
Objection 4 
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Objection 5 

 
  

 
New West End Company is the Business Improvement District (BID) for London's West End, representing 
over 600 retail, hospitality, entertainment and property businesses in and around Oxford Street, Bond 
Street, Regent Street and East Mayfair.  
 
We would like to object most strongly to applications for this property.  
New West End Company, on behalf of our members contributed to the recently adopted Westminster City 
Plan review, seeking more flexibility of uses in the West End to allow for uses that are complementary to 
core retail uses. This will enable the West End to respond effectively to evolving retail trends and visitor 
demands.  
 
However, we do not believe that a Sex Entertainment Venue is an appropriate use in this vicinity.  
The City Council's vision for the Oxford Street District, supported by significant public and private sector 
investment, are conscious of the need to ensure than new uses should contribute to the overall global 
appeal of the district as a world class shopping and entertainment district. We do not believe that a sex 
entertainment club contributes to this vision. Indeed, we are concerned that allowing it, and setting a 
precedent, would significantly damage the area.  
 
The site is in the vicinity of a number of key West End iconic stores, a new hotel, the UK headquarters of 
a major real estate agency and a local church. The area attracts visitors of all ages from all around the 
world. We believe that a sex entertainment venue would detract from this and other surrounding 
businesses.  
 
In addition, we are concerned about late night entertainment in an area with significant residential 
premises. New West End Company and its members are always aware of the need to be sensitive to 
concerns of residents and, from many years' experience, we do not believe that a sex entertainment 
would be appreciated in the area. 
 
Objection 6 

 
  

 
Dear Sirs,  
 
I am writing in my capacity as West End Ward Councillor to object to the proposal to have a Sexual 
Entertainment Venue Licence in respect of these premises.  
 
Uses of this kind are not appropriate north of Oxford Street, and the problems associated with the former 
location on the corner of Marylebone Lane and Henrietta Place show that this type of entertainment 
attracts an increased and inappropriate amount of activity and anti-social behaviour, and adversely 
affects residential amenity for those around.  
 
The Council is struggling to ensure that Oxford Street remains a successful and attractive area, as the 
whole profile of retail activity changes. Whilst there is of course the need to diversify away from a pure 
retail environment, it would not be improved or enhanced by the inclusion of such activity in an area which 
is hoped would attract a much wider demographic, including children, to the newly enhanced and 
improved retail offerings currently under construction in the old Debenham's building, and shortly to 
commence in relation to the DH Evans building nearby.  
 
The subject premises were comparatively recently converted to restaurant and associated activity, and 
continue to be viable for such use. I therefore support the concerns and objections raised by nearby 
residents, businesses and stakeholders.  
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Objection 7 

 
 

 
Dear Licensing Team,  
 
I am writing to confirm my objection to this license application in my capacities as ward councillor and 
Cabinet Member for Young People. My ward colleague, Cllr Glanz, has given strong reasons for this 
application to be rejected and I will not repeat his points in full.  
 
However, I would repeat the observation that this is a grossly unsuitable location for this activity given the 
close proximity of the church and LICC. Further, the site is in clear view of many of the family-orientated 
attractions and businesses of Oxford Street.  
 
I am not against all sexual entertainment venues but local context is important and this is an inappropriate 
location.  
 
Many thanks for your time in this matter 
 
Objection 8 
 

  
 
The application for a Sexual Entertainment Venue licence is inappropriate because it would contravene 
the following Council policies in relation to license approval, namely:  
 
(1) Areas predominately characterised by general or family retail use may be inappropriate localities for 
sexual entertainment because of their use by children, either unsupervised or in a family context, and by 
adults wishing to avoid the characteristics of, or associated with, sexual entertainment venues.  
This area is one of the premier family retail areas in Europe, and in particular it would be most 
inappropriate for such a business to be situated opposite the new retail development in the former 
Debenhams building.  
 
