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Report Summary
An application for the designation of the Tulse Hill (TH) area, identified in map (a) at Appendix 2
to be designated as a neighbourhood area and for the designation of the Tulse Hill Forum (THF)
as a neighbourhood forum were both submitted to the Council in September 2015.
Both applications were publicised by the Council for a period of six weeks from 22 October to 4
December 2015 in accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.
Lambeth Council is now required to consider these responses and to make a decision on the
TH neighbourhood area and forum applications.
Finance Summary
There are no direct financial implications in relation to the matters which are the subject of this
report (that is, the decisions on whether to designate a neighbourhood area and forum).
However, local planning authorities may claim £5,000 from Department of Communities and
Local Government (DCLG) for the designation of each neighbourhood area and forum. There
may also be financial implications that arise in due course following the making of these
designations e.g. if progress is made towards the preparation of a neighbourhood plan.

Special reasons justifying urgent consideration
The Chair is of the opinion that although this report had not been available for at least five clear
days before the meeting, nonetheless it should be considered now as a matter of urgency
because of the special circumstances that the application is time sensitive and needs to be
considered within certain timeframes and the next Cabinet meeting would be too late.

Recommendations
1) To note the responses to the publication of the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area and forum
applications as set out at Appendix 1.
2) To refuse the application by the Tulse Hill Forum for designation as a neighbourhood
area for the whole area for the reasons set out in the report.
3) To designate the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central), as shown in map (b) at
Appendix 2 as a neighbourhood area for the reasons set out in the report.
4) To approve the application by the Tulse Hill Forum as the neighbourhood forum for the
part of the area recommended to be designated in recommodation (2).
5) That Cabinet instructs officers to publicise its decisions in relation to recommendations
(2), (3) and (4) in accordance with the statutory requirements.

1.
1.1

Context
Neighbourhood Planning
The Localism Act 2011 and Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012 set out the
process by which an application can be made by a local grouping or organisation for
designation as a neighbourhood forum and for the designation of a neighbourhood area.
The designation of a neighbourhood area and forum are the first steps in the process of
neighbourhood plan preparation. A neighbourhood plan, if brought into force, would form
part of the Council’s development plan for the Borough.

1.2

The THF acquired support from Locality (a DCLG sponsored body) early in 2015 with the
function to speed up neighbourhood planning in England. This assistance was provided
through the consultancy services of ‘Imagine Places Ltd’ which has experience in
preparing neighbourhood area and forum applications across England. The THF
commissioned Imagine Places Ltd to prepare legally compliant neighbourhood area and
forum applications on their behalf by September 2015. This process involved a number of
local engagement exercises. The TH neighbourhood area and forum applications were
received by Lambeth Council in September 2015.

1.3

The designation of a neighbourhood area and neighbourhood forum are the first steps in
the process of producing a neighbourhood plan. There were 42 responses to the six week
publication period (22 October to the 4 December 2015) on these applications.

1.4

1.5

Lambeth Council ’s Community Plan 2013-16
Lambeth has set out to deliver three key aspirations during the period 2013 - 2016. These
are: more jobs; safer and stronger communities; cleaner streets; and greener
neighbourhoods. Neighbourhood planning, where it is implemented, has the ability to play
a supporting role in fulfilling these objectives by enabling people to take a greater
responsibility in their neighbourhoods, to feel valued and to be part of their local
community network.
Previous Cabinet Decisions relating to Neighbourhood Planning
In July 2014, Cabinet agreed the preparation of Co-operative Local Investment Plans
(CLIPs) as a means of engaging with local communities in relation to the ‘neighbourhood
element’ of the Lambeth Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL). The basic requirement is
that CIL must be spent on ‘infrastructure’. Under the CIL Regulations and the NPPG, there
is greater flexibility about how the ‘neighbourhood element’ can be spent as compared
with mainstream CIL receipts. The neighbourhood element is potentially capable of being
spent on ‘anything that is concerned with addressing the demands that development
places on an area’. The July 2014 decision also increased the neighbourhood element of
the Lambeth CIL from 15% to 25%. Seven CLIP areas were developed in the borough:
the Waterloo CLIP area [Bishops Ward]; the North Lambeth CLIP Area [Prince’s and Oval
Wards]; the Stockwell CLIP Area [Stockwell, Vassell and Larkhall Wards]; the Clapham
CLIP Area [Clapham Town; Ferndale; Clapham Common and Thornton Wards]; The
Brixton CLIP Area [Loughborough Junction, Brixton, Herne Hill, Tulse Hill and Brixton Hill
Wards]; the Norwood CLIP Area [Gipsy Hill, Knight’s Hill and Thurlow Park Wards] and
the Streatham CLIP Area [Streatham Hill, St Leonards, Streatham Well’s and Streatham
South Wards]. The CLIP areas constructed are necessary boundaries for the
administration of the neighbourhood funding element of CIL across the borough.

1.6

So far Lambeth Council has two designated neighbourhood forum and neighbourhood
areas. The Southbank and Waterloo Neighbours (SoWN) were designated as a
neighbourhood forum and neighbourhood area by a decision of Cabinet on 10 February
2014. Lambeth Council agreed to the designation of the neighbourhood area in its
entirety within its borough boundary. The proposed SoWN neighbourhood area boundary
also covered an area of land in the London Borough (LB) of Southwark. The LB of
Southwark regarded a section of this boundary as inappropriate and only approved the
designation of a partial area of SoWNs proposed neighbourhood area boundary.

1.7

The Kennington, Oval and Vauxhall Forum (KOVF) was designated in respect of the KOV
neighbourhood area by a decision of Cabinet on 13 July 2015.

1.8

Both SoWN and KOVF took the CLIP areas into account when developing their proposed
neighbourhood areas that were later approved by the Council. The SoWN neighbourhood
area largely corresponds to the Waterloo CLIP area covering the majority of the Bishops
Ward. The KOVF neighbourhood area boundary broadly corresponds with the North
Lambeth CLIP area covering the Princes and Oval Wards.

1.9

The THF neighbourhood area as proposed by the THF falls mostly within the Brixton
CLIP area, which is made up of the Brixton Hill, Coldharbour, Herne Hill and Tulse Hill
Wards. A part of the neighbourhood area as proposed by the THF is in the Thurlow Park
Ward around Tulse Hill Station which is in the Norwood CLIP area. There also is a small
part of THF’s proposed neighbourhood area that falls into the Streatham Hill Ward which
is situated in the Streatham CLIP area.

Neighbourhood Regeneration in Norwood and Tulse Hill
1.10 In West Norwood and Tulse Hill the Council supports further inward investment to nurture
growth and maximise future development opportunities. Key regeneration activity in
Norwood and Tulse Hill includes: the West Norwood and Tulse Hill Town Centre
Economic Vision; the West Norwood and Tulse Hill Town Centre masterplan refresh; the
West Norwood KIBA health check and recommendations and the Norwood CLIP (see
section paragraph 1.5 above). These projects will be delivered in tandem through a
holistic and robust engagement process with local stakeholders. The West Norwood and
Tulse Hill Town Centre Economic Vision will provide a platform for West Norwood BID
development. The West Norwood and Tulse Hill Town Centre masterplan refresh involves
a review of the development opportunities further to the 2009 West Norwood Town
Centre masterplan and will provide a development and design strategy for these. The
West Norwood Key Industry and Business Area (KIBA) health check and
recommendations will undertake consultation with the businesses in the West Norwood
KIBA and suggest recommendations to further activate it. The Norwood CLIP thorough
engagement and co-production activities, will produce an evidenced list of citizens’
priorities for the spend of neighbourhood CIL in the Norwood CLIP Area.

2.

Proposal and Reason
The Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area Application

2.1

An application for the designation of a neighbourhood area under the Neighbourhood
Planning Regulations 2012 must include:




a map which identifies the area to which the area application relates;
a statement explaining why this area is considered appropriate to be designated as
a neighbourhood area; and
a statement that the organisation or body making the application is a relevant body
for the purposes of section 61G of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

2.2

The Council is not obliged to designate the entire proposed area in a neighbourhood area
application if it is considered not appropriate in accordance with sub-section 61G(5) of the
Town and Country Planning Act 1990. A local planning authority can make the decision to
refuse a neighbourhood area application if it is considered that the specified area is not
appropriate. The Council must also publish its decision in regard to a neighbourhood area
designation in accordance with the statutory requirements.

