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1. INTRODUCTION 

About this document 
 

1.1 This Consultation Statement is submitted to Westminster City Council together 

with the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum’s proposed Neighbourhood Plan.  

 

1.2 The Consultation Statement:  

• contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the 

proposed Neighbourhood Plan 

• explains how they were consulted 

• summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the consultees 

• describes how these issues and concerns have been considered or 

addressed in the proposed Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

About Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
 

1.3 The Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum is a community group that brings 

together the views of residents and businesses to speak with a collective voice 

about current issues and future developments in Maida Hill. 

 

1.4 More than 13,000 people live in Maida Hill. It has an ethnically diverse 

population and a broad socio-economic mix with a strong sense of local 

community. The Forum is working with local people (residents and workers) to 

create a friendly and flourishing space and are committed to developing the 

area into a thriving and positive, healthy and happy community. The aim is to 

develop an environmentally and socially conscious Neighbourhood Plan for the 

benefit of everyone. 
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2. ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITIES 

2016 - 2023 

Who were consulted 
 

2.1  Maida Vale Neighbourhood Forum consulted widely with local residents, 

voluntary sector organisations, Harrow Road retailers and Westminster City 

Council before preparing a draft Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

How they were consulted 
 

2.2 The Neighbourhood Plan has been strongly influenced by ideas, suggestions 

and feedback received from the community during a series of engagement 

events and meetings, as detailed below (see 2.4-2.9). 

 

2.3 People were made aware of each of the engagement events through: 

• Posters displayed in key locations and flyers delivered to all addresses in 

the neighbourhood (for AGMs only) 

• Notification, in the form of email, sent directly to the full list of contacts 

signed up to receive emails from the Forum 

• Updates posted by the Forum on various social media channels, including 

Facebook and Twitter (‘X’) 

• Updates to the Forum’s website. 

 

2.4 Placecheck walkabouts (2016) 

The Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum’s Committee organised two Placecheck 

walkabouts with local residents in October and November 2016. Around 50 

people attended the two events, each lasting over two hours. The aim was to 

observe and gather views on the neighbourhood’s strengths, weaknesses, as 

well as priorities for improvements. 

 

Attendees were asked to mark on the neighbourhood map the things / 

locations / features / buildings & spaces that they liked, disliked and where they 

thought priorities for improvements were. 

 

The Forum also piloted the Online Placecheck tool, with over 300 ideas and 

comments recorded on the online map, including those transferred from paper 

maps used during the walkabouts. 

 

These provided a sound basis for further work on analysing and grouping views 

and ideas, and identifying key objectives, draft policies and projects for the 
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Neighbourhood Plan. These engagement results were presented at subsequent 

meetings and engagement events. 

 

      
Figure 1: Flyers used to advertise Placecheck walkabouts in 2016 

 

 
Figure 2: Attendees at the start of the first Placecheck walkabout  
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Figure 3: A Twitter post inviting people to the first walkabout and showing the areas to be 

covered by four groups (left) and a snapshot of the Placecheck Online Tool with comments 

marked during the walkabouts 

 

2.5 Harrow Road Area Workshops (2017-18) 

In April 2017 and February 2018 Westminster City Council run a couple of day-

long stakeholder workshops and evening public meetings working closely with 

Maida Hill and Westbourne Neighbourhood Forums, and the Queen’s Park 

Community Council. The purpose of these events was to identify and discuss 

key issues of relevance to all three community organisations, and to feed into 

their Neighbourhood Plans. The ideas and proposals generated during these 

events also fed into Westminster City Council’s Harrow Road Place Plan and its 

placeshaping and regeneration programme. 

 

All four events were attended by a number of Maida Hill Neighbourhood 

Forum’s members and the relevant ideas generated at the events fed into the 

emerging Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan. 
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Figure 4: Flyer advertising the first Harrow Road public meeting organised by Westminster 

City Council, and photos taken during the stakeholder workshops and public meetings held in 

2017 and 2018.  

 

2.6 Maida Hill Planning Workshop (2017) 

The Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum continued the exploration of ideas for 

key location identified through the previous engagement sessions at the 

Planning Workshop in December 2017. Ten locations were discussed, and high 

level proposals drawn by a group of attending Maida Hill residents and the 

Forum’s Committee members. 
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Figure 5: Flyer advertising the Planning Workshop in December 2017 and a photo of one of 

the groups during the workshop.  

 

2.7 Marble House and Lydford Estate walkabout (2018) 

A walkabout of two key housing estates in the neighbourhood – Marble House 

and Lydford Road estates – was held in the Summer of 2018. Around 20 

members of the Forum’s Committee and Maida Hill residents attended and 

contributed their thoughts on topics such as priority environmental 

improvements, safety and anti-social behaviour and access to and through the 

estates. 

   

   
Figure 6: Photos from the walkabout in Lydford Estate (left) and Marble House estate (right)  

 

2.8 Annual General Meetings (AGMs) and Public Meetings (2016-2023) 

Since the start of its activities in 2016, the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 

held AGMs every year, save for the first year of Covid lockdown (2020). The 

2021 and 2022 AGMs took place online, while the others took place either at 

Walterton and Elgin Community Homes (WECH) Community Centre or the 

Emmanuel Church in Harrow Rd. Each meeting was attended by 40-60 local 

residents, business owners and workers in the area. 
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All AGMs were combined with Public Meetings, including interactive 

engagement sessions to gather ideas for the Neighbourhood Plan and collate 

views on the policies and projects drafted to date. Below is a selection of 

communication materials and photos from a few AGMs. 

 

   
Figure 7: Flyer advertising the 2016 AGM, including a short survey asking for views on top 

Neighbourhood Plan priorities  

 

   
Figure 8: Photos of the 2016 AGM  
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Figure 9: Public engagement session that took place immediately after the 2016 AGM  

 

    
Figure 10: Photos of the 2017 AGM which was combined with an interactive engagement 

session to gather views on the early draft of Neighbourhood Plan policies and projects 
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Figure 11: Examples of feedback received during the AGM / Public Meeting in 2017 

 

   
Figure 12: Flyer advertising the 2023 AGM and including information about the Forum’s key 

activities and discussion topic 
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Figure 13: Presentation by Troy Planning (the Forum’s planning consultants) shown at the 

2022 AGM 
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Figure 14: Presentation by Troy Planning shown at the 2023 AGM 

 

2.9 WECH Summer Festivals (2021 - 2023)  

The Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum participated in three consecutive annual 

WECH Summer Fairs 2021-2023. In the first year, the consultation focused on 

reconnecting with local people post-Covid lockdown, adding to and refining the 

ideas gathered through previous engagements and sharing information about 

the Forum’s activities at the time. The 2022 and 2023 events were used to 

consult local people on the emerging draft Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

In 2023 the Summer Fair consultation took place in the form of a stall that was 

situated next to a display of historical photographs of sites of local interest. 