(2) Localities characterised as areas of historic importance, or iconic in nature, will be particularly 
attractive to, and used by, visitors, both adults and children.  
St Peter's Church is a Grade One listed building which under normal circumstances attracts a number of 
tourist visitors both to the building itself and to its stained glass windows.  
 
(3) The council considers that sexual entertainment venues, providing a particular type of entertainment 
for a particular adult clientele, may be inappropriate in the vicinity of other premises depending on their 
use. This may include premises in the vicinity used for religious worship, by children and families, or 
vulnerable adults.  
 
Although St Peter's is a deconsecrated church building, it is still used for acts of worship and currently 3 
church congregations use the building on a weekly or regular basis 
 

Objection 9 
 
Pontegadea UK Limited  
 
We act on behalf of Pontegadea UK Ltd which is the freehold owner of 328 to 332 (even) Oxford Street 
and 2 Vere Street, London. Those buildings are primarily offices although there is some retail on the 
ground floors.  
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Our client is concerned to learn of the application for a new SEV and premises licence at 3-4 Vere Street 
which is immediately adjacent to our client’s premises and wishes to object to the applications made by 
Clarmans Clubs Ltd.  
 
A number of tenants within the offices which our client owns have also expressed their opposition to 
these applications. Indeed it was one of the tenant companies that brought the matter to our client’s 
attention.  
 
The proposed use of the premises and operating hours of 10.00 to 05.00 the following day are entirely 
inappropriate for this venue which sits at the heart of a commercial and retail area. The proposed 
activities are inimical to the general use of office and retail space which is long established in the area 
and the grant would be inappropriate, having regard to the character of the relevant locality and the use to 
which any premises in the vicinity is put.  
 
In August 2020 the licensing sub committee refused a similar application a third of a mile away in Duke 
Street W1, (20/02836/LISEVN]) specifically stating that it found the locality to be inappropriate for the 
grant of the SEV application.  
 
In particular the sub committee noted that “in considering whether granting a licence would be 
inappropriate, the council will specifically consider whether the character of the locality is predominately 
residential, high profile retail, of historic importance or iconic in nature, or one of family entertainment or 
leisure. Areas predominately characterised by general or family retail use may be inappropriate localities 
for sexual entertainment because of their use by children, either unsupervised or in a family context, and 
by adults wishing to avoid the characteristics of, or associated with, sexual entertainment venues. 
Localities characterised as areas of historic importance, or iconic in nature, will be particularly attractive 
to, and used by, visitors, both adults and children. The council may consider it inappropriate for these 
localities, which in many cases will be of national and international significance, to be associated with 
sexual entertainment venues and their associated character, because of the effect that such an 
association would have on visitors and on the image of London and Westminster in particular.”  
 
We contend that exactly the same considerations apply to this application, so close to a previously 
refused application. On that basis the applications should be refused 

 
Objection 10 
 
Consulate General of Brazil in London - 3 Vere Street, London, W1G 0DG  
 
The application revealed the applicant's intention to run a new sexual entertainment establishment in the 
ground floor and basement of the same building where the Consulate General of Brazil in London is 
based - 3-4 Vere Street, London, W1G 0DQ.  
 
The Consulate General has made use of these premises over the last 15 years, and expressly manifests 
its firm objection to the application submitted by Clarmans Club Ltd for the reasons outlined below.  
It is important to note that a sexual entertainment venue means any premises at which a live display of 
nudity or live performance that is intended to stimulate sexual activity is provided before a live audience 
for the financial gain of the organiser or entertainer. The specific application mentions "full nudity 
striptease", as per the Statement of Licensing Policy 2012 issued by Westminster Council. 
  
Please note that the activities developed by the Consulate are those enshrined in Art 5 of the Vienna 
Convention on Consular Relations, to which both Brazil and the United Kingdom are Parties.  
The Consulate General deals, thus, with several issues pertaining to Brazilian nationals' documentation 
including the registration of births and marriages, and it also counts with an assistance department which 
deals with vulnerable people on a daily basis.  
 