2.3

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) Planning Practice Guidance (PPG)
sets out the considerations that should be taken into account when designating a
neighbourhood area. In addition the Local Government Association (PAS) have produced
advice for local planning authorities on determining an appropriate neighbourhood area.
To assess an appropriate area in accordance with the PPG and PAS guidance, a LPA
must ensure neighbourhood areas are coherent, consistent and appropriate in planning
terms.

2.4

A map which identifies the area to which the area application relates: A map of the
proposed neighbourhood area was submitted to the Council as part of the THF
neighbourhood area application as shown in map (a) at Appendix 2.

2.5

A statement explaining why this area is considered appropriate to be designated as
a neighbourhood area: A THF statement was submitted to the Council as part of their
application. It outlines that the THF area ‘follows human made physical boundaries such
as railways (to the south and east of the area), major roads (Brixton Hill and the South
Circular) and green spaces (Brockwell Park) that have an impact on how local people
move around and used local services and amenities’. Furthermore it sets out that the THF
follow ‘administrative boundaries (existing ones such as borough and Ward boundaries
and historic ones). Lastly the THF state that: ‘it is considered that this is the appropriate
area as it is widely regarded as “Tulse Hill” by the THF comprising of those who live and
work in the area or are an elected member of Lambeth Council. The proposed area was
developed following consultation with the local community’.

2.6

A statement that the organisation or body making the application is a relevant body
for the purpose in accordance with section 61G of the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990: Officers are satisfied that THF is a body which is capable of being designated
as a neighbourhood forum (as explained in this report paragraph 2.27 – 2.54) and
therefore that the application for area designation has been made by a body which meets
the relevant criteria.

2.7

Responses to the Publication of the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area Application
The TH neighbourhood area and forum applications were publicised by the Council for a
period of six weeks. There were 42 responses received on both the neighbourhood area
and neighbourhood forum applications in total. Of these responses, there were 14
objections to the proposed THF neighbourhood area. 22 respondants were in support of
the area application and 6 respondants did not have an opinion. Details of the the
responses recieved can be found at Appendix 1. Furthermore information on the
publication methods is set out at section 5 of this report.

2.8

The objections related to three main sections of the THF proposed neighbourhood area as
set out at Appendix 1. The areas are denoted on map (b) at Appendix 2 and are referred
to as the THF neighbourhood area (central), (east) and (north).

2.9

Objections to the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (east): This area is set out at map (b)
Appendix 2. This area contains three main disputed areas.

2.10 Brockwell Park: The first area that recived objections is Brockwell Park. Brockwell Park
Community Partners (BPCP) is the working name of the Brockwell Park Management
Advisory Committee. BPCP is a registered charity. The secretary of Brockwell Community
Partners (BPCP) submitted an objection on the 17/11/15. It set out that 50 of its members
voted as supporting the position that ‘BPCP was not in favour of dividing Brockwell Park in
any way and believed that the park and Brockwell Park should continue to be treated as a
single entity for all purposes, in line with BPCP existing policy.’ The Council facilitated a
meeting between the THF, BPCP, Herne Hill Forum (HHF) and Norwood Planning
Assembly (NPA) on 25/11/15 (see Table1. below). The HHF are a community forum
based in Herne Hill. NPA form part of Norwood Action Group (NAG) a community forum
based on Norwood. At this meeting it was agreed that the park should remain one single
entity for planning purposes. The THF accepted the removal of the park from their
proposed neighbourhood area boundary. The THF also agreed to develop a
Memorandum of Understanding which will set out joint working arrangements between the
THF, BPCP, HHF and NPA through the preparation of their future anticipated
neighbourhood plan.
2.11 Trinity Rise: The next disputed area of the proposed THF neighbourhood area was raised
by HHF. This area is set out at map (b) Appendix 2 and relates to Trinity Rise. They raised
concern with the Council over the designation of the section of land between Brockwell
Park Gardens, Guernsey Grove, Bello Close, Hawarden Grove, Rosendale Primary
School, Deronda Romola Road, Lower Peabody Estate Norwood Road and Trinity Rise.
HHF have prepared a draft of their proposed neighbourhood area which they intend to
submit to the Council in early 2016.
2.12 As noted above the Council facilitated two meetings between the THF and HHF to resolve
overlapping neighbourhood areas . The HHF demonstrated at these meetings that they
had undertaken community projects in the above disputed locations and that they have
support from the residents for any forthcoming HHF neighbourhood plan in these sections
of land.

2.13 The THF member information as set out in the Post Code Analysis at Appendix 4 does not
show THF has representation in these areas and their reason for including this part of the
proposed neighbourhood area related to Ward boundaries alone. The THF and HHF
agreed to the revision of the neighbourhood area boundary in respect to the disputed
sections of land through compromises on both sides. This was confirmed in a letter to the
Council from the HHF on 03/12/15. THF and HHF also agreed to develop a
Memorandum of Understanding whereby they would ensure to work cooperatively with
each other through the development of any neighbourhood plans.
2.14 Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory: The third section of land which received
objections is set out at map (b) Appendix 2. This parcelof land lies east of Norwood Road,
St Faiths Road , Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory. NPA are preparing
neighbourhood area and forum applications in this area anticipated to cover the Gypsy
Hill, Knights Hill and Thurlow Park Wards. As noted above the Council facilitated two
meeting between the THF, HHF and NPA. NPA outlined that this area of land should be
covered by a NPA neighbourhood plan as it reflects Ward boundaries. Tulse Hill Station
to the Tulse Hill Gyratory are located in the Thurlow Park Ward.
2.15 Agreement with THF on the exclusion of Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory from
the proposed TH neighbourhood area was not obtained. However the THF and NPA did
agree to set up a Memorandum of Understanding which is an informal agreement where
groups have a common areas of interest.
2.16 Objections to the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (north): The Council received a
formal objection from the Brixton Neighbourhood Forum (BNF) on the 03/12/15.
2.17 Brixton Water Lane: The BNF is an association of community groups and local people in
Brixton. The BNF facilitates community activities. Additionally objections were also
received from the Brixton Water Lane Conservation Area Society. The objections noted
that the proposed Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (north) as set out at map (b) Appendix 2
is part of the Brixton area not the Tulse Hill area. The objections set out that the proposed
THF neighbourhood area boundary should not extend north from Brixton Water Lane.
2.18 Objections: Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central): The BHF noted that The Rush
Common Conservation Area and Brixton Hill, Josephine Avenue, Raleigh Gardens,
Fairmount Rd, Beechdale Rd, Archbishop’s Place and Holmewood Gardens should not be
included in the proposed Tulse Hill neighbourhood area.
2.19 THF consider that Brixton Hill provides a man made boundary that marks the division
between Brixton Hill and Tulse Hill. The THF provided the Council with evidence on both
their membership and the engagement exercises to justify the boundary of the proposed
TH neighbourhood area (central) area.

1

Meeting
Tulse Hill Hotel
18/11/2015

Table 1. Summary of meetings and outcomes
Attendees
Action
Ward Member (Chair)
A memorandum of
Council officers
understanding to be prepared

Herne Hill Forum
Norwood Planning Assembly
Tulse Hill Forum
AECOM

2

Tulse Hill Hotel
25/11/15

Ward Member (Chair)
Council officers
Herne Hill Forum
Norwood Planning Assembly
Tulse Hill Forum
Brockwell Park Community
Partners

3

Jubilee Community
Hall
26/11/15

Tulse Hill Forum
Brixton Neighbourhood Forum
Council officers

between THF and HHFl and
NPA.
Potential boundary change to the
TH proposed neighbourhood
area to be agreed with THF.
Joint agreement to:
Map (b) Tulse Hill proposed
neighbourhood area (central).

Objection noted in respect to
Map (b) Tulse Hill proposed
neighbourhood area (north).

