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MAYFAIR NEIGHBOURHOOD FORUM – STEERING GROUP MEETING 
16:00-18:00, THURSDAY 21st March 

The Garden Room, The Grosvenor Chapel, London 
 

PARTICIPANTS 
Mark Henderson (Chair) 
Jeremy Bishop 
Fr Richard Fermer 
Bob Dawson 
Mike Dunn 
Marie-Louise Burrows 
Diana Dennis 
 
 

 
Business  
Resident 
Community 
Business 
Resident 
Resident 
Resident 

  

IN ATTENDANCE 
Oliver Ayling 
 
APOLOGIES 
 
Keith Bailey 
Tim Steel 
Fr Dominic Robinson 
Kate Goodwin 
Jace Tyrell 
 

 
Grosvenor (Secretarial) 
 
 
 
Business 
Community 
Community 
Community 
Business 

  

 

 

  
  AGENDA: 
 
1.0 Approval of February Minutes 

 
- OA to add comment that reflects the strength of the Forum’s response to Westminster’s proposed 

Christmas installation at Berkeley Square 
- OA to add Alice Gordon Finlanson to JB’s list of potential new business members of the Steering 

Group. 
  
2.0 Examination Update 

 
a. Berkeley Square & Green Spaces Policy 

 
- MH confirmed we submitted a note to confirm our advice that WCC are acting illegally in relation to 

Berkelely Square events. 
 

- MH has discussed with OW, OW confirmed it appears WCC are accepting our position as it relates to 
the Green Spaces ruling.  He is unclear as to why the examiner is questioning the term ‘local 
community uses’ which she has suggested we delete. 
 

- OW suggests we remove the term ‘local green space’ from the plan as this is already defined in both 
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the City Plan and London Parks Act define the parks well.  JB confirmed issue of not being able to rely 
on the London Squares Act to police the governance of green spaces. 
 

- RF confirmed he thought the response from WCC implied that CAZ wins out when it comes to green 
spaces. 
 

- OW confirmed he does not think the policies that exist at WCC and London Mayoral level provide 
enough protection to green spaces and that is why our policies are important. 
 

- JB confirmed the planning permission for the square to enable events has been granted for two 
years and ‘for years thereafter’. 
 

- OW is going to draft a reply on the differences in opinion around green spaces and MH has 
confirmed we will provide a response by Tuesday 2nd April as it pertains to Green Spaces. 
 

- MH confirmed the London Squares Act allows for cultural and social uses but not commercial in 
summer months. 
 

- JB queried if we could ask for a draft of the examiner’s proposed amendments to the Green Spaces 
policy – MH confirmed unlikely but will ask.    

 
b. Park Lane 
 
- MH confirmed the belief that the examiner is indicating this is too big an issue and is likely to fall on 

side of WCC. 
 
- OW confirmed the issue is that our policy is a good one and the Forum should ensure that at least 

the CIL money can be spent on Park Lane. 
 
- JB confirmed that he thinks the community at large may be more sensitive to other issues as 

opposed to Park Lane. 
 
- RF confirmed that any changes to Park Lane would be a London wide issue.  MH does not think we 

should ignore it on this basis. 
 
- MLB confirms she thinks we are accepting that this is something to be highlighted in the future 
 
- MH confirmed that Park Lane is within our red line and therefore needs to be included within the 

plan. 
 
- MH confirmed he was broadly positive about the response from the examiner. 
 
c. Relationship with WCC 
 
- MH confirmed he met with Sean Walsh at WCC on the Saville Row policy as the City Plan varies the 

wording of the Saville Row Policy.   
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- Sean Walsh also looks after the neighbourhood plan, also met Ezra Wallace and Kimberley Hopkins.  
MH discussed their thoughts on the MNF and our policies.  

 
- WCC confirmed they would like the following from the Forums:  
 
1. A regular meeting with the MNF (perhaps twice annually) to review large developments and discuss 

emerging policy plans which are written every 5 years.  MH confirmed this as positive as we move to 
being more collaborative with WCC.  MH confirmed WCC have been difficult and it would be good to 
move past this. 

 
2. WCC confirmed it would be helpful if the MNF found a way that when we review and comment on 

planning consents we talk to the residents associations in order to discuss whether there would be 
any points of difference.   

 
- JB confirmed planning committee is set up to review major and sensitive planning applications and 

bring those that are relevant to the SG when appropriate, it is unusual we find more than 3 in a 
month that are worthy of further discussion. 

 
- JB confirmed that what the MNF looks for in planning applications is different to residents societies 

where our role is to protect and promote the plan. 
 
- JB confirmed that Alex Hauschildt, on the planning committee, also sits on the RSMSJ planning 

committee which ensures we remain connected. 
 
- JB suggested creating a MOU with WCC over the responsibilities held by each group. 
 
- MH confirmed that WCC are open to talking about the allocation of CIL. 
 
- MD confirmed that Marylebone Neighbourhood Forum have made an approach to us alongside 

other Neighbourhood Forums to facilitate a discussion around the allocation of CIL monies and 
whether together we can collaborate on this. 

 
- RF confirmed it would be helpful pre referenda to have more clarity on the allocation of CIL through 

the neighbourhood plans. 
 
- JB confirmed WCC had confirmed some calculations had been taken on what CIL the MNF can expect 

to receive. 
 
- MH will query with Sean Walsh what CIL we can accept and how this can be accessed. 
 
- BD to query with planning consultants whether other business committees have had clarity around 

CIL allocation. 
 