We find it absolutely inappropriate to allow a sexual entertainment venue to be established in the same 
building where consular functions are regularly exercised and through which circulate children, elderly 
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and vulnerable people every day. Not to mention the clear inconsistency that there would be between the 
granting of the required licence and the commitment undertaken by Parties to the Vienna Convention to 
cooperate for the adequate performance of functions by consular posts. 
 
Further detail provided by Consulate General of Brazil  
 
We write further to your letter in which you attached a Notice of Application dated 22 December 2021 
submitted by Clarmans Clubs Ltd.  
 
The above-mentioned application revealed the applicant’s intention to run a new sexual entertainment 
establishment in the ground floor and basement of the same building where the Consulate General of 
Brazil in London is based – 3-4 Vere Street, London, W1G 0DQ.  
 
The Consulate General has made use of these premises over the last 15 years, and expressly manifests 
its firm objection to the application submitted by Clarmans Club Ltd for the reasons outlined below.  
It is important to note that a sexual entertainment venue means any premises at which a live display of 
nudity or live performance that is intended to stimulate sexual activity is provided before a live audience 
for the financial gain of the organiser or entertainer. The specific application mentions “full nudity 
striptease”, as per the Statement of Licensing Policy 2012 issued by Westminster Council.  
 
We would like to draw your attention to paragraph (3) (d) of Section 12 of Schedule 3 of the Local 
Government (miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982, which sets out the legal framework with regards to the 
establishment of sexual premises:  
 
“SCHEDULE 3  
Control of Sex Establishments  
(…)  
Refusal of licences  
(…)  
(2)Subject to paragraph 27 below, the appropriate authority may refuse—  
(a)an application for the grant or renewal of a licence on one or more of the grounds specified in 
sub-paragraph (3) below;  
(b)an application for the transfer of a licence on either or both of the grounds specified in paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of that sub-paragraph.  
(3)The grounds mentioned in sub-paragraph (2) above are—  
(a)that the applicant is unsuitable to hold the licence by reason of having been convicted of an offence or 
for any other reason;  
(b)that if the licence were to be granted, renewed or transferred the business to which it relates would be 
managed by or carried on for the benefit of a person, other than the applicant, who would be refused the 
grant, renewal or transfer of such a licence if he made the application himself;  
(c)that the number of sex establishments, or of sex establishments of a particular kind, in the relevant 
locality at the time the application is determined is equal to or exceeds the number which the authority 
consider is appropriate for that locality;]  
(d)that the grant or renewal of the licence would be inappropriate, having regard—  
(i)to the character of the relevant locality; or  
(ii)to the use to which any premises in the vicinity are put; or  
(iii)to the layout, character or condition of the premises, vehicle, vessel or stall in respect of which the 
application is made.”  
 
Please note that the activities developed by the Consulate are those enshrined in Art 5 of the Vienna 
Convention on Consular Relations, to which both Brazil and the United Kingdom are Parties.  
The Consulate General deals, thus, with several issues pertaining to Brazilian nationals’ documentation 
including the registration of births and marriages, and it also counts with an assistance department which 
deals with vulnerable people on a daily basis. 
 

page 324



We find it absolutely inappropriate to allow a sexual entertainment venue to be established in the same 
building where consular functions are regularly exercised and through which circulate children, elderly 
and vulnerable people every day. Not to mention the clear inconsistency that there would be between the 
granting of the required licence and the commitment undertaken by Parties to the Vienna Convention to 
cooperate for the adequate performance of functions by consular posts.  
 
Therefore, the Consulate exercises its right, as per the legislation above, to object the establishment of a 
sexual entertainment venue in the same building where the consular services are provided and put 
forward its disagreement with the concession of licence by the Westminster Council. 
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Interested Party objections (Not waived Anonymity)    Appendix C5 
 
Objection 11 
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Objection 12 
 

 
 

page 332



 

page 333



 

page 334



Objection 13 
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