Recommendations: Neighbourhood Area Designation
2.20 To refuse the application by THF for designation as a neighbourhood area for the whole
area for the reasons set out in the report.
2.21 To designate Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central), as shown in map (b) at Appendix 2
as a neighbourhood area for the reasons set out in the report.
Reasons
2.22 The Council has evaluated the neighbourhood area application by THF. The Council has
taken into account the above referenced Planning Practice Guidance and PAS guidance.
The Council recommends a smaller TH neighbourhood area be designated – Tulse Hill
neighbourhood area (central). The Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central) is considered
to be an appropriate neighbourhood area based on: the evidence submitted in the TH
neighbourhood area application; the responses received during the six week publication
period; and following the evaluation, as set out below, of the coherence in planning terms
of the area proposed for designation by the THF. The character of Tulse Hill
neighbourhood area (central) is predominately residential and the THF are a residential
led forum who aims to represent the local community living in that area. The THF
undertook a Post Code Analysis of 44 of its 79 members to provide evidence of the
geographical spread of their membership. Of this, 39 THF members are located in the
Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) who live work or are elected representatives of
that area. The area forms a cohesive area in the central part of the Tulse Hill Ward.
2.23 The Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (east) is not considered appropriate for inclusion in the
neighbourhood area as put forward by THF in their application. This includes Brockwell
Park Gardens, Norwood Road, Trinity Rise, Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory.
Only 3 of the members in the Post Code Analysis as set out in Appendix 4 are located in
this area. Brockwell Park is a natural feature which does not form part of the Tulse Hill
Ward. The shopping parade east of Norwood Road should be included in the same
neighbourhood area as the residents that are most likely to use that shopping parade,

namely those residents along Brockwell Park Gardens down to Trinity Rise. HHF provided
evidence to the Council that they have membership and representation from the areas of
Guernsey Grove, Bello Close and Hawarden Grove.
2.24 The Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory are located in the Thurlow Park Ward,
which has been included in the Norwood CLIP area. The Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse
Hill Gyratory are part of wider regeneration underway as detailed in paragraph 1.10
relating to the Gipsy Hill, Thurlow Park and Knight’s Hill Wards lead by the Council. The
Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory are engaged in the TfL improvement
programme for this road junction. A Norwood Business Improvement District (BID) is also
currently being created. Members of the emerging Norwood BID include businesses
around Tulse Hill Station. It is considered that this infrastructure defines a natural and
historic boundary which separates the Tulse Hill and Thurlow Park Wards. Officers note
that the area around Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory falls within the
geographical area proposed for neighbourhood designation by THF. However in functional
terms it is considered that, they sit better within the Norwood area. It is recognised that
there are linkages between Tulse Hill Station and the Tulse Hill Gyratory to areas that lie
outside the area proposed for designation by THF as a neighbourhood area. On balance,
however officers are of the view that Tulse Hill Station and Tulse Hill Gyratory are not
appropriate for inclusion in the neighbourhood area as proposed by THF.
2.25 TH neighbourhood area (north) is not considered appropriate for inclusion in the
neighbourhood area as proposed by THF. This area forms part of the Brixton Business
Improvement District (BID). The area above St Matthew’s Road also forms part of the
Brixton Major Town Centre and Brixton SPD boundary. Keeping the planned infrastructure
and services associated with Brixton Major Centre linked with the area above Brixton
Water Lane makes sense in planning terms. The THF have very low membership in the
area north of Brixton Water Lane of two members. THF have not got the support of the
BNF, the Brixton BID or Brixton Water Lane Conservation Area Society the active
community groups operating in that locality for the inclusion of this area of land.
2.26 THF has expressed a willingness to develop Memoranda of Understanding with BPCP,
HHF, NPA, BNF, the Brixton Water Lane Conservation Area Society and the Brixton BID
aimed at securing future cooperative working arrangements for areas of common interest
in the neighbourhood planning process.
The Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Forum Application
2.27 Under the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012 and Town and Country Planning
Act 1990, an organisation or body applying for the designation of a neighbourhood forum
must show:




it is established for the express purpose of promoting or improving the social,
economic and environmental well-being of an area that consists of or includes the
neighbourhood area concerned;
its membership is open to individuals who either live in the neighbourhood area
concerned, or work there (whether for a business carried on there or otherwise), or
are an elected member of Lambeth Council , and includes at least 21 members
drawn from one or more of these categories; and








it has a written constitution.
where the organisation has secured (or taken reasonable steps to attempt to
secure) that its membership includes at least one individual falling within each of the
‘connection to the area’ categories (live/work in the neighbourhood area)
where the organisation’s membership is drawn from different places in the
neighbourhood area concerned and from different sections of the community in that
area; and,
where the organisation’s purpose reflects (in general terms) the character of that
area.

2.28 The assessment of the neighbourhood forum application as against the above criteria is
carried out in two stages. First, the application is considered in respect of the whole area
as originally applied for. Second, in the light of the recommendation that part of the area
originally applied for is not considered appropriate for designation, the neighbourhood
forum application is re-assessed to see whether the conclusions drawn in respect of the
wider area applied for hold good equally for the smaller area that is recommended for
designation.
Stage 1: The Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Forum Application (Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area
as a whole) as Submitted
2.29 It is established for the express purpose of promoting or improving the social,
economic and environmental well-being of an area that consists of or includes the
neighbourhood area concerned: The stated purpose of the THF is: to give a voice to the
people of Tulse Hill to reflect their aspirations and concerns; to promote Tulse Hill, in
collaboration with the London Borough of Lambeth and with other relevant organisations
and individuals; and to work to develop, sustain and improve the area’s community,
economy, environment, quality of life and amenity for its residents, businesses and
visitors.
2.30 Its membership is open to individuals who either live in the neighbourhood area
concerned, or work there (whether for a business carried on there or otherwise), or
are an elected member of Lambeth Council, and there are at least 21 members
drawn from one or more of these categories: The THF have provided the Council with
evidence to show that their membership is open to all people who either live, work in the
Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area or are an elected member of Lambeth Council. Council
Officers have also attended Tulse Hill events to monitor this. The THF hold regular open
meetings every 6-8 weeks. THF meetings are held in accessible rooms in the locality
including St. Martin’s Community Centre, Cressingham Gardens Estate Community Hall,
the Tulse Hill Hotel and High Trees Development Trust. Meeting times are scheduled both
during the day and in evening hours to make them more inclusive to all people who either
live or work in the Tulse Hill area. The THF has 79 members across the above three
categories as of August 2015 which exceeds the statutory requirements. The THF
undertook a Post Code Analysis of 44 of its members to provide evidence of the
geographical spread of their membership. This is set out at Appendix 4.
2.31 The THF has a written constitution: The THF submitted a written constitution as shown
at Appendix 3. This sets out a commitment to fair, inclusive and co-operative working
arrangements with all interested parties over the neighbourhood planning process.

2.32 Where the organisation has secured (or taken reasonable steps to attempt to
secure) that its membership includes at least one individual falling within each of
the ‘connection to the area’ categories (live/work in the neighbourhood area, etc.);
THF has at least one member drawn from each of the various categories of ‘connection to
the area’. THF current membership is composed of a wide variety of members who reflect
a broad range social perspectives including: High Trees Community Development Trust,
Tulse Hill Estate Tenants and Residents Association, Cressingham Gardens Tenants and
Residents Association and Green Community Champions. The THF membership includes
Black (Black African, Black Caribbean, Mixed/multiple ethnic groups, Asian – Indian,
Pakistan, Bangladeshi, or Other Black) and White (White English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern
Irish/British, White Irish or White Other) individuals, men and women and has a wide age
range. Membership of the THF is drawn from people who live across its geographical
area.
2.33 Whose purpose reflects (in general terms) the character of that area: The socioeconomic character: Tulse Hill proposed neighbourhood area is mostly residential in
character with the exclusion of Brockwell Park which is green open space and the area
above Brixton Water Lane which forms part of the Brixton BID. The socio-economic
purpose of the THF was set out to be to: meaningfully represent the community’s views,
especially those of local residents across the above referenced demographic make-up of
the area.
2.34 The physical character of the area: The Tulse Hill area consists largely of Victorian era
terraced housing, with large inter-war and post-war Council built and private estates, and
with some remnants of eighteenth century large villas. Tulse Hill railway station is in the
south-east of the area, with the railway line to Herne Hill forming the eastern border.
Brockwell Park is a significant area of green open space. The overall purpose of the THF
in geographical terms is to: develop, sustain and improve the area’s environment including
the above mentioned historic character of the area. The THF also set out that they aim to
increase access to local amenities for residents, businesses and visitors.
Stage 2 The Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Forum Application (Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area
(central) as Amended by the Council
2.35 It is established for the express purpose of promoting or improving the social,
economic and environmental well-being of an area that consists of or includes the
neighbourhood area concerned: The stated purpose of the THF is set out in paragraph
2.29 above. This outlines that the THF is established with the express purpose of
promoting and improving the social, economic and environmental well-being of the Tulse
Hill area. This includes the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central).
2.36 Its membership is open to individuals who either live in the neighbourhood area
concerned, or work there (whether for a business carried on there or otherwise), or
are an elected member of Lambeth Council , and there are at least 21 members
drawn from one or more of these categories: The THF have provided the Council with
evidence to show that their membership is open to all people who either live, work in the
Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) or are an elected member of Lambeth Council.
The THF has 79 members across the above three categories as of August 2015. The THF

