


























The premises licence holder shall promote and comply with the principles set out in the 
Women’s Night Safety : 

• Charter and Woman’s Safety Principles set out in the London Borough of Camden’s 
Statement of Licensing  

• All front of house staff shall be trained in Welfare and Vulnerability Engagement (WAVE), 
“Ask for Angela”, drink spiking. Records of staff training shall be provided to an 
authorised officer upon request.“ 
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Well Walk Theatre Alcohol Licence Application 
Summary of Objections and Demographic Information 

 
 
Purpose of Document 
Based on the papers circulated by Camden’s licensing team on July 10, 2026, a total of 43 objections were 
submitted in response to the licence application by Well Walk Theatre (‘WWT’).  This document aims to: 
1.⁠ ⁠Summarise the principal themes arising from the objections. 
2.⁠ ⁠Present demographic information relating to the area surrounding WWT. 
 
Of note, one joint representation was submitted on behalf of three households.  The analysis presented herein 
necessitated that each of these three households be included individually, bringing the total number of 
objections included in the analysis to 45. 
 
 
Data Included in The Analysis 
The analysis is based primarily on the representations contained within the papers circulated by Camden's 
Licensing Team on July 10, 2026. In addition, we sought further information (‘Additional Information’) from 
objectors through a short questionnaire circulated during the last three days since publication of those papers. 
We were able to contact 37 of the 45 objectors. Unless otherwise stated, ‘the Area’ refers to the streets 
immediately surrounding Well Walk Theatre: Gayton Road, Willow Road, New End, Well Walk and Flask Walk. 
 
 
Paragraph 1: Location of Objectors Versus Supporters 
The majority of objectors live less than 100m of WWT, with 11 living less than 40m away.  By contrast, only 12% 
of supporters live within the immediate vicinity of the premises (the closest being 90m away).  Over 25% of 
supporters live more than 1km away and 57% of those live more than 2.5km away.  This difference in proximity 
is directly relevant to the extent to which individual residents are likely to experience noise, congestion or other 
disturbance arising from the proposed licence1. 
    

                   
 
 
Paragraph 2: Demographics of the Area (*Based on the Additional Information) 
93% of objectors are families with young or teenage children, or people aged over 65. All respondents stated 
that they chose to live in the Area because of its exceptionally quiet, predominantly residential character. Prior 
to WWT opening in 2024, there were no commercial premises in the Area. The nearest public houses are ~135m 
and 150m away, and the nearest shop is ~160m away. This question of demographics is less relevant to 
supporters because, as shown in Paragraph 1, most supporters do not live in the Area. 
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Paragraph 3:  Medical Conditions - The Importance of a Quiet Environment (*Based on Additional Information) 
Some residents (both adults and children) have chosen to live in this exceptionally quiet, residential area because 
of serious and/ or debilitating medical conditions, including epilepsy, neurodiversity, severe chronic migraine 
(requiring treatment with anti-epileptics) and chronic insomnia.  For these individuals, preservation of a quiet 
living environment is critically important. Residents are concerned that the increased noise, congestion and 
disturbance likely to be associated with the proposed licence, would exacerbate existing health conditions.  More 
generally, residents are concerned about the effect of increased evening and night-time noise on sleep quality 
and, in turn, on mental and physical wellbeing and their ability to function effectively at school and work. 
 
 
Paragraph 4:  Engagement with Residents in the Vicinity of WWT Prior to the Licence Application (*Based on 
the Additional Information) 
The objectors are not aware of any attempt by the applicant to engage with nearby residents before submitting 
the licence application, either individually or through the Gayton Road/ Flask Walk residents associations. Most 
of us only became aware of the application through the statutory notice in the premises window. However, 
because the pavement was closed at the time, most residents did not see this notice until around day 11 of the 
28-day consultation period. 
 

