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Kathy Driver

From: MARK.J.Perry@met.police.uk

Sent: 20 January 2020 14:54

To: Licensing; 

Cc:

Subject: Objection TEN Autumn Street.doc

Attachments: Objection TEN Autumn Street.doc

Dear all, 

 

Please see objection to the TEN application for Unit 3, 39 Autumn Street. 

 

Kind Regards 

 

Mark 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PC Mark Perry 

Central East Licensing Unit 

Metropolitan Police Service (MPS) 

T: 0207 161 8793   Int: 708793   Email mark.j.perry@met.police.uk 

A: Licensing Office, 2nd Floor Bethnal Green Police Station E2 9NZ 

 

 

 

 

  

NOTICE - This email and any attachments are solely for the intended recipient and may be confidential.  If you have 
received this email in error, please notify the sender and delete it from your system.  Do not use, copy or disclose the 
information contained in this email or in any attachment without the permission of the sender.  Metropolitan Police 
Service (MPS) communication systems are monitored to the extent permitted by law and any email and/or 
attachments may be read by monitoring staff.  Only specified personnel are authorised to conclude binding 
agreements on behalf of the MPS by email and no responsibility is accepted for unauthorised agreements reached 
with other personnel.  While reasonable precautions have been taken to ensure no viruses are present in this email, 
its security and that of any attachments cannot be guaranteed. 

  

 



 
 

 

 HT - Tower Hamlets Borough 

 
  Tom Lewis 
Head of Licensing 
Tower Hamlets Council 

Licensing Office 

Stoke Newington Police Station 

33 Stoke Newington High Street 

Telephone: 0207 161 8793 

 

Email: mark.j.perry@met.police.uk 

www.met.police.uk 

  

20
th

 January 2020 

 
Dear Sir, 
 
Tower Hamlets Police formally object to the Temporary Event Notice for Unit 3, 39 

Autumn Street, E3 2TT. The TEN is for 10pm on the 1st February until 6am on the 2nd 

February. This objection is on the grounds of preventing Crime and Disorder and 

preventing Public Nuisance. 

 

The applicant has only just taken control of the lease of the premises which was 

previously run by “Bloc” as a night club and event space for over 5 years with few issues. 

 

The applicant has run one event at the venue on New Years Eve 2019 which resulted in 

complaints from local residents, which have been included in this objection. Police 

Licensing also attended the event had concerns about the way the event was run. These 

issues are also detailed in this objection. 

 

I contacted the applicant Mr Daniel Prosser on Monday the 20th January 2020 to discuss 

the application and the concerns I have. In the application he states that the promoter  is 

someone they have worked with previously and the event has a crowd they are used to. I 

asked Mr Prosser where he had worked with the promoter previously, who the promoter 

was, what sort of music they played, and who the crowd are and what they are like? 

 

Mr Prosser said he did not know the promoter or the crowd, that the event was booked 

by the leaseholder Mr Kiri Poulos. I explained to Mr Prosser that is was very concerning 

that he has applied for a Temporary Event Notice running until 6am and he did not know 

anything about who was performing, what crowd they would attract or any issues that 

might occur.  



I also explained to Mr Prosser that I had serious concerns about the event they ran on 

New Years Eve 2019 which are listed below: 

 

As we approached the entrance we could see a smoking area by the front entrance, 

there were about 8 people smoking. As we got closer we smelt cannabis being openly 

smoked by customers.  Security doing nothing to stop this, when I asked them if they 

could smell cannabis and drew their attention to the people smoking it they said they 

could smell it but they could not do anything about it. There were customers smoking 

inside the venue as well. 

 

There was no searching of customers queuing to get in, which would explain why 

customers were able to bring cannabis into the venue. It is very concerning that for a 

very late New Years Eve Party there was no searching meaning people could have 

brought even more drugs or weapons into the venue. It was only after I raised this did 

security start searching customers. 

 

There were no clickers being used so nobody keeping an accurate count of the number 

of people in the venue. Inside the main hall it was very crowded, it was impossible to 

judge numbers as it was so dark, and the people were standing shoulder to shoulder due 

to the lack of space. 