undertook a Post Code Analysis of 44 of its members to provide evidence of the
geographical spread of their membership. This is set out at Appendix 4. Of these 39
members are located in the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) which exceeds the
statutory requirements.
2.37 The THF has a written constitution: The THF submitted a written constitution as shown
at Appendix 3. This sets out a commitment to fair, inclusive and co-operative working
arrangements with all interested parties over the neighbourhood planning process.
2.38 Where the organisation has secured (or taken reasonable steps to attempt to
secure) that its membership includes at least one individual falling within each of
the ‘connection to the area’ categories (live/work in the neighbourhood area, etc.);
THF has at least one member drawn from each of the various categories of ‘connection to
the area’. The THF is composed of a wide variety of members who reflect a broad range
social perspectives within Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) including: High Trees
Community Development Trust, Tulse Hill Estate Tenants and Residents Association,
Cressingham Gardens Tenants and Residents Association and Green Community
Champions. The THF membership includes Black (Black African, Black Caribbean,
Mixed/multiple ethnic groups, Asian – Indian, Pakistan, Bangladeshi, or Other Black) and
White (White English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern Irish/British, White Irish or White Other)
individuals, men and women and has a wide age range. Membership of the THF is drawn
from people who live across Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central).
2.39 Whose purpose reflects (in general terms) the character of that area: The socioeconomic character: Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) is mostly residential in
character. The socio-economic purpose of the THF was set out to be to: meaningfully
represent the community’s views, especially those of local residents across the above
referenced demographic make-up of the area.
2.40 The physical character of the area: The Tulse Hill area consists largely of Victorian era
terraced housing, with large inter-war and post-war Council built and private estates, and
with some remnants of eighteenth century large villas. The overall purpose of the THF in
geographical terms is to: develop, sustain and improve the area’s environment including
the above mentioned historic character of the area. The THF also set out that they aim to
increase access to local amenities for residents, businesses and visitors
The Results following the Publication of the TH Neighbourhood Forum Application
2.41 There were 42 respondents in total to the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area and Forum
Applications. 4 objections to the Tulse Hill neighbourhood forum application were
received. 22 respondants supported the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Forum Application. 16
respondants had ‘no opinion’. The objections raised were on the basis that it was not
considered that the THF reflected the disputed areas detailed in sections 2.7 - 2.19.
2.42 The Council has considered the TH forum application in relation to the Tulse Hill
neighbourhood area (central) proposed to be designated as a neighbourhood area.
2.43 No respondents in the publication period disputed that the THF are established with the
express purpose of promoting and improving the social, economic and environmental well-

being in the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central) as required to be designated as a
neighbourhood forum.
2.44 THF only have two of its forty four members plotted in the Post Code Analysis at Appendix
4 in TH neighbourhood area (north) so its representation in this area is very low. The
Tulse Hill Form had 3 identified members in the Post Code Analysis at Appendix 4 in the
TH neighbourhood area (east) who live, work or is elected members in that area.
2.45 The THF submitted a written constitution which sets out a commitment to fair, inclusive
and co-operative working arrangements with all interested parties covering the area
including Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central). No objections to this were received on
this in the publication period.
2.46 The socio-economic character: Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) is mostly
residential in character and the THF purpose reflects this as its membership includes a lot
of resident associations. Objections received in the publication period in regard to the TH
neighbourhood forum application suggested that the THF did not represent the character
of the contested areas as set out in sections 2.7 – 2.19.
Recommendation: Neighbourhood Forum Designation
2.47 It is recommended that the THF is designated as a neighbourhood forum in respect of the
area recommended to be designated as a neighbourhood area (that is, TH neighbourhood
area (central) as shown in map (b) at Appendix 2.
Reasons
2.48 The TH neighbourhood area (north) and (east) are not considered appropriate for
inclusion in the neighbourhood area designation applied for by THF (see paragraphs 2.7–
2.26 above). The THF does not have the support from community groups including HHF,
NPA, BNF and Brixton Water Lane Conservation Area Society for the inclusion of these
areas.
2.49 The THF satisfies the criteria for designation as a neighbourhood forum in respect of the
TH neighbourhood area (central) as explained at paragraphs 2.35 – 2.46].
2.50 THF have provided evidence that they are established with the express purpose of
promoting and improving the social, economic and environmental well-being in the Tulse
Hill neighbourhood area (central) as required to be designated as a neighbourhood forum.
2.51 The THF have a membership that is open to all people who either live, work in the Tulse
Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) or are an elected member of Lambeth Council. THF
only have two of its forty four members as identified in the Post Code Analysis at
Appendix 4 in TH neighbourhood area (north) so its representation in this area is very low.
2.52 The Tulse Hill Form has only 3 identified members in the Post Code Analysis as identified
at Appendix 4 in the TH neighbourhood area (east) who live, work or is elected members
in that area.

2.53 The THF submitted a written constitution which sets out a commitment to fair, inclusive
and co-operative working arrangements with all interested parties covering the Tulse Hill
neighbourhood area (central). THF has at least one member drawn from each of the
various categories of ‘connection to the area’ in the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area
(central).
2.54 The socio-economic character: Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area (central) is mostly
residential in character and the THF’s purpose reflects this. The THF aim to develop,
sustain and improve their area’s environment including the above mentioned historic
character of the area. This is reflective of the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central).

3.
3.1

Finance
This report is only concerned with applications for the designation of a neighbourhood
forum and a neighbourhood area. The making of these designations of themselves does
not have any direct financial implications for the Council. Preparation of a neighbourhood
plan would be led by THF but advice and guidance will be required from the Council
during the formulation process. It is anticipated that such assistance will come from
existing planning staff and that funding will come from existing budgets in the Planning
and Development Division. Local planning authorities may claim for £5,000 from
Department of Communities and Local Government (DCLG) following the designation of a
neighbourhood area and/or neighbourhood forum.

4
4.1

Legal and Democracy
The 2012 Neighbourhood Planning Regulations were amended in February 2015 to
introduce prescribed timescales in the determination of applications for the designation of
neighbourhood areas within 13 weeks. Previously, the regulations did not contain a
specific timescale within which local authorities were required to determine neighbourhood
area designation applications. The neighbourhood area application will be determined
within the statutory minimum timeframe.

4.2

A local planning authority can refuse to designate the area applied for as a neighbourhood
area if it considers the area is not appropriate. It must give reasons for reaching this
decision. It must also use its powers of designation to ensure that some or all of the area
that was originally applied for forms part of one or more designated neighbourhood areas.
If a neighbourhood forum application is approved, but the extent of the neighbourhood
area is smaller than that which was applied for, the neighbourhood forum will be the
designated forum for the part of the area which is designated as the neighbourhood area.

4.3

This proposed key decision was entered in the Forward Plan on 11 September 2015 and
the necessary 28 clear days’ notice has been given. In addition, the Council’s
Constitution requires the report to be published on the website for five clear days before
the proposed decision is approved by the Cabinet Member. Any representations received
during this period must be considered by the decision-maker before the decision is taken.
A further period of five clear days - the call-in period – must then elapse before the
decision is enacted. If the decision is called-in during this period, it cannot be enacted
until the call-in has been considered and resolved.

