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Say ‘no’ to the Stamford Hill  

Neighbourhood Forum 

 

 

@planningwatch 

 

#n16planningwatch 
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How did we get here? 

 

Throughout 1990s planning enforcement was 

virtually non-existent. The council in virtually 

permanent crisis. 

 

1996 Hackney Labour Group fractured. 1998 

election local elections (riddled with voter fraud) 

 

Establishment of Stamford Hill Neighbourhood 

Planning Committee 

 

The Committee rubber-stamped planning 

applications to extend up, out and sideways like the 

following:- 
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Moundfield Road 



4 

Portland Avenue 
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Moundfield Road 
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Lingwood Road  
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Lingwood Road 
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Ashtead Road 
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Ashtead Road 

 



However… 

BBC News…Friday, 9 March, 2001 

 

Two councillors from the London borough 

of Hackney are facing jail after being 

convicted of the country's ‘largest’ vote-

rigging conspiracy… responsible for a 

2000% increase in proxy voting levels in 

the local election 
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BBC News… 

 

One pensioner, a Labour voter for 57 years, was 

tricked into giving her proxy vote to the Lib Dems. 

  

Two other pensioners signed away their votes 

believing they were supporting a petition to clear 

rubbish.  

 

Leibowitz even registered one of his brothers as two 

people.  
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BBC News… 

 

John Bevan QC, prosecuting, said:  

 

‘This is not about the odd bit of cheating 

here and there. The effect may have 

been to deprive Hackney of the council 

the electorate truly voted for’.  
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A period of retrenchment 

 

Judicial review by supporters of Hackney 

Planning Watch demonstrated that decisions of 

the planning committee were indefensible 

 

Planning was re-centralised  

 

A period of increasing ‘normality’ at the council 
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In 2007 the Council proposed an ‘Area of 

exemption’ 
 

The normal rules would not apply. 

 

In particular in regard to loft extensions and in-fill 

of back gardens. 

 

Largest public meeting ever in Stamford Hill. 

 

We mobilised: the proposals were defeated. 
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The latest threat: SHNF 

 

Using Localism Act in an attempt to ‘seize 

control of planning 

 

Some familiar characters: Christopher Sills, 

Isaac Leibowitz, and Ian Shearer 

 

Plus some new ones: Benzion Papier and 

Councillor Simche Steinberger 
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Councillor Simche Steinberger… 

 

‘…devolved planning powers could, for 

example, enable residents in my ward 

(Springfield) and other wards which have 

similar needs to change the rules governing loft 

conversions and extensions, so as to make it 

easier for growing families to adjust their 

homes to suit their needs.’ 
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Like these perhaps? 

 

    Ashtead Road                     Portland Avenue 
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‘SHNF believe: the real power that the 

Forum had was in relation to local authority 

planning decisions - Planning Officers would 

have to take regard of the Neighbourhood 

Plan when making decisions’. 

 

 

SHNF committee minutes 28 August 2012 
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This appeared on the SHNF site until we asked 

about it. Can anyone explain what it means ? 
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‘SHNF leaflet: an appeal to one community only?  
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   From an opponent of Planning Watch… 
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Councillor Simche Steinberger… 

 

‘the Localism Bill…will significantly curtail the 

ability of Hackney Council to ignore the views 

of local residents and return power back to the 

people where it belongs’. 

 

Hackney Citizen Tuesday 10 May 2011  
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Our objections 

 

1This proposal fails to acknowledge the serious 

planning problems in the area or to offer any 

effective solutions to them.  

 

2The proposed body is inconsistent with the 

purpose of the Localism Act 2011. 

 

1No convincing argument has been made as to 

why these four wards constitute a 

neighbourhood.  
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4. The establishment of such a body would be 

inconsistent with the Council’s obligations 

under the Equality Act 2010.  

 

5. We view this proposal as an attempt by 

local politicians to manipulate existing 

ethnic and religious divisions 

 

6.  The proposal is an attempt to revive the 

Stamford Hill Neighbourhood Committee.  
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7 There is no community consensus about 

the establishment of a forum and the 

management body is wholly 

unrepresentative 

 

8 The proposed body has no history or 

tradition as a community organisation.  

 

9 There are serious questions as to the 

fitness of some of those involved to 

exercise public functions.  
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What are we going to do? 

 

•We need to respond to the consultation 

 

•We need to alert our communities to the threat 

 

•We need to build a powerful lobby which can 

effectively communicate 

 

•Able to mobilise a ‘no’ vote 
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