Members of the Forum’s Committee took turns to greet attendees throughout 

the four-hour long event, provide information about the Forum and the 

emerging Plan. Attendees were invited to fill in questionnaires having been 

taken through consultation material (see Figures 16 and 17) and after 

discussing points raised. 

 

   
Figure 15: Two of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum’s Committee Members leading 

consultations at the 2021 Summer Fair (left) and the Forum’s stand at the 2023 Summer Fair 

(right) 
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Figure 16: Questionnaire used at the 2022  Summer Fair to gather local feedback 
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Figure 17: Display material used at the 2022 Summer Fair  
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Main issues and ideas raised 
 

2.10 Key messages received from the consultation activities were: 

 

• There is a strong sense of community and cultural identity in the area, 

which should be reflected in the range and mix of uses to support everyday 

life and community cohesion.  The area should strive to be safe and 

inclusive.  This should also extend to opportunities for local people to live 

and work in the area, with affordable workspace being accessible to the 

local community. 

• The quality and appearance of local shopping areas and public spaces 

should be improved.  Within these areas, uses that meet the needs of the 

community should be provided.  The presence of betting shops, fast food 

outlets and shisha bars should be minimised. 

• There is a lack of greenery and green space in the area.  Opportunities 

should be taken to protect the green spaces that do exist, enhance 

enjoyment of these, including for example, access to the Canal, and to 

provide new areas of green space.  New green spaces could be provided 

through new development or through introduction of street trees and 

pocket parks. 

• New development should be of an exceptional design quality and 

reflect the key qualities of the area, including the heights, densities and 

architectural features of buildings in Maida Hill.  Existing buildings should 

be reused in preference to redevelopment, with conversions undertaken 

sensitively, particularly in respect of any shops that are converted into new 

homes. 

• Proposals should support higher standards of sustainability across the 

area and encourage people to walk and cycle. 

 

How these issues and ideas have been 

considered or addressed 
 

2.11 The comments, views and ideas received through the engagement events 

informed the vision and objectives for the Neighbourhood Plan, as well as the 

policies and projects that flow from them.   

 

Appendices 1-3 contain more detailed information about the feedback received 

during the engagement events in the period 2016-23 (pre-Regulation 14).
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3. REGULATION 14 

CONSULTATIONS 

Introduction 
 

3.1 The formal Regulation 14 consultation of the pre-submission version of the 

draft Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan took place for a period of seven weeks 

between 4 October and 21 November 2023. Informal consultation was also 

undertaken at events on 20 August and 14 September 2023. This section of the 

Consultation Statement presents a summary of the process followed and 

feedback received. 

 

3.2 People were made aware of the consultation period through: 

• The Public Meeting and AGM of the Forum in May 2023, providing an 

update on the status of the draft Plan and forthcoming consultation 

• Publication of posters and flyers to advertise consultation and various 

drop-in events (see Figure 1 to 20) 

• Notification, in the form of email, being sent directly to statutory 

consultees, as advised by Westminster City Council, and the full list of 

contacts signed up to receive emails from the Forum 

• Updates posted by the Forum on various social media channels, including 

Twitter (‘X’) (see 21 and Figure 22). 

• Updates to the Forum website (see Figure 23). 

 

3.3 The above material encouraged people to view the draft Plan online and in 

person, with summary display material made available to view at four public 

drop-in events, including: 

• Informal consultation event at the WECH Summer Festival on 20 August 

2023 

• Informal consultation event at the Ashmore play street on 14 September 

2023 

• Consultation event at the Maida Vale Library on 16 October 2023 

• Consultation event at 2 Fernhead Road on 2 November 2023. 

 

3.4 Members of the Neighbourhood Forum’s Committee were in attendance at 

these events to answer any questions and talk people through the material and 

Plan as required.  The display material is included in Appendix 4 of this 

Consultation Statement. 

 

3.5 In addition to the drop-in events, the Plan and supporting material were 

available to view at Maida Vale Library for the duration of the consultation 

period. 
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3.6 People were encouraged to provide feedback via an online survey which was 

also available in print format for those wishing to complete by hand.  The online 

survey could be accessed via the website of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood 

Forum.  A copy of the print version of the survey is included in Appendix 5 of 

this Statement. 

 

3.7 Statutory consultees notified of the consultation included: 

• Equality and Human Rights Commission 

• Historic England 

• Natural England 

• The Coal Authority 

• Environment Agency 

• Greater London Authority  

• Transport for London  

• Westminster City Council. 

 

3.8 A copy of the email sent to statutory consultees to notify them of the 

consultation is included in Appendix 6 of this Consultation Statement. 

 

3.9 In addition to the above, Neighbourhood Forums adjacent to Maida Hill were 

also notified.  These comprised: 

• Queen’s Park Community Council 

• Westbourne Neighbourhood Forum. 

 

3.10 Various groups and organisations in the Maida Hill area were notified as part of 

the general email sent to all email contacts of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood 

Forum.  
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Figure 18: Leaflet advertising the Public Meeting and AGM of the Forum which provided 

updates on the draft Plan and where opportunities to raise awareness of the consultation 

were taken 
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Figure 19: Leaflet inviting people to attend a Neighbourhood Plan drop-in event and respond 

to consultation 
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Figure 20: Leaflet inviting people to Neighbourhood Plan drop-in event during the 

consultation period 



 

Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement 

  
28 

 
Figure 21: Social media post (on the Forum’s Twitter account), encouraging people to 

participate in the consultation   
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Figure 22: Various social media posts (on the Forum’s Twitter account), encouraging people to 

participate in the consultation 
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Figure 23: Screenshot from the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum’s website during the 

consultation period 

Responses 
 

3.11 Responses were received from a mix of residents, including people who live 

and work in the area, as well as from the statutory consultees and other 

organisations.  