5
5.2

Consultation and Co-production
Requirements for Publicising Applications
In accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012 Lambeth Council must
publicise neighbourhood area and neighbourhood forum applications on its website and in
such other ways as the Council considers are likely to bring the applications to the
attention of people who live, work or carry out business in the relevant area over a six
week period. Lambeth’s Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) was adopted in
September 2015. It does not impose any additional requirements to consult beyond the
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. The Council also took proactive measures to
inform community groups about the THF neighbourhood and area applications within
existing budgets by:





5.1

Council website text: The applications were publicised on the Lambeth Council
website;
online questionnaire: An online questionnaire was available to make it easier for
the public to respond https://www.snapsurveys.com/wh/s.asp?k=144490485257;
and,
public notice: A public notice containing the details of the publication materials was
placed in the Lambeth Weekender and the Lambeth Talk.

The Council also notified Black, Asian and minority groups, developers and landowners,
disability groups, faith groups, Lambeth Business Support Network, local businesses,
older persons groups, registered social landlords, tenants and residents associations,
voluntary/community/amenity groups, young persons groups and adjoining planning
authorities of the neighbourhood forum and neighbourhood area applications in the
following ways:







Blog: A blog was placed on the Love Lambeth monthly e-newsletter.
http://love.lambeth.gov.uk/neighbourhood-planning-tulse-hill/;
Stakeholder email: An email containing the publication materials was circulated to
902 stakeholders in the Planning consultation database;
Stakeholder letter: A letter containing the publication materials was circulated to
652 stakeholders in cases where electronic communication was not possible or not
favoured;
Phoenix House and local libraries: Hard copies of the publication materials were
deposited at Phoenix House and local libraries; and,
Events: A Tulse Hill Workshop was led by the applicants, Jubilee Community Hall,
Tulse Hill Estate, Brixton, London, SW2 2LY on Thursday 26th November 6 – 8 pm.
Additionally weekly Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area and Forum Surgeries took place
over the publication period at the Tulse Hill Pop-Up Library, St Martin’s Scout Hut,
High Trees, London, SW2 3PU on Monday’s 9.30 am – 12.30 pm.

5.2

The Council is recommended that the the application by THF for designation as a
neighbourhood area for the whole area is refused as it is not considered an appropriate
area for the reasons set out in this report. Factors that have informed this view have
included the objections received during the publication period as set out above in
paragraphs 2.7 – 2.19. Instead the Council is recommended to designate Tulse Hill
neighbourhood area (central), as shown in map (b) at Appendix 2 as a neighbourhood
area. The full results of the publication period are set out in Appendix 1.

6
6.1

Risk Management
None.

7
7.1

Equalities Impact Assessment
If the neighbourhood area and neighbourhood forum applications are approved, the
Council will continue to work with THF to ensure that all parts of the community are
engaged in any future neighbourhood plan. An Equalities Impact Assessment is provided
in Appendix 6.

8
8.1

Community Safety
None.

9
9.1

Organisational Implications
Environmental
None.

9.2

Staffing and accommodation
None.

9.3

Procurement
None.

9.4

Health
None.

10 Timetable for Implementation
10.1 Cabinet’s decision whether to designate THF as a neighbourhood forum and whether to
designate the THF neighbourhood area must be publicised on the Council’s website and
in other ways that will bring the designations to the attention of local residents, workers
and businesses. In accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012, this
must be done as soon as possible after the decisions are made. If the applications are
approved and THF proceed to prepare a neighbourhood plan, on average, neighbourhood
plans have been found to take eighteen months to three years to prepare.
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Appendix 1 The Results of the Oublication of the Proposed Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Forum and Area Applications

First Name

1

2

3

Surname

Support the T/H
Neighbourhood
Organisation
Area
Yes/No
Acknowledgement
Equality
and
of
Human Rights
consultation/don’t
Commission
know/no opinion
Acknowledgement
Natural
of consultation
England
/don’t
know/no
opinion
Health
and
Safety
Acknowledgement
Executive
of
(Hazard
consultation/don’t
Installations
know/no opinion
Directorate)

Support the T/H
Neighbourhood
Respondant Comments
Forum
Yes/No
Acknowledgement
of
No comment.
consultation/don’t
know/no opinion
Acknowledgement
of consultation
No comment.
/don’t
know/no
opinion
Acknowledgement
of
No comment.
consultation/don’t
know/no opinion
I led the team that secured the first
Neighbourhood Forum in Westminster (Mayfair
NF). I support the applications.

4

Steven Hilton
Yes
Consulting Ltd

Yes

5

Resident

Don’t
opinion

know/no

Don’t
opinion

know/no

6
7

Yes

Effra residents
/
Brixton
No
Neighbourhood
Forum
Resident
No

No

No comment.

No comment.
No comment.

8

Resident

9

Environment
Agency

10

Historic
England

11

BPCP Chair

No

No comment

We have also seen and fully support the
proposal that Brockwell Park should remain a
separate entity for planning purposes and not
be part of one of either of the two local
neighbouring planning areas.

Acknowledgement
Acknowledgement
of
of consultation/no No comment.
consultation/don’t
comment
know/no opinion
Historic England normally advocates that
Neighbourhood Plans should respect predefined boundaries such as those for
registered parks and gardens, and for
conservation areas. This is because the
boundaries of registered parks and gardens
relate to a defined area of landscape often
shaped by a single design, and conservation
areas cover clearly defined character areas.
As such respecting these boundaries in the
No
No comment
plan making process is important in ensuring a
consistent application of planning policies for
the historic environment. This in turn will better
protect local character and identity from
piecemeal change. For these reasons we
would ask you to consider the possibility of
amending your proposed boundaries to take in
all of Brockwell Park, and either include, or
omit, conservation areas that are only partially
covered at present.
Brockwell Park should remain a separate entity
for planning purposes and not be part of one
No
No comment
of either of the two local neighbouring planning

12

Herne
Forum

Hill

No

Yes

areas. Of the BPCP members 50 have voted
in support of this position.
So far we have had 21 responses to options
presented: do you wish Brockwell Park to be a
separate entity for planning purposes or a part
of one of the local Neighbourhood Planning
organisations (TH & HH).
13 of these were from park stakeholder
groups; all but one (Herne Hill Society) were in
favour of the park remaining independent of
any local planning organisation
5 from our elected Member of the Public
representatives; all but one in favour of
remaining independent
4 responses from individual (non-voting)
members of the BPCP who were all in favour
of independence from any local planning
organisation
The Executive Committee were unanimously in
favour of keeping the park independent of local
planning organisations.
In a vote, using our electoral college, this
would translate to 21 votes for independent
status and 2 for membership of the Herne Hill
Neighbourhood Planning organisation.
The street changes to the boundary between
HH and Tulse Hill are acceptable, essentially
the Deronda Romola road area and the Lower
Peabody estate. With regard to the park all
agree it should not be split: We feel it should
be in a NP area rather than excluded
completely, and although we recognise the

13

14 BNF

15
16

Resident

BNF

No

Brixton
Neighbourhood No
Forum

Resident
Norwood
Planning

No

No comment

Yes

Yes

No

No

primacy of BPCP and FoBP in this regard we
do feel it sits more naturally in HH rather than
TH. I know that BPCP have consulted
stakeholders and I have seen the response of
the HH Society, of which I am member and I
feel it sume up the position well.
BPCP stakeholders unanimously agreed at its
November 2015 meeting that Brockwell Park is
a unitary area for planning. There was no
support among stakeholders for partitioning
the Park along the lines suggested by the
Tulse Hill Forum neighbourhood plan.
The 'triangle' north of Brixton Water Lane
(comprising St Matthew's Estate, St Matthew's
Church and Rush Common) probably sits
better in the Brixton Neighbourhood Forum's
planning area.
The Town Centre is already the subject of a
Supplementary Planning Document.
The
Forum remains broadly in favour of the SPD
policies, so it has not seen the need to replace
this by a Neighbourhood Plan.
We object to selected parts of the Town Centre
being transferred to another Plan area.
Several of our members within the Brixton
Water Lane Conservation Area have asked
that this area should be excluded from the
Neighbourhood Plan area.
No comment.
The THF neighbourhood area is not
appropriate for reaons of identity, geography,