By contrast, the business did engage with organisations operating more widely across Hampstead, including the 
Hampstead Neighbourhood Forum (‘HNF’) and the Heath & Hampstead Society (‘H&HS’). We have since sought 
to engage with both organisations regarding the basis of their support for the application. In the case of HNF, we 
are not aware of any consultation with residents living in the vicinity of the premises before its representation 
was submitted. We also understand that HNF's support was based, at least in part, on the view that this 
application simply regularises the previous use of Temporary Event Notices.  However, our understanding is that 
the current statutory regime limits this premises to a maximum of 21 days of licensable activity per calendar year 
under Temporary Event Notices, whereas the present application seeks a permanent licence authorising alcohol 
sales seven days a week from 11.00 am to 11.00 pm. 
 
 
Paragraph 5:  Congestion and Disturbance Already Experienced by Residents 
In their representations submitted as part of the consultation process, numerous objectors describe significant 
congestion on the pavement/ public highway adjacent to the premises, together with obstruction of the 
pavement/ public highway by advertising structures and prams, as well as noisy evening events. We include 
below relevant excerpts from individual representations. 
 

Of note, although the evening events were lawfully authorised for licensing purposes through Temporary Event 
Notices, we understand that this did not disapply the existing planning conditions governing the premises. 
Residents believe that a number of these events were inconsistent with those planning conditions, having 
generated noise disturbance during periods when Planning Condition 6 requires that "No sound emanating from 
the use shall be audible within any adjoining premises between 1900 hrs and 0800 hrs" and Planning Condition 
4 limits the permitted hours of use to 09.00–18.00, Monday to Sunday. 
 

“We have already experienced noise disturbance from the theatre’s evening events, particularly 
when the entrance door is left open. For example, we were disturbed by the Temporary Event 
Notice licenced events on the evenings of 10th & 11th September last year.” 
 
“For example, an evening event on 11/09/2025 involved the ground floor of the premises being 
packed with standing patrons, drinking. A video confirming the busy and noisy nature of the event 
has been provided to our solicitor by the relevant neighbour…. Three weeks later on 09/10/2025, 
another evening event resulted in such a degree of noise that one resident’s young child woke 
distressed and unable to sleep, coming downstairs crying as a result of the noise disturbance.”  

  
“The Well Walk Puppet Theatre also uses the nearby Livingston Studio as an ancillary service 
space. The is a constant stream of staff, goods and people bringing pushchairs between the 
locations.” 

 
“The current influx of visitors to the Theatre is already causing traffic congestion with taxi drop 
offs, visitor traffic as well as larger number of people on the pavements clustered around the Well 
Walk Puppet Theatre corner doorway making it impossible to pass without stepping into the 
road.” 
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“Since the Well Walk Theatre has been set up, we have noticed greater frequency of aggressive 
driving … on Gayton Road, Gayton Crescent and Willow Road due to the far higher number of cars 
from outside the area looking for parking in order to attend the theatre. This leads to a lot of 
social tension and aggression given that none of the roads are built with this level of traffic flow 
in mind.” 
 
“… the operator subsequently created dangerous conditions on both the pavement and the public 
highway, which we observed and have photographic evidence of, taken in November 2025: Two 
advertising billboards positioned on the carriageway of Gayton Road, requiring vehicles to 
manoeuvre around them; a bicycle used as an advertising structure, positioned so as to narrow 
the usable width of the pavement; prams parked on both the pavement and the carriageway. … 
On the day the photograph was taken, two vehicles on Gayton Road were unable to pass each 
other safely because one vehicle did not have unobstructed use of the carriageway as a direct 
result of the advertising structures.”  
 

As we described in our objections, the newly-widened pavement and square immediately outside the premises 
are relevant to the licence application.   In our view, a permanent licence permitting alcohol sales until 11.00PM 
would materially increase the risk of noise and disturbance in this quiet residential area.  Since the square’s re-
configuration a few months ago, residents have made two separate reports concerning anti-social behaviour to 
Camden's Community Safety Team (concerning daytime drinking on the pavement and prolonged disturbance 
after midnight by numerous apparently-intoxicated individuals in the square). 
 