 

3.12 Responses were received from the following statutory consultees and 

organisations: 

• Environment Agency 

• Natural England 

• Transport for London 

• Westminster City Council 

 

3.13 Responses were received both to the online version of the Regulation 14 

Consultation survey as well as in writing, by email and letter.  Comments were 

also captured at the drop-in events. 
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3.14 Comments made in response to policies are summarised in the following parts 

of this report, presented according to the section of the Neighbourhood Plan in 

which they appear. 

 

3.15 Responses made by the Steering Group to the comments received are 

presented in italics and highlighted in light grey shaded text (as per this 

sentence). 

 

3.16 In so far as surveys were completed and preferences expressed, each of the 

sections below includes a chart indicating how strongly respondents supported 

policies in the draft Plan. 

 

Community (section 5 of the Plan) 
 

3.17 Respondents to the survey were asked to ‘score’ each policy on a scale of 1–5, 

with 1 representing strongly disagree, and 5 representing strongly agree. The 

chart below (Figure 24) summarises the level of support by those who 

completed that part of the survey. This indicates a good level of support for the 

Community policies in the Plan, with a score of 4 or more for each policy 

indicating strong agreement for each. 

 

 
Figure 24: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Community 

policies 

 

3.18 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms suggested that existing 

social and community facilities, such as St. Peters Church, should be protected 

from loss, and that new facilities in the area should be provided for the 

community. 

The comments are noted and are reflected in Policy MHC1 of the draft Plan. 

 

3.19 Comments noted there are problems with the maintenance of Housing 

Association properties and that it should be easier to contact those responsible 

for ensuring that improvements and repairs are made.  It was also suggested 

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

MHC1: Social and community facilities

MHC2: Affordable workspace

MHC3: Affordable housing

Community policies
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that there should be more affordable homes for purchase in the area, and that 

there should be an empty homes register. 

The comments are noted. Reference to maintenance is appreciated. Simplifying the 

means to contact appropriate bodies to carry out repairs is beyond the scope of a 

Neighbourhood Plan, though is an area of concern that should be monitored. In 

terms of the stock of affordable housing, the Partial Review of the Westminster City 

Council’s City Plan is looking into matters of delivery and are not necessary to 

duplicate in the Neighbourhood Plan. The draft Plan does support initiatives that 

seek to reduce empty homes at Project MHe, as well as proposals from community 

land trusts and similar for affordable homes in perpetuity (Policy MHC3). 

 

Town centres (section 6 of the Plan) 

 

3.20 The chart below (Figure 25) summarises the level of support for the Town 

centres policies in the draft Plan.  All received a score of four or more, indicating 

strong agreement for each of the policies. 

 

 
Figure 25: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Town 

centres policies 

3.21 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms suggested that empty 

retail units, including those on Harrow Road, could be made better use of, 

including pop-up studios for local artists and makers. 

This is noted. Policy MHLN1 as drafted already includes reference to temporary use 

of vacant / empty units, which could include studio space. Policy MHC2 supports the 

delivery of affordable workspace in the area and Project MHD welcomes the reuse of 

empty buildings for affordable workspace. 

 

3.22 Comments pointed to the need for an association to be established to co-

ordinate action in the centres. 

There is already a Harrow Road Retailers Association. The Forum is keen to liaise 

with the Association with regards to initiatives in the centres. This is referenced in 

Project MHg in the draft Plan. 

 

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

MHLN1: Land uses in town centres

MHLN2: Design principles for designated
centres

MHLN3: Shopfront design and conversion

Town Centres policies
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3.23 Comments also said that more should be said in the Plan about the sale of 

vaping products in the area. 

In so far as it is able to, the draft Plan sets out policies in respect of appropriate uses 

in the centres, including concerns in respect of fast-food, shisha bars and betting 

shops. Further change at the national level is required to address matters associated 

with vaping. 

 

3.24 Westminster City Council said that Policy MHLN1 (Land uses in town centres) 

excludes certain sub-classes of Use Class E, even though these are appropriate 

in residential areas, and that because the Plan area falls within the North West 

Economic Development Area, which is considered suitable for employment 

uses, the draft Policy could not be implemented effectively. 

The policy in the draft Plan is to be reworded to allow for employment uses in 

residential areas (Class E). The policy as drafted notes that schemes should be 

designed carefully to avoid conflicts between different uses. This, alongside 

Westminster City Plan and London Plan policy, should help maintain and improve 

quality of life whilst also allowing for economic growth. 

 

3.25 In terms of Policy MHLN2 (Design principles for designated centres), 

Westminster City Council questioned whether the policy should also include 

reference to the retention and refurbishment of existing buildings as opposed 

to redevelopment. 

Policy MLE1 of the draft Plan sets out an approach to the re-use and retrofit of 

existing buildings and it is not considered that this needs to be duplicated in Policy 

MHLN2. However, the response from Westminster City Council notes that retrofit 

and refurbishment can also help contribute to some of the design objectives (around 

building lines and heights for example) and thus wording will be introduced into the 

policy to support this. 

 

3.26 Transport for London said they welcomed Part 2 of Policy MHLN2 and, 

specifically, the part of the policy supporting improvements to the quality of the 

public realm. 

The comments, which express support for the Policy, are noted by the Forum’s 

Committee. No change is required based on this. 

 

3.27 Although not a policy, Transport for London also wrote to say that they 

welcomed Project MHi (Delivery and parking strategy), and specifically those 

aspects of the project seeking to explore opportunities to rationalise space 

used for parking and deliveries, and how these might provide potential for 

areas of new greenery and outdoor seating. 

This is a project, as opposed to a policy, and it is intended that this will be further 

developed over time in partnership with Transport for London and other parties as 

appropriate. The expression of support for the idea is noted and welcomed by the 

Forum’s Committee.  
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Design and quality (section 7 of the Plan) 

 

3.28 The chart below (Figure 26) summarises the level of support for the Design and 

quality policies in the draft Plan. With the exception of Policy MHD2, all received 

a score of four or more, indicating strong agreement for each of the policies. 