17

Assembly
(Norwood
Action Group /
Norwood
Forum
Resident
Yes

Yes

18

Resident

No

Yes

19

Young Carers

Yes

Yes

20

Resident

Yes

Yes

21

Resident

Yes

Yes

22

Resident

Yes

Yes

23

Resident

Don’t
opinion

24

Resident

Don’t
opinion

know/no

Yes

know/no Don’t
opinion

retail, delination in a build up area. A Tulse Hill
planning forum with new and expanded
borders has been defined, but without any
justified advantage in planning terms to people
in either Tulse Hill or Norwood.
No comment.
The Neighbourhood Area shouldn't extend
further than Brixton Water Lane. North of
Brixton Water Lane should form a Brixton
Neighbourhood Area.
No comment.
Please listen to the Tulse Hill Forum because
they are listening to us.
No comment.
Great idea. As a member of the Forum I know
we have done loads of work on this, consulting
locals. It is what is required and deserves to be
supported.
No comment.
I have been to several St Martins meetings
and have proposed that controlled parking is
brought back on St Martins as I am finding it
impossible to park anywhere near my house
which is especially frustrating as I have a
know/no
disabled badge, the committee are not
interested whatsoever in my proposal and told
me that a meeting was held several weeks ago
where they discussed by his in length and
apparently nobody attended so nothing
materialised, I for one knew nothing about this

meeting. The people that are taking all the
parking spaces are members of staff from
Fenstanton school.
25

Resident

Yes

Yes

26

Resident

Yes

Yes

27

Resident

Yes

Don’t
opinion

28

Resident

Yes

Yes

29

Resident

No

Don’t
opinion

30

Resident

No

Yes

31
32

Resident
Resident

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

33

Resident

Yes

Don’t
opinion

34

Resident

Yes

Yes

No comment.
No comment.
In current absence of any other organisation
stepping up for this, I support the Tulse Hill
Neighbourhood Forum. However, I would like
to see greater encouragement of the
know/no
development or creation of alternative groups
who may be better at representing the area
than those involved in the current application.
Healthy competition and choice is required to
ensure representation and standards!
No comment.
I object to the current proposal to draw a line
know/no through Brockwell Park. The Park is a single
entity and, with Brockwell Hall, should be
designated as such in any Planning proposals.
The area should not include Brockwell Park,
which should be considered as a separate and
independent entity.
No comment.
No comment.
I live on the border of Brixton and Streatham
know/no
Hall and do not consider my home to be within
a 'Tulse Hill' constituency.
I think the basic idea is very good - and long
overdue. However, although I have lived in
the area for 35 years, I feel somewhat

35
36

37

Resident
Yes
Tulse
Hill
Together
Yes
Community
Radio Project

Resident

Yes

No comment

removed from the process. I have attended
meetings, read the website and talked to
people but, somehow, it all seems a bit
nebulous and unconnected with ordinary
people living in the area, a fate that seems to
befall many supposed community groups.
Certainly, the rituals seem to be adhered to but
ultimately, don't appear to amount to very
much. I believe that this is why many so-called
community groups fade away after the ritual,
glamourised, tick-boxed, and apparently
successful public presentation - because the
power structures inherent in the types of
groups are not really interested in listening to
ordinary people with ordinary issues and
concerns. There always seems to be another
agenda.
Hopefully, I'm wrong on this
occasion. Time will tell.
No comment.

Yes

No comment.

Yes

While initially the organisational procedure
appeared remote and disconnected, it now
seems to have brought various strands of
consultation into focus and is seen to be
reaching out to make a genuine contact with
the community at large. While these are early
days, it looks like this process is heading in the
right direction and should bring benefit to

38

Resident

No

Don’t
opinion

39
40
41
42

Resident
Resident
Resident
Resident

Yes
No
Yes
Yes

Yes
No
Yes
Yes

many. This is an initiative that has many
possibilities.
The problem with the neighbourhood area is
that it is not a natural community and doesnt
have a centre - and seems to be more about
lines on a map than communities. In dense
areas the edges of an area are not important
and merge into other areas. But planning
areas have to have fixed edges and cannot
overlap. There are no obvious or natural
know/no boundaries to the proposed area. By defining
the area as in the paperwork other
communities will not be able to define their
own Neighbourhood area. The Brixton Hill is
on both side of Brixton Hill. St Matthews has
more in common with central Brixton than with
Tulse Hill station. The south circular road is a
major boundary - it might make more sense to
use that as a natural edge - even if it does
miss out the station. .
No comment.
No comment.
No comment.
No comment.

Appendix 2 Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area Boundary
Map (a) Tulse Hill Forum Proposed Neighbourhood Area Boundary

Appendix 3: Tulse Hill Constitution
Tulse Hill Forum Constitution
CONSTITUTION OF TULSE HILL FORUM
(As adopted at the AGM held on 26 June 2012 and amended by Special Resolution at the
AGM held on 26 June 2013).
1.
NAME
The legal name of the organisation shall be TULSE HILL FORUM (the Forum).
2.
DEFINITIONS
The ‘Tulse Hill area’ is appended at Annex 1 of this Constitution. ‘Tulse Hill area’ represents the
area of benefit for the Tulse Hill Forum and includes the Tulse Hill electoral Ward (as at
1.1.2012) and parts of other electoral Wards in LB Lambeth. The area will be reviewed on a
regular basis by the Forum in consultation with the local community and updated as necessary.
3.
OBJECTIVES
To give a voice to the people of Tulse Hill and to reflect their aspirations and concerns. To
promote Tulse Hill in collaboration with the London Borough of Lambeth and other relevant
organisations and individuals. To work to develop, sustain and improve the area’s community,
economy, environment and the quality of life and amenity for its residents, businesses and
visitors.
4.
MEMBERSHIP
Membership of the Forum shall be open to any individual resident in the area as defined in
Clause 1, or to any representative of a business or organisation located in the area, and who is
interested in furthering the objectives of the Forum. All members must abide by the Code of
Conduct for Tulse Hill Forum Members at Annex 1 of this Constitution. Membership will be
effective on acceptance by the Forum committee of a completed membership application form.
The Forum committee may only refuse an application for membership if, acting reasonably and
properly, they consider it to be in the best interests of the Forum to refuse the application. The
Committee must inform the applicant in writing of the reasons for the refusal within 21 days of
the decision. The Committee must consider any written representations made by the applicant
about the decision, and respond to those in writing, but ultimately the committee’s decision is
final.
A membership list must be maintained and regularly reviewed, and any information held by the
Forum on members must be in compliance with the Data Pro-tection Act.
5.
a.
b.

MEETINGS
Forum AGMs and public meetings shall be open to anyone to attend. However, only
Forum members can vote at such meetings.
An Annual General Meeting (AGM) shall be held in or about May of each year to receive
the Forum Committee's report and accounts and to elect Of-ficers and Committee. The
same shall be held not more than fifteen months after the holding of the last preceding
Annual General Meeting.

c.

d.
e.
f.

g.

h.

j.

6.
a.
b.

c.
d.

7.
a.

b.
c.

d.

e.

The Committee shall decide when other public meetings of the Forum shall be held.
However, there will be a general aim of holding at least three pub-lic meetings each year
in addition to the AGM.
At least 21 days notice of the AGM and public meetings, including business to be
discussed, shall be given to Forum members.
A quorum for a general or public meeting of the Forum where a vote is taken shall be 10
eligible Forum members.
An Extraordinary General Meeting (EGM) shall be convened at any time by the Chair on
behalf of the Committee, or on written request for such a meeting signed by at least 10
members and specifying the business to be transacted. The Committee must convene the
EGM within 35 days of receipt of a valid written request.
Forum members shall be entitled to vote at AGM, EGM or public meetings. Voting
decisions at an AGM, EGM or public meeting shall be made by sim-ple majority of Forum
members, with the Chair holding the casting vote (except for constitutional amendments
as outlined in paragraph 11).
Members may cast only one vote in any Forum vote. Any member attending in a personal
and institutional capacity cannot cast multiple votes.
Where a motion is to be put to a general or public meeting of the Forum, copies of that
motion shall be sent to members at least 21 days before that meeting.
Motions submitted at general or public meetings must be proposed and seconded by
Forum members.
OFFICERS
The Officers of the Forum shall be: Chair, Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer.
Nominations for electing Officers, supported by a seconder and with the prior consent of
the nominee, shall be submitted to the Secretary in writing at least 7 days before the
AGM.
Nominees for election as Officers shall declare at the AGM at which their election is to be
considered any financial or professional interest likely to be of concern to the Forum.
Officers shall relinquish their office every year and shall be eligible for nomination at the
AGM.
FORUM COMMITTEE
The Committee shall comprise the 4 Officers of the Forum, plus up to 11 additional
Committee members. The Committee shall not exceed 15 Commit-tee members. All
committee members are automatically members of the Forum.
The Committee shall be responsible for managing and administering the Forum.
From time to time, in order to expedite decision-making, the Officers of the Committee,
comprising the Chair, Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer, shall meet as an Executive
Committee, and proceedings of such meetings will be recorded and reported to the next
full Committee meeting.
The Committee shall hold at least four Committee meetings each year. At least 7 days
notice of Committee meetings shall be given to Committee members, including business
to be discussed.
All Committee meetings shall be minuted; minutes circulated to Committee members and
be available to Forum members.

f.

g.
h.
i.
j.