 
Paragraph 6:  Attempts By Local Residents to Address Issues Resulting from Operation of WWT To Date 
As described in our objections, a number of residents have sought to address these issues constructively, either 
by speaking directly with the business or by raising concerns with Camden Council. Since the business 
commenced operations in 2024, 8 of the 45 objectors have made formal complaints to the Council and/or the 
business, many on more than one occasion. To date, these concerns remain unresolved and, in our experience, 
the business has shown little willingness to engage constructively with residents seeking, in good faith, to raise 
legitimate concerns. 
 
 
Paragraph 7:  Objections to Off-Sales Only 
18% of objectors initially objected only to the off-sales element of the application. Since publication of the 
representations four days ago, we have been able to contact four of these eight residents (the others are 
uncontactable).  All four told us that they now object to the application as a whole. 
 
For some of these residents, a significant factor in that change of position is the applicant's planning application, 
submitted three weeks ago on 17/06/2026, to remove the word "children" from the approved description of the 
premises. The applicant submitted this as a Non-Material Amendment under section 96A.  Twenty-two residents 
have since written to Camden Council expressing the view that the proposed amendment is material and should 
instead be considered through the normal planning application process, which would require consultation with 
residents. 
 
Signatories 
This summary has been prepared with input from the following individuals, who have requested to be 
signatories.  Where residents submitted individual representations, their names are listed individually. Where 
residents submitted representations as a household, their names are listed together: 
 
David Altaras      48 Flask Walk  
Mairead Bergin      27A Hampstead High Street  
Julian Blake     22 Gayton Rd 
Nicholas Bower      56 Gayton Rd  
Douglas and Jane Broadley    40 New End 
Martin Colloms and Dr. Marianne Colloms   56 Flask Walk 
John Cook & G Gail Counsell    63 Flask Walk  
Peter Corner      6 Well Walk  
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Sara and Mark Coxall     48 Willow Rd  
Geoff and Monica Dawes     2 Gayton Crescent  
Robert Dowsett      6 Gayton Crescent  
Dr. Jeffrey and Kirsty Fine     16 Gayton Rd 
Dr. Roger Hayward    43 Flask Walk  
Amanda Herrmann     24 Gayton Rd  
Lucas Herrmann     24 Gayton Rd 
Trea Hoving      10 Well Walk  
Tom Kearney     56 Flask Walk  
Thomas Koehrer      1 Gayton Crescent  
Massimo Marinelli and Lisa Ing*   36 Gayton Rd 
Dr. Aideen O’Neill & Dr. Dariush Mirfendereski*  75 Flask Walk  
Richard and Michelle Tyler*   Gardnor House  
Irina Malicnyz      8 Well Walk 
Simon and Anna Marshall     73 Flask Walk  
Michelle McCallum     11 Gayton Crescent  
Kiranpal Nandra      1 Gayton Crescent  
Mark Nevard     71a Flask Walk 
Wolfgang Pammer     20 Gayton Rd  
Katharina Schauer     20 Gayton Rd  
Diana Ratzer     37 Gayton Rd  
Trent Smyth and Emma Downey   4 Well Walk  
Grey Skipwith     11 Gayton Rd  
Jane Welch      35 Gayton Rd  
Michael Welch      35 Gayton Rd  
Dr. Robin Woolfson     12 Gayton Rd  
Dr. Victoria Woolfson     12 Gayton Rd  
Susan Wyatt      6 Well Walk  
 
 
Nine additional residents in the vicinity of the premises wished to state that they would have objected to the 
licence application had they been aware of the consultation process 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1  The number of objectors and supporters shown in the titles of the piecharts is the number of representations submitted.  

The calculation of distance includes all respondents who included an address in their representation.  Given absence of 
residential address, we have needed to exclude Councillor Stark, Heath & Hampstead Society and Hampstead 
Neighbourhood Forum from calculations on distance.  

* Objection submitted jointly. 