Although the overall score for Policy MHD2 was less than this, it was still in 

excess of three, thus indicating overall agreement to the policy. 

 

 
Figure 26: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Design and 

quality policies 

3.29 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms suggested that 

mansard roof extensions should be resisted as the density of the area should 

not be increased. 

The design policies in the draft Plan, associated with the Design Code, do not 

preclude mansard roofs, but seek to ensure they are appropriate in scale and form 

with the character of the area. It is to be noted that the provision of mansard roof 

extensions may not equate to creation of additional homes and population, and 

thus an increase in density. 

 

3.30 Comments expressed concern about roof extensions, terraces and impact on 

amenity. 

This is addressed in Policy MHD2 in the draft Plan. 

 

3.31 Some comments also expressed a preference for gated developments, 

perceiving these to be safer environments. 

This perception, whilst appreciated, is not reflected in research underpinning an 

approach to Safer by Design. The draft Plan advocates good practice approaches to 
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urban design, building form, layout and movement networks to support safer places 

through passive surveillance. 

 

3.32 Westminster City Council questioned whether Policy MHD2 should discuss 

extensions to pitched roofs and, in Policy MHD3, whether the preference for 

retaining and refurbishing existing buildings (rather than redeveloping them) 

could be restated. 

Policy MHD2 is based upon the Design Code that sits alongside the Neighbourhood 

Plan and which draws out key points for the Plan area. The policy doesn’t preclude 

extensions to pitched roofs, but does state that extensions should reflect the 

character of the area. Policy MHD3 as currently drafted includes reference to the 

reuse of existing buildings but additional text will be added to make clear that this is 

the preference. 

 

3.33 Westminster City Council suggested revised wording for Policy MHD4 (Locally 

significant buildings) and the supporting text, providing clarity and alignment 

with the City Plan and NPPF. 

Comments are noted and changes are to be made to the Plan as advised. 

 

3.34 Westminster City Council also suggested some revised wording for Policy MHD5 

to allow for some flexibility in heights in order to support an approach to gentle 

densification in line with the City Plan. It is also suggested that a map of existing 

heights is included alongside the Policy. 

Comments are noted. The wording as drafted in the Policy is not considered to 

restrict gentle densification, but for this to be undertaken in such a way that reflects 

local character. Minor wording amendments are to be made to the policy to clarify 

this. A Plan will also be provided (reproducing that contained within the Design 

Code). 

 

3.35 Transport for London wrote to say they welcome Policy MHD6 (Safer Places by 

Design), but also suggested that reference could be made to the need for night-

time safety, particularly for women and girls, stating that routes for walking and 

cycling should be designed so they are safe for use (and perceived to be safe 

for use) by all members of the community. 

Whilst the draft Plan does make reference to creation of safe routes within the 

current policy, as well as in Policy MHS1 (Active and healthy travel), comments in 

respect of spaces being safe at night for women and girls is noted, and amendments 

will be made to the draft Plan to incorporate this. 
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Public realm (section 8 of the Plan) 

 

3.36 The chart below (Figure ) summarises the level of support for the Public realm 

policies in the draft Plan. All received a score of four or more, indicating strong 

agreement for each of the policies, with policies associated with new green 

spaces (MHP2) and access to the canal (MHP3) receiving the highest possible 

level of support from those who completed the survey. 

 

 
Figure 27: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Public 

realm policies 

3.37 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms suggested that it is 

important that the Market Place is thriving and a safe place for all. 

This is reflected in the aspirations in the draft Plan (and initiatives currently being 

taken forward by Westminster City Council) as well as policies in respect of safer by 

design (MHD6). 

 

3.38 Comments suggested that better care should be taken of the public realm, that 

there is regular maintenance of the canal footpaths, timely management of 

graffiti, rubbish and fly-tipping. 

These concerns are all acknowledged, although are not strictly land-use policy 

issues. However, the draft Plan, at Project MHl, for example, includes aspirations in 

respect of the maintenance and appearance of the public realm. 

 

3.39 Comments suggested that the idea of parklets is good, but that antisocial 

behaviour should be avoided.  It was also requested that the term parklets is 

defined. 

A definition will be provided in the glossary. Text in the draft Plan in relation to 

parklets and any new green space or area of seating says that it should be 

considered within the scope of ‘safer by design’. 

 

3.40 Comments expressed support for rain gardens to help manage and minimise 

the risk of surface water flooding, that people should not pave over front 

gardens, and that the quality of the sewerage system needs improving. 
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Support for raingardens is noted. In terms of paving over front gardens, this is 

subject to permitted development rights. However, and as per the comments from 

Westminster City Council, a project will be introduced into the draft Plan to 

encourage de-paving of areas of hard standing and retention of permeable surfaces. 

The quality of the sewerage system is for Thames Water to address, though inclusion 

of raingardens and other initiatives will help relieve the pressure on the sewerage 

system. 

 

3.41 Westminster City Council provided some general comments on the status of 

various public realm projects in the area and their alignment with aspirations in 

the draft Plan.  It was also suggested that, given the issue of surface water 

flooding in the area, that the draft Plan could include a policy on this. 

Whilst the issue of localised flooding is a concern in the Plan area, it is not 

considered necessary to include a policy on provision of sustainable drainage 

systems (SuDS) as this would duplicate the City and London Plan. It is also noted 

that the Government is to make delivery of SuDS mandatory in 2024 through 

changes to the Flood and Water Management Act 2010. However, and as 

Westminster City Council notes in their comments, there may be opportunities for 

other initiatives in the area to promote flood resilience, such as removing areas of 

hard surfacing and disconnecting downpipes etc. Not all of these are subject to 

planning policy and instead represent projects that property owners may bring 

forward. Support for this will be expressed through a project in the Neighbourhood 

Plan. 

 

3.42 Transport for London did not provide any specific comments on policies in this 

section of the draft Plan but did write to say they welcomed identification of 

projects MHk (Public realm projects), MHn (Pocket parks and parklets), and 

MHo (Raingardens and street tree planting). In terms of Project MHk, Transport 

for London suggested that they would support detailed proposals that 

encourage active travel whilst taking into account bus operations and 

infrastructure, and that an approach to ‘Healthy Streets’ should be adopted for 

the area, as well as consideration given to the ‘Vision Zero’ objective for road 

safety. 