 

We saw many drunk customers at the venue, one was so drunk he was unable to walk 

by himself and had to be carried out by his friend, I had to direct security to help them. 

There seemed to me to be no customer care being given by staff at the venue. 

 

With the number of drunk people at the venue I asked to see the refusal logs. After a 5 

minute wait I was presented with a crumpled bit of paper with a few refusals written on it. 

It was all in the same handwriting and given the number of drunk people I saw it was not 

credible.  

 

This was a poorly run event and if we had not visited then the issues we raised would not 

of been addressed. It is lucky there were no serious incidents.  

 

There were also complaints from local residents about this event 

 

One resident wrote: 

 

“We were then horrified when this new crowd took over and within days had put on a 

very noisy very disruptive overnight event which caused us amongst other things,  loss of 



sleep, numerous drug paraphernalia littered all over the place, an illegal road closure, 

illegal footway obstruction by parked vehicles, urination up against our properties pools 

of sick outside my front door damage to my plants in my window box and litter left all 

along the streets all around” 

 

Another resident wrote: 

 

“When the previous TEN application was granted (in December), the event in question 

caused more problems than Bloc. It wasn't in any way controlled, we were woken up by 

their guests as they threw fireworks in the air and let off a huge fire work outside the 

LightHouse pub. This was at CIRCA 5.30am. When we looked outside we saw people 

urinating in the street and shouting. We had cars outside waiting for their guests revving 

their engines for over an hour and once again we had the incessant noise of taxi's 

beeping their horns when they drop the guests off. This is in addition to the bass going 

off in our bedroom for the entire evening. Frankly, enough is enough and my family and I 

are sick and tired of living in an area whereby residents are treated with such distain.” 

 

Having a late night event running until 6am requires that we can trust that the operators, 

and we simply based on the previous event, and the lack of detail about this event allow 

this TEN to run. We believe that there is a real risk of crime and disorder taking place at 

this event and therefore ask for it to be rejected. 
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Kathy Driver

From: Nicola Cadzow

Sent: 20 January 2020 12:41

To: Licensing

Cc:

Subject: MAU REPRESENTATION 125761  Bloc/Autumn Street Studios Unit 3,  39 Autumn 

Street, London

Dear Licensing, 

 

I have considered the Temporary Event Notice (TENs) application  Bloc/Autumn Street Studios Unit 3,  39 Autumn 

Street, London, for the 1
st

 February 2020 (ref 125761),   and the potential impact of public nuisance and measures to 

prevent noise generated from within the premises or outside it which could cause disturbance to people in the 

vicinity.   

 

It should be noted a complaint was reported to the Council regarding a TEN event the new organisers had, as 

recently as New Year’s Eve. 

 

The applicant is asking for licensable activities as follows:- 

 

• The provision of regulated entertainment until 06:00 hours in the morning 

• The sale by retail of alcohol until 06:00 hours in the morning 

 

Sensitive premises:  Residential premises in close proximity to  Bloc/Autumn Street Studios Unit 3,  39 Autumn 

Street, London 

 

In my view the TENs application, as it stands fails, to comply with the objective of the Licensing Act 2003 relating to 

“public nuisance” for the following reasons:- 

 

•    Noise breakout from the venue affecting neighbouring residents. 

• Access & egress to and from the venue, of patrons, especially due to patrons likely to be in high spirits; 

and 

• The hours of operation (inclusive of proposals) 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Environmental Protection does not support the TENs application for  Bloc/Autumn Street Studios Unit 3,  39 

Autumn Street, London as there is great likelihood of disturbance to residential premises at the noise sensitive 

hours sought.   

 

Kind regards  

 

Nicola Cadzow  

Environmental Protection  

Environmental Health Technical Officer 

Place Directorate 

Public Realm, Environmental Health & Trading Standards 

London Borough of Tower Hamlets, John Onlsow House, 1 Ewart Place, London E3 5EQ 

 




