
   

 

Key Objections to the Proposed Stamford Hill Neighbourhood Forum 

Dear …. 

  

I object very strongly to the proposed Stamford Hill Neighbourhood Forum because it 

does not properly represent the wide range of residents in areas it proposes to cover. If 

it goes ahead, it will have a disastrous impact on planning policy and community 

relations in north Hackney. I would like to make the following specific points: 

  

    1. The name of the forum – ‘Stamford Hill Neighbourhood Forum’ - is deceptive. It is 

designed to make the forum appear to be less threatening than it actually is. The four 

wards it proposes to cover (Lordship, New River, Cazenove, Springfield) include areas 

beyond Stamford Hill. Residents throughout N16 and in the nearby wards would be 

directly affected by it. 

  

    2. The area covered is so wide that no one could conceive of it as a ‘neighbourhood’. 

It appears to have been chosen so that the proponents of the forum can extend their 

influence and overdevelopment plans across as wide an area as possible.  

  

    3. Key members of the forum have a record of advocating, initiating and defending 

some of the most aggressive abuses of planning procedures and regulations in north 

Hackney.  

  

    4. The makeup of the forum does not represent the diverse communities of the areas 

it intends to cover. Its membership does not include a cross-section of conservation, 

business and faith groups.  

  

    5. The forum’s leadership is composed of a narrow group of councillors and ex-

councillors as well as additional individuals who have no known background in 

community work. It is not a cohesive, broadly based community group.    

  

     6. The overdevelopment in north Hackney perpetrated by the disgraced Stamford 

 Hill Neighbourhood Committee, which operated in the area until 2002, is an appalling 

precedent for this attempt to revive it. Like the proposal for the ‘areas of exception’, 

which was stopped in 2007, this new scheme is another attempt to subvert planning 

policy and fracture community relations in the area. 

  

    7. The record of certain individuals who have taken a leading role in organizing the 

forum - and would be responsible for running it - raises grave doubts as to whether it 

would operate in an open and honest way.  

  

    8. The forum would introduce yet another bureaucratic complication into the already 

complex planning system, one which unscrupulous developers would not hesitate to take 

advantage of.  

  

  9. The council has not properly publicized the proposed forum and a wide-ranging 

consultation of the communities and groups in the areas concerned has not been carried 

out. 