The expression of support from Transport for London for these projects is noted and 

the Forum’s Committee hopes that opportunities will arise to help develop these 

further in partnership with Transport for London and other relevant partner 

organisations. The Healthy Streets approach is supported and is referred to in the 

draft Plan (in Section 9: Sustainable access), although, as suggested, Project MHk will 

be updated to be explicit in making reference to this, as well as Vision Zero and 

other initiatives being taken forward by Transport for London and the Greater 

London Authority along Harrow Road.    
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Sustainable access (section 9 of the Plan) 

 

3.43 The chart below (Figure 28) summarises the level of support for the Sustainable 

access policies in the draft Plan. All received a score of three or more, indicating 

agreement for each of the policies. 

 

 
Figure 28: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Sustainable 

access policies 

3.44 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms suggested that 

‘blocking’ streets to vehicular movement (as per policy MHS1 and Project MHq) 

could cause congestion elsewhere, and that this would not be welcome. 

The draft Plan promotes a wide range of travel choices and options, and good 

design of these such that they become safe and attractive propositions for use. It is 

hoped that this will lead to a reduction in local traffic movements. The intention in 

the draft Plan is not to cause congestion, but to remove the potential for ‘rat-running 

through residential streets’, and thus retaining through traffic on main streets which 

are designed for that type of movement. This aspiration reflects analysis prepared 

by Transport for London, as referenced in the draft Plan in Section 9, and would 

need to be subject to further assessment.  

 

3.45 Comments suggested that the one-way operation of streets around Elgin 

Avenue, Great Western Road and Harrow Road should be reviewed, and that 

proposals which make it more difficult for residents and visitors to park would 

be objected to. 

Any change to street design and operation would be subject to further assessment 

and could, as suggested in Project MHq, take the form of trial projects to explore 

potential solutions prior to implementation. This would allow scope for projects to 

be redesigned and configured as appropriate. In terms of visitor and resident 

parking, it is recognised that many people will continue to own and use a car. The 

Plan does not seek to stop this, but instead seeks to support opportunities that make 

other forms of movement safer and more attractive for people of all ages and 

abilities. 

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

MHS1: Active and healthy travel

MHS2: Mobilty hubs

MHS3: Car free development

Sustainable Access policies
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3.46 Comments suggest that [i] illegal parking on Harrow Road is a problem and [ii] 

that efforts to improve cycling conditions, particularly on Chippenham Road 

and Harrow Road, would be welcome. 

The comments are noted and are reflected in the draft Plan in Projects MHi and 

MHq respectively.  

 

3.47 The response from Transport for London welcomed inclusion of Policy MHS1 

(Active and healthy travel), though suggested that it be amended to clarify that 

the provision of cycle parking for different uses should be in line with the 

London Plan standards. 

This is noted and the Policy will be amended accordingly. 

 

3.48 Transport for London welcomed Policy MHS2 (Mobility hubs) though suggested 

Part 1 of the policy appears incomplete as it is not clear how cars would form 

part of a mobility hub. The approach set out in Part 2 (replacing car parking 

spaces with mobility hubs) is also welcomed by TfL. However, TfL also 

suggested that opportunities should be taken to improve existing cycle hire 

facilities and how these might be supplemented. 

The suggestions from Transport for London are noted and amendments are to be 

made to the draft Plan and supporting text to note that opportunities that seek to 

improve existing facilities will be welcome. 

 

3.49 Transport for London also welcomed Policy MHS3 (Car free development), 

noting it is consistent with the London Plan and Westminster City Plan. 

This is noted by the Steering Group. No further changes are required to the draft 

Plan based on this. 

 

3.50 In addition to comments on the policies summarised above, Transport for 

London also stated that they welcome inclusion of Project MHq (Active, healthy 

and liveable neighbourhoods) and Project MHr (Garden Streets, Homezones 

and Play Streets) within the draft Plan. In respect of Project MHq, Transport for 

London said that, at the current time, a cautious approach will need to be taken 

with regard to e-scooters and other micro-mobility solutions as use of these 

travel options are only currently subject to a trial project. 

This is noted by the Forum’s Committee and reference will be made to reflect this in 

the project box. As a project, the Committee welcomes the opportunity to work with 

Transport for London and other partners to further develop these ideas over time. 
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Environment (section 10 of the Plan) 

 

3.51 The chart below (Figure ) summarises the level of support for the Environment 

policy in the draft Plan. This received a score greater than four, indicating 

strong agreement to it. 

 

 
Figure 29: Chart displaying overall ‘score’ from survey responses to the Environment 

policies 

3.52 Comments made at drop-in events and on survey forms expressed support for 

low-carbon development and improvements to air quality. It was suggested 

that connections could be made with the Queen’s Park Community Council who 

are progressing several initiatives on climate change matters.   

Support for the policy is noted, as is reference to the work of the Community 

Council. Reference will be made in Project MHs in the draft Plan to working with 

other community groups as well as Westminster City Council. 

 

3.53 Comments also suggested that more should be done to improve the air quality 

in existing buildings. 

This is reflected in Policy MHE1 in respect of the re-use and retrofit of buildings. 

Westminster City Council is also undertaking a partial review of the City Plan, within 

which retrofit and environmental standards will be addressed. 

 

3.54 Westminster City Council suggested that the policy could include some revised 

wording to help bring clarity, that more information on what would be required 

in a Sustainable Design Statement could be provided, and that, beyond energy 

efficiency, the policy might also be set in the context of wider climate and 

environmental improvements to help contribute to safe and healthy homes. 

Comments are noted, with text in the policy and supporting text to be amended. 

 

Other comments 

 

3.55 In addition to the comments on specific chapters and policies in the Plan, as 

outlined above, other responses were received and points of relevance made. A 

summary is included below. 

 

3.56 The comments from Westminster City Council identified a series of 

typographical errors, including numbering of Policy titles, to be updated.  Points 

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

MHE1: Re-use and retrofit of buildings

Environment policies
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of clarification were highlighted, as well as wider funding streams that might be 

available (other than the Neighbourhood portion of CIL) to help deliver 

identified projects.   

