs. These covered some but not most of the products 
displayed there and were dated after the visit on 30th October 2019 ( see exhibit 
AJM/03; AJM/04 and AJM/05). The lady from work station 7, Hai Yun HE also 
produced some invoices later in the day and once again these did not cover most of 
the products there but were dated after 30th October 2019 (see exhibits AJM/06 and 
AJM/07). Ray MOORE and colleague Andy MILES went through each of the work 
stations 1 through to 7, examining product and removing those that did not  appear to 
comply with the CEPRs in that they did not bear the name and address of a 
responsible person i.e. who first placed them on the market (which is usually means 
either the manufacturer based in the EU or whoever imported it into the EU). There 
was also a large quantity of product that had no English labelling at all.  It should be 
noted that these are relevant to sections 8(b) to 8(j) of the Act and reasons for 
objecting to the application. 

 
The invoices produced cover mainly non nail gels and some for “DND” nail gels and were 
from well established local nail wholesalers. The DND product does not have details of who 
brought the product into the EU and these matters are currently under investigation.  
 
The CPERs exist to ensure safety and traceability and hence the need for an identifiable and 
contactable responsible person in the EU whose duty it is to ensure a safety assessment 
has been carried out and that no prohibited substances are used as ingredients (such as 
certain phthalates).    
 
It is our representation that a fit and proper salon operator should be alert to any operatives 
bringing in their own products to use on clients. Any product with totally foreign labelling on 
is obviously not suitable and an easy thing for a salon operator to check with respect to 
whether products are not legal and potentially unsafe. Products which do not bear any 
English language labelling present an obvious risk to both technicians and clients as any 
relevant instructions and safety precautions will be unintelligible.   
 
Nail gels and acrylic products contain monomers which are highly sensitising and therefore it 
is important that warnings about not letting them come into contact with the skin are on the 
products. Also UV activated products only cure properly with the right frequency UV light. 
Again with no proper labelling it is questionable how safe the treatment can be as an 
uncured product is more likely to pose a sensitising risk. 
 
In summary there are potentially serious allergenic sensitivity causing concerns posed by 
inadequate labelling on products which would be compounded through  inappropriate 
application by unqualified operatives. 
 
Trading Standards are making these objections with respect to this application on the 
section 8 grounds given above. 
 
Attached (and in other e-mails forwarded) are the following exhibits:- 
 
Photographs AJM/01 
Invoices (Photographs of) AJM/03 to AJM/07 
Notices RAY/SN/1 
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IMG_0876 – showing workstation 5 and work station 4 with an operative treating a client. 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: Nine (9) photographs (IMG_0876, 

IMG_0878, IMG_0879, IMG_0881, IMG_0885, 

0887, IMG_0889, IMG_0890 & IMG_0891) 

showing the workstations and the nail gel 

products being displayed on the shelves behind 

the workstations inside Sabrina Nails. 
 

I identify this exhibit as that referred to in my statement 

Signed:        

 

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
 
 
 
 
 

Station 4 

Station 5 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0878 - Showing workstations 6 with the operative sitting there.  Also workstation 7 where the 

operative is treating a client. 

Station 7 

Station 6 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0879 – Workstation 5 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0881 – Workstation 4 

 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0885 – Showing workstations 1, 2 and 3 

Station 3 

Station 2 

Station 1 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0887 – Workstations 6 and 7. 

Station 7 

Station 6 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0889 – showing Stations 6 and 7 

 

Station 6 

Station 7 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0890 – Workstation 7 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/01 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0891 – Workstation 1 
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IMG_0903 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/03 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: Two (2) photographs (IMG_0903 & 

IMG_0905) showing Invoices from Hollywood 

Nail Supply, produced by Mrs Thi Minh LE 

from workstation 3 at Sabrina Nails. 
 
I identify t erred to in my statement 

Signed:   

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/03 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0905 
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IMG_0904 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/04 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: A photograph (IMG_0904) showing 

a sales order from London Nail Supply, 

produced by Mrs Thi Minh LE from 

workstation 3 at Sabrina Nails. 
 
I identify this exhibit as that referred to in my statement 

Signed:        

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
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IMG_0906 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/05 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: A photograph (IMG_0906) showing 

a sales order from CN Nail Supply Ltd, 

produced by Mrs Thi Minh LE from 

workstation 3 at Sabrina Nails. 
 
I identify this exhibit as that referred to in my statement 

Signed:        

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
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IMG_0907 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/06 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: A photograph (IMG_0907) showing 

a sales order from London Nail Supply, 

produced by Haiyun HE from workstation 7 at 

Sabrina Nails. 
 
I identify this exhibit as that referred to in my statement 

Signed:     

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
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IMG_0908 

 
LB Southwark Trading Standards Service 

 

Exhibit Label 
 

Exhibit identity mark: AJM/07 

Case number:  2019/40 

Description: Two (2) photographs  (IMG_0908 

& IMG_0909) showing Invoices from 

Hollywood Nail Supply, produced by Haiyun 

HE from workstation 7 at Sabrina Nails. 
 
I identify this exhibit as that referred to in my statement 

Signed:   

 

Photographs taken at: 
Sabrina Nails, 151 Rye Lane, Peckham, 
London SE15 4TL on 29/01/2020 by 
Andrew Miles 
 
 
 
 
 



Exhibit identity mark: AJM/07 

Case number:  2019/40 
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IMG_0909 
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