6.
a.
b.

c.
d.

7.
a.

b.
c.

d.

e.
f.

g.
h.
i.

j.

Nominations for Committee members shall be made in writing to the Secretary at least 7
days before the AGM. Each individual member shall stand down before the AGM, but may
seek re-nomination.
The Committee may fill any vacancies that may arise amongst its membership during the
year. Any such appointment will continue until the next AGM.
Members may cast only one vote in any Forum vote. Any member attending in a personal
and institutional capacity cannot cast multiple votes.
Where a motion is to be put to a general or public meeting of the Forum, copies of that
motion shall be sent to members at least 21 days before that meeting.
Motions submitted at general or public meetings must be proposed and seconded by
Forum members.
OFFICERS
The Officers of the Forum shall be: Chair, Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer.
Nominations for electing Officers, supported by a seconder and with the prior consent of
the nominee, shall be submitted to the Secretary in writing at least 7 days before the
AGM.
Nominees for election as Officers shall declare at the AGM at which their election is to be
considered any financial or professional interest likely to be of concern to the Forum.
Officers shall relinquish their office every year and shall be eligible for nomination at the
AGM.
FORUM COMMITTEE
The Committee shall comprise the 4 Officers of the Forum, plus up to 11 additional
Committee members. The Committee shall not exceed 15 Commit-tee members. All
committee members are automatically members of the Forum.
The Committee shall be responsible for managing and administering the Forum.
From time to time, in order to expedite decision-making, the Officers of the Committee,
comprising the Chair, Vice Chair, Secretary and Treasurer, shall meet as an Executive
Committee, and proceedings of such meetings will be recorded and reported to the next
full Committee meeting.
The Committee shall hold at least four Committee meetings each year. At least 7 days
notice of Committee meetings shall be given to Committee members, including business
to be discussed.
All Committee meetings shall be minuted; minutes circulated to Committee members and
be available to Forum members.
Nominations for Committee members shall be made in writing to the Secretary at least 7
days before the AGM. Each individual member shall stand down before the AGM, but may
seek re-nomination.
The Committee may fill any vacancies that may arise amongst its membership during the
year. Any such appointment will continue until the next AGM.
All Committee members shall have the right to vote.
At committee meetings a quorum shall comprise 5 members, or a third, (whichever is
greater). In the event of a quorum not being achieved for any meeting, the meeting may
continue, but any decisions made must be ratified at the next committee meeting at which
a quorum is in attendance.
The Chair shall not have a vote, except that in the event of an equality of votes cast at a
Committee meeting, the Chair shall have a casting vote.

k.

l.

Where it would help further its objectives, the Committee may seek the Forum’s
membership of other organisations and nominate individual members to represent the
Forum in such organisations.
Ward Council lors from any of the political parties who have Council lors elected to
represent the Tulse Hill Ward and other Wards included in ‘Tulse Hill area’ are welcome to
attend committee meetings as observers and take part in discussions but will not have the
right to vote.

8.
ATTENDANCE AT COMMITTEE MEETINGS
All committee members are expected to attend committee meetings. If a member is unable to
attend a meeting, apologies should be made to the Secretary. If any member is absent from
more than 3 consecutive meetings, without reasonable cause, the Committee has the power to
remove that committee member. However, the committee member has the right to appeal
against any such decision, and any appeals and responses should be in writing. The
Committee’s decision is final.
9.
SUB-COMMITTEES
The Committee may set up sub-committees and working groups as it deems necessary. Each
sub-committee or working group must include at least one member of the main Forum
committee, and all actions and proceedings of sub-committees shall be reported to and be
approved by the Forum Committee at the earliest possible opportunity. Forum Officers, who
shall have the right to attend Sub-Committee meetings ex-officio, shall be advised in advance of
the dates, venues and agendas of all such meetings. Members of the Committee may be
members of any sub-committee. Membership of a sub-committee shall be no bar to
appointment to the Forum Committee. Sub-committees shall be subordinate to and may be
regulated or dissolved by the Forum Committee.
10. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Every member of the Forum Committee or any sub-committee who is present at any meeting
and who has any direct, indirect or potential financial, profes-sional or political interest in any
item discussed shall declare such interest. He/she shall not discuss any such item (except by
invitation of the Chair) or vote thereon. All declarations of interest will be recorded in a Register
of Interests maintained by the Secretary, and regularly reviewed.
11.
a.
b.
c.

d.

e.

FUNDING AND EXPENDITURE
The Forum Committee may raise funds and invite and receive grants, subscriptions and
donations
The Committee may open and operate bank accounts in the name of the Forum.
The Committee shall, out of the Forum’s funds, pay all properly authorised administrative
and management expenses. After paying these expenses, the remaining funds shall be
applied by the Committee to further the Forum’s objectives.
No expenditure over £100.00 shall be made or financial commitment entered into without
the prior agreement of the Committee. For payments of £100 or under, these shall be
authorised by at least 2 of the 4 Officers, one of whom shall be the Treasurer. Written
records of such authority will be kept.
The Forum Treasurer shall keep proper accounts, monitor income and expenditure,
reporting as required to the Committee and presenting annual ac-counts to the Forum
AGM.

f.
g.
h.

The Forum’s financial year shall run from 1 April to 31 March.
The Forum Treasurer shall prepare annual accounts and arrange for these to be
independently audited or examined, as required, and presented to the Forum AGM.
Up to three members of the Committee shall be empowered to sign cheques drawn on the
Forum’s bank account(s). Signatures of two of these mem-bers shall be required on each
cheque drawn.

12. AMENDMENTS
This Constitution may be altered by a written resolution passed by not less that two thirds of the
members present and voting at a public meeting. The notice of the public meeting must include
notice of the resolution, setting out the terms of the alteration proposed. At least 21 days notice
of the meeting and the resolution must be given.
13. NOTICES
Any notice required under these rules shall be deemed to be given if left at, or sent by prepaid
post, by Email or by text message to the address of that mem-ber last notified to the Secretary.
14. WINDING UP
The Forum may be dissolved by a two thirds majority of eligible members voting at an AGM or a
General Meeting. If a motion for the Forum’s dissolution is to be proposed, specific reference
shall be made to this motion when giving notice of the meeting. In the event of dissolution, the
Forum’s available funds shall be transferred to one or more organisations having similar
objectives, to be chosen by the Committee. However, any unspent or uncommitted funds given
for a specific purpose shall, wherever practicable, be returned to the donor. On dissolution the
Forum’s minute books and other records shall be deposited with the Lambeth Archives.
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY OF THE ORIGINAL
Erica Tate, Chair Tulse Hill Forum

Appendix 4: Tulse Hill Post Code Analysis and Tulse Hill Statement

Tule Hill Membership Postcode Analysis
Tulse Hill Statement
The proposed Tulse Hill area is predominately the SW2 postcode. It contains the Tulse Hill
Ward and a section of the Streatham Hill, Thur-low Park and Herne Hill Wards. The area of
Brockwell Park is in the SE24 postcode.
It is considered that this is the appropriate area as it is widely regarded as “Tulse Hill” by the
Tulse Hill membership comprising of those who live and work in the area or are an elected
member of Lambeth Coun-cil. The proposed area was developed following consultation with
the local community at Lambeth Country Show, Brockwell Park, July 2011 and the years after.
The proposed boundary is predominately the SW2 postcode which runs across the Tulse Hill
Ward. The boundary also includes a section of the Thurlow Park Ward which contains Tulse
Hill Station. This is considered a really important part of the identity of Tulse Hill by the lo-cal
community. Brockwell Park is an essential amenity space for the Tulse Hill residents. A
section of the park has been included in the applica-tion as the neighbourhood area aims to
increase the connectivity of the Tulse Hill community to this key local green infrastructure.
This section of the park falls in the Herne Hill Ward. The Tulse Hill Forum is considered a key
part of being a voice to the residents in the Tulse Hill Area. These residential estates on
Palace Road SW2 do not have residents associations set up yet but The Tulse Hill Forum
aims to establish one. The estates on Palace Road though still in the SW2 postcode fall within
a small section of the Streatham Hill Ward. This section is included within the boundary area.
The production of a neighbourhood plan enables us to pro-actively develop planning policies
that are expected to have a positive impact on the social, economic and environmental wellbeing of the people that live, work or visit the Tulse Hill area.