The comments are helpful and are to be reflected in amendments to the draft Plan. 

 

3.57 It was also noted that informal comments previously provided on earlier drafts 

of the Plan had been incorporated in the Regulation 14 version. Furthermore, 

Westminster City Council provided several comments on the Design Code 

sitting alongside the draft Plan, with the primary comment being the need to 

review codes in respect of roof terraces and extensions to ensure they do not 

conflict with other guidance. 

The version of the Code made available for consultation at the Regulation 14 stage 

had been subject to comment from Westminster City Council and sought to reflect 

advice provided earlier in the process. The Code will be reviewed for internal 

consistency and compatibility with wider guidance. 

 

3.58 Natural England confirmed receipt of the notification of consultation but did 

not provide any specific comments on the draft Plan. 

This is taken, by the Forum’s Committee, to mean that Natural England is supportive 

of and has no issue with the Plan as drafted. 

 

3.59 The Environment Agency confirmed receipt of the notification of consultation.  

They provided a copy of their standard Neighbourhood Plan advice, but did not 

include any specific comments on the draft Plan. 

This is taken, by the Forum’s Committee, to mean that the Environment Agency is 

supportive of and has no issue with the Plan as drafted. 

 

3.60 In addition to comments summarised in previous sections, the response from 

Transport for London specifically stated ‘we commend you on some of the 

innovative approaches put forward in the Plan to improve the public realm, 

reduce vehicle domination and prioritise active and healthy travel’.   

 

Summary 
 

3.61 Consultation on the Regulation 14 draft of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan 

lasted for seven weeks. 

3.62 Considerable efforts were made to raise awareness of the consultation period 

and to encourage people and organisations to view the material and respond 

to this. 

3.63 Use was made of social media and a series of drop-in activities to display 

material and provide people with opportunities to respond. 

3.64 Notification of the consultation was sent directly to the statutory consultees, 

nearby Neighbourhood Forums and to those who signed up to receive emails 

from the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum. 
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3.65 Responses were received from a mix of residents and statutory consultees. 

3.66 There was a good level of support for the Plan and policies within it. Where 

comments have been received, these were generally helpful and, in the case of 

the statutory consultees, represented, in the main, phrasing and clarifications 

to help strengthen the Plan. 

 

 
Figure 30: Comment from Westminster City Council on the Regulation 14 

consultation version of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan (image silhouette 

designed by macrovector_official / Freepik; www.freepik.com) 
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APPENDIX 1: SUMMARY OF 

ENGAGEMENT FEEDBACK 

PRESENTED AT 2017 AGM  
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APPENDIX 2: POLICY & PROJECT 

IDEAS GATHERED 2017-2019 
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APPENDIX 3: SUMMARY OF 

FEEDBACK RECEIVED AT 2022 

AGM  

What are the best qualities of existing buildings that should be reflected in new 

developments? 

• Basements  

• Community uses  

• Communal gardens  

• Decorative features e.g. curved cornices  

• Small blocks  

• Remove ‘trashy’ adverts and shop signage 

• Quality doors and lighting with porch lighting  

• Low rise buildings  

• Gardens  

• Clean stonewall and brick walls  

• Sky scape elegance 

• Greenery, trees, flowering plants for pollinators  

• Decorative and interesting building materials (not glass) 

• Inclusion of art works / sculptures  

• Art deco features on the Zagros building  

• The RBS building dome, would make a good restaurant with outdoor space 

• Building height  

How can we make it easier for people of all ages to move around the area? 

• Provide more seats and benches  

• Reduce traffic flow/speed in residential streets that are used as ‘cut throughs’ 

(such as Goldney Road and Edbrooke Road), particularly near schools. Ideas 

include introducing new speed bumps, one way streets, and narrowing points.  

• Park benches dotted around so people can have lots of places to sit /pause. 

Would also help isolated people have somewhere to say hello.  

• Good street lighting, and good indirect light from domestic porch lights 

• New cycle lanes  

• Find the cobbles on Woodfield Road difficult  

• Better cycling facilities particularly on Shirland Road towards Brent, and along 

Ilbert Road  

• Better traffic management 

• Stepped/dropped curbs  

• Additional one way system to calm speeding and cut through (Edbrooke Road 

and Goldney Road) 
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• Bring back 414 bus route, plus more bus routes to other parts of London  

• Benches around the streets to stop and chat  

How can we improve our green spaces? 

• Maintain separate dog friendly areas  

• Use artificial grass 

• Have more green spaces 

• Introduce more plants for pollinators to attract them 

• Put planters in every available space e.g. in empty corners  

• Westminster Council low-budget gardeners are not of a high standard 

• Introduce more creative / low maintenance plants 

• Create wildflower patches for pollinators and birds  

• Plant flowering trees and shrubs which provide nectar, fruits and seeds for birds 

and pollinators 

• Help people to green their own areas 

• Encourage green initiatives 

• Identify spaces (walls, paths or pavements) that can be ‘greenified’ in any way, 

however small  

• Protect mature trees   

• Develop mini allotments  

• Introduce large planters across residential roads near school that block off traffic 

to non-residents and reduce traffic cut throughs that endanger children’s lives – 

similar to what they have in Brent 

• More dog poo bins  

• Create a forest with trees and real earth  

• Allocate specific areas of our parks as dog free  

• More speed bumps in side roads  

Do our present community facilities cater for our needs? 

• More facilities for young people – volleyball and basketball areas 

• Return the Lydford Tenants Hall to the Community  

• Return the Portgate Hall to the Community  

• More accessible adult education  

Are our everyday needs provided for in our shopping areas  

• Need more police officers to patrol the area 

• Need a better priced supermarket  

• There is very little diversity of offer  

• Only low quality supermarkets, organic supermarkets should be introduced  

• Refuse planning permission for all betting shops  

• Would like to see more independent shops  

• Wine bar needed  

• Better bakers needed  

• What is happening to the Chippenham Pub?  