- MD confirmed his understanding is that WCC had said that we can advise on the allocation on CIL 

but don’t get full control.  Our position is that the 25% is for the MNF to spend as they see fit.  MD 
confirmed that our submitted version of the plan supported our position on this. 
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- MH confirmed we had agreed with WCC on CIL is that the Forum is able to specify to WCC our own 
list of infrastructure requirements from 25% of CIL money to be spent in Mayfair.  WCC must engage 
and agree on how the money should be spent. 

 
- MH confirmed that for the referendum only one person from a rates paying business is allowed to 

vote and has to register with WCC in order to vote. 
 
- NWEC will help us to engage with business in the area.  
 
J- B confirmed that WCC has to write to all rates paying businesses and ask them to register. 
 
2.0 Matters arising 

 
1. Vision and Objectives of the Forum 

 
- JB confirmed we should not discuss this at the moment and that we shouldn’t seek to change the 

vision and objectives until the plan is made. 
 

- ACTION: It is suggested that JB and KB sit down to work through the wording to clarify. 
 

2. Business Representation in the Mayfair Neighbourhood Forum 
 

- MH updated on position of Alice Gordon-Finlaysson: she confirmed she would be unlikely to be able 
to contribute to all SG meetings.  There are two possibilities, one that she set aside 12 hours per year 
or that another member of her department could do similar, she will come back in due course. 
 

- JB confirmed her membership would be very valuable to the Forum. 
 

- MH confirmed there is a commitment from Grosvenor, Crown and NWEC to provide funds as 
required to support the Forum 

 
- MH pointed out the benefit of AGH’s involvement to Forsters as the Forum progresses.  MH 

suggested meeting with a partner at Forsters to take forward. 
 

- MH suggested the MNF could retain Forsters and ask Alice to attend meetings as a retained adviser 
where appropriate. 
 

- RH queried whether other law firms could offer similar support. 
 

- BD confirmed it would be better for continuity to use Forsters 
 

- JB confirmed that there was hesitance to use Boodle Hatfield due to relationship as Grosvenor’s 
principle lawyer. 
 

- MH confirmed importance of having a planning lawyer in particular. 
 

- MH queried if the articles on our website are the revised articles?  Forsters are sending over a copy 
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that we can share on the website. 
 

3. Make up of Forum between Business, Resident and Community 
 

- JB confirmed his thoughts is that the Forum should be balanced with an equal split of business and 
resident members, the chair/vice chair should be business/resident alternately and the vice chair 
would become the Chair. 
 

- JB confirmed it would be helpful if the outgoing chair remains involved for the next year for 
continuity. 
 

- JB does not think the Chair should have a casting vote and things should be agreed by committee. 
 

- RF concerned that whilst such an approach may work now it may not in the future. 
 

- JB confirmed it may be getting harder not easier to form a quorate at these meetings.   MD 
confirmed that the constitution requires at least one member from each of the steering group 
sections to be present at each steering group meeting to ensure business can take place. 
 

- JB thinks perhaps the Forum requires a 5-5-4 between resident, business and community members 
to ensure we have the requisite number of members at meetings in order to make progress. 
 

- RF confirms we should be encouraging all steering group committee members to turn out as much 
as possible. 
 

- MD confirms the Chairman has a casting vote under the current articles 
 

- BD confirms supports a balance of views on the Forum 
 

- MH suggests we go to 5-5-3, would like to have a school involved to provide another perspective to 
the Forum 
 

- CONFIRMED Forum will adapt make up to 4-4-4 split of resident, business and community steering 
group committee members , this would be a change of the constitution. 

 
- MH confirmed KB supportive of balancing steering group membership. 

 
- MH confirmed JT is also supportive of this but believes that only rates paying businesses should be 

able to represent as business members to the steering group. 
 

- BD confirmed that a business member should trade from somewhere that is exclusively for business 
premises or not listed as residential rate paying premises. 
 

- MH confirmed WCC business definition is a business rates paying operation. 
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4. Position of the Chair of the Mayfair Neighbourhood Forum 
 

- MH confirmed no disagreement with a revolving chair 
 

- JT confirmed his thoughts that he thinks the Chair holds a position for 2 years. 
 

- MH confirmed he is happy to have a revolving chair and prefers 2 years may be better than 1 year. 
 

- RF confirms that he agrees 2 years would be suitable to enable continuity and allow issues to be 
dealt with fully. 

 
- MLB think that whilst 1 year reduces continuity considering the time demands of the position this 

would a better solution. 
 

- MH confirmed he will not be continuing in his role as chair or as a member of the steering group 
committee after the referendum 

 
- MD announced resignation from the steering group committee. 

 
- MH and others expressed their desire to retain MD on the steering group committee. 

 
- RF concern around VC automatically becoming Chair as proposed. 

 
- JB’s expressed the need for continuity of our appearance to external parties and having a vice chair 

become chair does aid this. 
 

- CONFIRMATION – constitution to be changed to allow for a rotating chair, switching annually 
 

- JB suggests that once the election takes place on SG members at the AGM, at the subsequent SG 
meeting that positions such as Chair are voted on. 

 
- JB suggests that our ‘expectation’ is that the Chair is filled by the VC to make it slightly less legally 

binding. 
 

- CONFIRMATION: Role of Chair to be open to all directors, whichever category the chair comes from 
a different category fills the role for VC with the expectation they become Chair. 

 
- MH suggests we draft some new articles, JB and MH will co-ordinate. 

 
 
3.0 Website Compliance  
 

- OA to look into steps needed to ensure website compliance with latest regulation 
 
5.0   AOB 
  
 