Appendix 5: The Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area and Forum Designation Checklist of
Statutory Requirements
Appendix 5: Part A: Neighbourhood area requirements
Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area Application as Submitted to the Council by the Tulse Hill Forum
Neighbourhood Area Requirements
under the Neighbourhood Planning
Complied/Not Complied with in the Neighbourhood Area
Regulations 2012 and Town and
Application
Country Planning Act 1990
A map of the proposed neighbourhood area
was formally submitted to the Council by the
Yes. Appendix
A map which identifies the area to which
applicant as part of the neighbourhood area
2. Map 1(a).
the area application relates
application. This is Map (a) in Appendix 2.
Officer comment
Complied with.
Applicant statement provided.
Officer comment
The Council has assessed the neighbourhood
area application as submitted by the THF. As
A statement explaining why the area is
No
a result of this assessment and the evidence
considered appropriate
that was provided to the Council further to the
six week publication period it is not
considered that the area outlined in Map (a)
is an appropriate area.
Not complied with.
Applicant Statement: See Part B:
Neighbourhood Forum Requirements below.
Officer comment
A statement that states that the relevant
Yes in respect to Appendix 2. Map (a)
Yes
body making the area application is a
neighbourhood area as submitted by the THF
relevant body for the purposes of
as their proposed neighbourhood area.
section 61G of the Town and Country
Yes in respect to Appendix Map (b)
Planning Act 1990.
Neighbourhood area (central): area
recommended to be approved by the Council
as the THF Neighbourhood Area.
Complied with.

Appendix 5: Part B: Neighbourhood forum requirements
Stage 1: TH neighbourhood forum application (Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area as a whole) as
submitted
Neighbourhood Forum Requirements
under the Neighbourhood Planning
Complied/not complied with in the neighbourhood forum
Regulations 2012 and Town and
application
Country Planning Act 1990

Name of the proposed Neighbourhood
Forum

Yes.

A copy of the written constitution of the
forum

Yes.
Appendix 3.

A name of the neighbourhood area and
a map which identifies the area

Yes.
Appendix 2
Map (a).

The contact details of at least one
Yes.
member
A statement to show the proposed forum
is established for the express purpose of
promoting or improving the social,
Yes.
economic and environmental wellbeing
of an area that consists of or includes
the neighbourhood area concerned.
Its membership must be open to
individuals who live or work in the
neighbourhood area or who are elected
members in the borough.
The membership must include a
minimum of 21 individuals
Each of whom:
•
Lives in the area concerned; or
•
Works in the area; or
•
Is an elected member of the
borough Council
It has a written constitution
An LPA must have regard to the
desirability of designating a body.
Whose membership includes at least
one individual who lives, who works and
is an elected member.

Yes.
Appendix 3.

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.
Appendix 3.

Yes.

Whose membership is drawn from
different places

Yes.
Appendix 4.

Whose purpose reflects the character of

Yes.

Tulse Hill Forum (THF).
Officer comment
Complied with.
See Appendix 3.
Officer comment
Complied with.
The applicant has identified the proposed
Tulse Hill neighbourhood area and provided a
map the area of which is shown in Appendix 2
Map (a).
Officer comment
Complied with.
Officer comment
Complied with.
Applicant statement provided.
Officer comment
Complied with.
The applicant has confirmed (in its Applicant
Statement) that membership is open to all and
that it includes at least 21 members who live
in the area, work in the area or who are a
local elected member.
Officer comment
Complied with.
The applicant has provided details of 79
members who live, work or are an elected
member in the area concerned. 44 of these
members are plotted on a Post Code Analysis
as set out at Appendix 4.
Officer comment
Complied with.
Officer comment
Complied with.
The applicant’s membership records show all
three categories of membership are met.
Officer comment
Complied with.
Evidence submitted.
Officer comment
The spread of 44 of the the applicant’s 79
members is shown in the Postcode Analysis
map at Appendix 4.
The THF statement sets out its purpose

that area

Appendix 4.

reflects the character of the area.
Officer comment
Complied with.

Appendix 5: Part B: Neighbourhood forum requirements
Stage 2: TH neighbourhood forum application (in respect to the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood Area
(central) as amended by the Council)
Neighbourhood Forum Requirements
under the Neighbourhood Planning
Complied/not complied with in the neighbourhood forum
Regulations 2012 and Town and
application
Country Planning Act 1990
Tulse Hill Forum (THF).
Name of the proposed Neighbourhood
Officer comment
Yes.
Forum
Complied with.
See Appendix 3.
A copy of the written constitution of the
Yes.
Officer comment
forum
Appendix 3.
Complied with.
Yes.
Appendix 2
A map of the Tulse Hill neighbourhood area
A name of the neighbourhood area and
Map (a) &
(central) is located at Appendix 2 Map (b).
Officer comment
a map which identifies the area
(b).
Complied with.
The contact details of at least one
member

Yes.

A statement to show the proposed forum
is established for the express purpose of
promoting or improving the social,
Yes.
economic and environmental wellbeing
of an area that consists of or includes
the neighbourhood area concerned.

Its membership must be open to
individuals who live or work in the
neighbourhood area or who are elected
members in the borough.

Yes.
Appendix 3.

Officer comment
Complied with.
Applicant statement provided.
Officer comment
In respect to Appendix 2 Map (b)
Neighbourhood area (central): the area
recommended to be approved as the Tulse
Hill Forum Neighbourhood Area this is
complied with.
The applicant has confirmed (in its Applicant
Statement) that membership is open to all and
that it includes at least 21 members who live
in the area, work in the area or who are a
local elected member.
Officer comment
In respect to Appendix 2 Map (b)
Neighbourhood area (central): the area
recommended to be approved as the Tulse
Hill Forum Neighbourhood Area this is
complied with complied with. The THF Post
Code Analysis shows 42 members in the
Tulse Hill neighbourhood area (central).

The membership must include a
minimum of 21 individuals

Yes.

Each of whom:
•
Lives in the area concerned; or
•
Works in the area; or
•
Is an elected member of the
borough Council

Yes.

It has a written constitution

Yes.
Appendix 3.

An LPA must have regard to the
desirability of designating a body.
Whose membership includes at least
one individual who lives, who works and
is an elected member.

Yes.

Whose membership is drawn from
different places

Yes.
Appendix 4.

Whose purpose reflects the character of
that area

Yes.
Appendix 4.

Complied with.
The applicant has provided details of its
members who live, work or are an elected
member in the area concerned.
Officer comment
The THF Post Code Analysis shows 39
members in the Tulse Hill Neighbourhood
Area (central).
Complied with.
Officer comment
Complied with.
The applicant’s membership records show all
three categories of membership are met. The
THF members relate predominately to the
Tulse Hill area (central).
Officer comment
In respect to Map (b) Neighbourhood area
(central) complied with.
Officer comment
The spread of the applicant’s membership is
shown in the Postcode Analysis map of
membership at at Appendix 4. THF members
relate predominately to the Tulse Hill area
(central).
Complied with.
The THF statement sets out its purpose
reflects the character of the area.
Officer comment
In respect to Map (b) Neighbourhood area
(central).
Complied with.