 

Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Statement 

  
54 

Other comments  

• There are opportunities for more green space on Hormead Road and on the 

Lydford Estate 

• On Hormead Road – the ‘Pan Park’ has been removed by the council, ongoing 

work to try and recover it, further opportunity for a community greening 

initiative  

• There is a lot of potential on the Lydford Estate for greening improvement, 

potential project idea here for flower planting. There are apparently a lot of 

‘leftover spaces’ which could accommodate planters and parklets.  

• There is £8000 in CIL money to go towards parklets  

• Idea for any parklets – introduce native plants. 
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APPENDIX 4: REGULATION 14 

CONSULTATION DISPLAY 

MATERIAL 
This appendix includes copies of display material used at the drop-in consultation 

events, which summarised the content of the Plan and policies within it. 
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MAIDA HILL 
NEIGHBOURHOOD 
PLAN

August 2023 consultation on 
the draft plan by the Maida 
Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
(MHNF)

www.maidahillforum.org.uk

info@maidahillforum.org.uk
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MH   
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Welcome

Thank you for viewing the Neighbourhood Plan consultation material. 

The material presented here summarises the policies, and projects, in 

the draft Neighbourhood Plan. These have been informed by comments 

and ideas put forward in previous consultation events.

The Neighbourhood Plan is the first of its kind to have been prepared 

for our area. The purpose of neighbourhood planning is to give local 

people and businesses a greater say in how the places they live and 

work should change and develop over time. The Neighbourhood Plan 

covers all of Maida Hill, as outlined in red in the map on the right. 

Your views are now formally sought on the draft Plan and policies 

within it. Consultation is open until end of October 2023. Please do let 

us have your views by then.

All the documents you need can be found on our Forum’s website, and 

a link to the online response form for your feedback –

www.maidahillforum.org.uk

Any comments or questions, please email us at 

info@maidahillforum.org.uk

2
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
Initial consultation on the draft plan

Content of the Plan

• The Neighbourhood Plan is not the same as the City of 

Westminster’s City Plan. That sets out the main framework 

for the whole area, while this Plan focusses on Maida Hill’s 

needs and characteristics

• The Neighbourhood Plan does not allocate land for 

development but does recognise that if development does 

happen, then it must reflect the best qualities and 

characteristics of the area, and deliver benefits to the 

community

• The Neighbourhood Plan includes policies that seek to 

influence future changes to streets and shops. It also 

includes aspirations on public investment, including 

improved infrastructure. They are projects towards which 

applicants and other funding partners might contribute

3

MAIDA HILL 
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
Initial consultation on the draft plan

Vision

The policies in the Neighbourhood Plan 
are framed by an overarching vision and 
set of objectives. These have evolved in 
response to what local people have told 
us is important to them.

Vision

Maida Hill has a distinctive history and urban character with 

a mix of Victorian terraces and 20th century housing estates 

at a high but gentle density, and with a network of small but 

well used green spaces. It has good transport links, with 

Harrow Road functioning as a local high street and Maida Hill 

Square as its main public space. 

Maida Hill is known for its ethnically mixed and 

socioeconomically diverse community, founded on decades of 

community activism and trailblazing resident led housing 

action. The area played an important role in the history of 

20th century music, and provided a home for a number of 

iconic, arts and cultural organisations.

This Plan seeks to retain and protect these positive features, 

while facilitating environmental improvements and responses 

to the climate change, new jobs, renewed cultural vibrancy, 

an attractive and economically successful high street, and 

sustainable regeneration serving all sections of Maida Hill 

community, in the years ahead.

4
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Objectives

Objective 1: Community

To maintain a strong sense of community, 

foster social inclusiveness and support 

opportunities for local businesses and SMEs

Objective 2: Town centres

To support a network of local services and 

facilities that provide for the day-to-day needs 

of the local community

Objective 3: Place quality

To deliver high quality design in development 

that is distinctively ‘Maida Hill’

Objective 4: Public space

To retain and deliver new areas of greenery, 

safe and attractive open space 

Objective 5: Movement

To create an environment that makes it 

safe and easy for people to move about by 

foot and by bike

Objective 6: Low carbon

To support initiatives that make Maida Hill 

resilient to the effects of climate change

5

MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Community

Policies in the draft Plan seek to: 

• Protect and improve community facilities,

and encourage new facilities (in particular, 

centres for children and young adults)

• Encourage affordable housing, and 

affordable workspaces

• Protect pubs, and encourage new pubs 

(where in appropriate areas)

• Improve CCTV coverage and street lighting

• Improve communications between public 

organisations and residents

6
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Town Centres

Policies and projects in the draft Plan seek to: 

• Avoid building heights that are inconsistent with the 

prevailing heights of adjacent buildings

• Promote good quality shopfront design and conversion

• Encourage initiatives that improve pedestrian routes,  

such as more green space and opportunities for 

outdoor seating and dining

• Avoid the proliferation or over concentration of betting 

shops and hot food takeaways in Maida Hill

• Develop an empty property register 

7

MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Design and Quality

Policies and projects in the draft Plan seek to: 

• Encourage design qualities within type of the character 

area it is located in as defined in the Maida 

• Ensure that roof terraces do not result in the alteration of 

traditional roof forms

• Ensure that roof extensions respect the prevailing 

character, including materials and height, of their locality

• Encourage good practice on design features that improve 

public safety (such as visually open pedestrian routes)

• Protect locally significant buildings (such as the former 

Welford & Sons Dairy in Shirland Road)

8
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Public realm

Policies and projects in the draft Plan seek to: 

• improve the setting of local and neighbourhood centres, and 

the quality of the public realm within them

• enhance the quality of green spaces and facilities within 

them, including work with WCC and partners to explore the 

installation of “Parklets” to provide small areas of greenery

• support roof gardens and green walls so long as suitable 

measures mitigate any potential adverse impacts

• take opportunities to provide public views and public access 

to the Grand Union Canal

9

MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Sustainable access

Policies and projects in the draft Plan seek to: 

• Support the ‘active, healthy and liveable neighbourhoods’ 

concept, restricting the potential for through traffic to divert 

away from main distributor routes onto smaller streets and 

residential roads

• Proposals for major residential and commercial development 

are expected to include plans which make clear how they 

encourage walking and cycling

• The Plan identifies potential locations for new and or 

improved walking and cycling routes, and the Forum is keen 

to explore the design and delivery of these

• High quality design mobility hubs that connect to green 

spaces will be supported

10
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MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

Policy themes: Environment

Policies and projects in the draft Plan seek to: 

• Encourage action to retain, refurbish and sensitively retrofit 

existing buildings, improving the sustainability of existing 

buildings

• Promote opportunities through development to introduce 

greenery into the public realm

• Promote delivery of greener streets throughout Maida Hill, 

particularly where this will help manage and mitigate 

localised flooding issues

• Measure, monitor and introduce strategies to reduce air 

pollution within Maida Hill

11

MAIDA HILL NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

Initial consultation on the draft plan

How to respond

Thank you for viewing the consultation material.

