
Tisbury Brewster Sessions 1936 
 

Summer-Time Extension Granted 
 
Licensees in the Tisbury and Mere Division will be permitted to serve drinks until 10.30pm for three months of the 
coming summer.  This privilege was granted by the licensing Justices on Thursday as the result of an application for 
an extension made by the West Wilts Licensed Victuallers’ Association. 
 

Mr J Trethowan (Salisbury) made the application on behalf of the Licensed Victuallers’ Association, and Mr A K Rutter opposed 
on the instructions of the Rev I G Cameron, vicar of Mere, the Rev Maddox, Congregational Minister at Mere, Mere 
Congregational Women’s Guild, Mere Temperance Society, and several individual objectors. 
 
Mr Trethowan said he was applying for an extension of the permitted hours during the period of summer-time or for any period 
that the Bench might feel was necessary.  In an area such as this, the majority of the residents were employed in agriculture, 
and they were required to work until late hours.  He thought that an extra half an hour would be beneficial because it would 
enable the workers to go home and have a meal before meeting their friends and enjoying their “pints”.  The Justices ought 
also to consider people who liked to enjoy games during the light evenings and those who worked on allotments and gardens.  
Extensions had been granted in the Shaftesbury, Warminster and Salisbury county areas and a real hardship would be inflicted 
on local licensees if they had to close at 10pm.  It might even be that residents would transfer their custom to houses on the 
borders of the district. 
 
Hardship on Licensees 
William Osborne, the Old Ship Hotel, Mere, said he was expressing the views of all the licensees in Mere when he stated that a 
hardship would be continued if the houses had to close at the usual hour.  Motorists frequently stopped to obtain refreshment 
during summer-time, but proceeded to another Division when told that the permitted hours ended at 10pm. 
 
William Benjamin Charity, the Boot Inn, Tisbury, stated that the extension was badly needed and would be beneficial.  Nearly 
everyone in the district was employed in agriculture, and in addition they usually liked to work on their allotments whilst daylight 
lasted.  He often had to refuse men because they left things a little too late. 
 
A Major Application 
Mr Rutter said it might appear that the objectors were making an attack upon the licensed victuallers, but that was not so, 
because the licensees in the Division were as fine a set of men as any in Wiltshire.  His clients felt that it was ‘their duty to 
oppose any extension” because they believed that the application was not a minor one but a major one of considerable 
importance.  The objectors considered that they represented a large body of public opinion, and it was essential that facts on 
both sides should be stated.  It might be said “Why interfere?”, but it had to be remembered that the houses were licensed by 
Act of Parliament and not because of temperance advocators. 
 
In submitting that the applicants had failed to show special reasons, Mr Rutter said agricultural workers and motorists were 
common to the whole country.  If that application and similar applications all over the country were granted it would be virtually 
driving a coach and horses right through the Act, and the general licensing system which had proved so beneficial would be 
upset. 
 
With regard to the working of late hours, he would point out that at the end of August it was dark about 8.30pm and at the end 
of September by 7.30pm.  He did not think that the applicants could seriously suggest than an agricultural labourer, earning 
from 30s to 34s a week could not find time, during the existing permitted hours, to spend as much as he could afford on drink. 
 
As far as motorists were concerned, it had been stated that alcohol tended to increase the likelihood of accidents.  It ought also 
to be remembered that supper hour extensions commenced at the cessation of the permitted hours.  The licenced trade was in 
a prosperous state and there had been increased consumption during the past year.  He suggested than an extension was 
undesirable, and that there was no reason for granting one. 
 
Extension for Three Months 
After a lengthy retirement, the Chairman announced that the Justices were equally divided, and that the hearing would be 
adjourned until the next Court.  Mr Rutter expressed an opinion that it would be desirable to arrive at a decision that day, and 
the Magistrates again retired.  The Chairman stated than an agreement had been reached, and a half-an-hour’s extension 
would be granted for three months, June lst  to August 31

st
. 

 
Superintendent’s Report 
Supt T Barrett reported that there were 38 on-licences, 2 off-licences and 2 other licences in the Division.  According to the 
census of 1931, the population was 10,404, giving approximately 248 persons to each licensed house.  All of the houses had 
been conducted in a satisfactory manner, and he had no objection to the renewal of any licence.  One person was convicted of 
drunkenness, the same number as in the preceding year.  There were three registered clubs, and as far as could be 
ascertained, the management was satisfactory.  The Chairman, Captain J Hastings:  The report is very satisfactory and we 
congratulate the licensees and the police. 
 
Transfer Approved 
The transfer of the licence of the Crown Inn, Tisbury, from George William Tucker, to his son, William Geo Tucker, was 
approved.  
 
The adjourned annual Licensing Sessions were fixed for March 12

th
. 
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