Please do let us know what you think about the draft Plan by 
completing the questionnaire.

The questionnaire can be completed online via the Maida Hill 
Neighbourhood Forum website: www.maidahillforum.org.uk

Alternatively, you can complete a paper version of the 
questionnaire and return to MHNF, c/o 2 Fernhead Road, 
Maida Hill, London, W9 3ET

You can also contact us by email: info@maidahillforum.org.uk

The consultation period runs until 31st October 2023

Making the Plan
We will review all comments and prepare 

a revised Plan for submission to 
Westminster City Council later this year.

The Council will re-consult on the Plan 
and appoint an independent examiner to 

review it. They will advise if the Plan 
should proceed to a referendum or not.

At the referendum, everyone of voting 
age living in the Plan area will have a 

chance to say if the Neighbourhood Plan 
should be adopted ('made’).

If more than 50% of people who turn out 
to vote are in favour of the Plan being 

made it can then be used to inform and 
determine planning applications as well 

as opportunities for future investment 

across the area.

12
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APPENDIX 5: REGULATION 14 

SURVEY 
This appendix includes a copy of the print version of the survey made available during 

the Regulation 14 consultation exercise. 
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Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  
      

 

REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION: FEEDBACK FORM 
 
PLEASE RETURN BY 21st November 2023 
 

The draft Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan has been informed by and responds to comments 
made during earlier consultation events.  We are now seeking your views on the draft Plan. 
 
The draft Plan includes a series of proposed policies that will help shape future change and 
development in Maida Hill.  These are highlighted in light blue boxes throughout the Plan 
and prefixed with the words ‘Policy MH’. 
 
The draft Neighbourhood Plan also includes a series of wider projects and ideas for change 
in Maida Hill. They are highlighted in yellow boxes and prefixed with ‘Project MH’. 
 
Your comments will be read and considered carefully and may result in modifications to the 
draft Plan before it is submitted to Westminster City Council.  There will then be a further 
consultation on the final draft Neighbourhood Plan ahead of the independent examination. 
 
Before you complete this questionnaire please take the time to familiarise yourself with the 
draft Plan.  This is available online via the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum website: 
 
www.maidahillforum.org.uk 
 
The questionnaire can be completed and returned online.  This form can also be returned by 
email, to: 
 
info@maidahillforum.org.uk 
 
Alternatively, the form can be returned by post: 
 
MHNF 
c/o 2 Fernhead Road, Maida Hill, London, W9 3ET 
 

Thank you very much for your time and feedback 
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Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  
      

 

COMMENTS 
If you have any comments or suggested modifications please add them here, stating the 
section of the draft Plan or Policy to which they refer: 
 

Section of 
Plan / 
Reference 

Comment 

  

  

  

  

  

Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary 
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Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  
      

 

YOUR DETAILS 
 
Please note that fields marked with a [*] are required 
 

Name [*] 
 
 

Organisation 
 
 

Address [*]  

Post Code [*]  

Email address 
 
 

 
Are you (please tick all that apply) [*] 

A resident of Maida Hill [*] □ Yes   □ No  

An employee in Maida Hill [*] □ Yes   □ No 

Other (please indicate)  

 
How old are you (please only tick one) [*] 

Under 18 18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 55 56 - 65 Over 65 
Would 
rather 
not say 

        
 

 
CONSENT 
 
We need to store your personal information 
in order to receive your comments. 
 
A summary of comments will be made 
publicly available.  Please note that any other 
personal information provided will be 
confidential and processed in line with the 
Data Protection Act 1988 and General Data 
Protection Regulations.  Maida Hill 
Neighbourhood Forum will process your 
details in relation to the preparation of this 
document only. 

 
 
Please confirm whether you agree to the 
following: 
 

I consent to Maida Hill 
Neighbourhood Forum 
storing my personal data for 
the purposes of this 
Neighbourhood Plan 
consultation [*] 

□ Yes   □ No 
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APPENDIX 6: REGULATION 14 

NOTIFICATION 
A copy of the email sent to the statutory consultees to advise them of the consultation, 

and to invite response, is presented in this appendix. 

From: MHNF Information <info@maidahillforum.org.uk> 

Sent: 04 October 2023 21:29 

To: info@maidahillforum.org.uk 

Subject: Consultation on the Maida Hill (London W9) Neighbourhood Plan 

 

Dear Colleague 

Formal consultation (Regulation 14, Town and Country Planning, England, 

Neighbourhood Planning Regulations) of the Maida Hill Neighbourhood Plan 

I am now pleased to advise that the formal consultation (Regulation 14, Town and 

Country Planning, England, Neighbourhood Planning Regulations) of the Maida Hill 

Neighbourhood Plan runs until 21st November. 

The Neighbourhood Plan and accompanying consultation material is available to view 

online via the MHNF website: 

https://maidahillforum.org.uk/latest-news/131-draft-neighbourhood-plan-and-design-

code-is-now-underway.html 

Two consultation events are also being held where you can find out more. 

These will be held at Maida Vale library and the council workspace at 2 Fernhead Road 

on the following days: 

Maida Vale library, Sutherland Avenue - Monday 16th October, 6:00pm to 7:30pm 

2 Fernhead Road W9 3ET - Thursday 2nd November, 6:00pm to 7:30pm 

If you would like to make representations, please complete the online survey 

accessible via the MHNF. Alternatively, you can download the survey form from the 

website and return by hand or post: 

c/o 2 Fernhead Road, Maida Hill, London, W9 3LL 

Representations can also be submitted by email, to info@maidahillforum.org.uk.  

Regards, 

Chair, Maida Hill Neighbourhood Forum 
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