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Issue 1.2: General Conformity with the London Plan 

Q1.7 In overall terms, is the Plan in general conformity with the London Plan? 

 
ID/Policy Hyperlink/brief description 

PL10 para 13 
03448-5-1 

https://www.enfield.gov.uk/file/PDFs/email/03448-5-1.pdf 

 

No.   

We set out in our representation above that the approach is not in general conformity with the 
London Plan in terms of its protections for open space. This issue has been addressed more fully 
by The Enfield Society in their representations in terms of understanding the London Plan ‘in the 
round’ and we will not dwell on it here. 

However, it is crucial to emphasise that Enfield Chase, with its vital contribution and protected 
status as an Area of Special Character, should not be the first part of the London Green Belt 
sacrificed to development. This area holds significant community and environmental value, and 
there are likely to be other less critical Green Belt areas or even brownfield sites across London. 
Allowing Enfield to proceed independently, without a comprehensive London-wide approach, 
would not only jeopardise this cherished area but also overlook potential opportunities elsewhere. 

Issue 1.3: Public Engagement 

Q1.14: Have representations been adequately taken into account? 

No.  

The groups submitted comments at Regulation 18 stage in 2021 and we can find no explanation of 
how these comments were taken into account. 

Furthermore, the Regulation 19 stage representation by the WERA, which was submitted on May 
19, 2024, was found to be missing from the database in early December.  The Local Plan team 
was notified by email on December 2 and the representation finally appeared in the 30/12/2024 
database.  It remains absent from the SUB12.1 and therefore without Council Response. 

A map of walks in and around Trent Park [see below] was submitted with the Friends 
representation for PL10 paragraph 13F at 11:59 on 6/5/24 and the acknowledgement came at 
13:40 the same day.  However, the document is missing from the database.  The document is 
referred to in the SUB12.1 but with no Council Response. The only comment is ‘Received with 
thanks’.  



     MATTER 1  
Friends of Trent Country Park  

Trent Park Conservation Committee  
                                      Western Enfield Residents Association    

 

3 
 

Reduced-size screenshot of the missing A3 size map referred to in The Consultation Statement (SUB12.1) p217 
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Similarly, a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal for Vicarage Farm was submitted with 
PL10 13A at 11:56 on 6/5/24 and the acknowledgement came at 13:01. However, it 
does not appear in the Representations Database and does not appear to have been 
made available as part of the Examination process. 

 

Q1.15: Is there any clear evidence that the public consultation carried out 
during the plan-making process failed to comply with the Council’s SCI or any 
other legal requirements? 

Yes.  

Openness: 

The SCI commits to openness and transparency. 

It has been a subject of outrage locally that the Council announced that it is looking 
to raise £800 million by selling Green Belt land. However, this was not something 
that was clearly communicated but appears to have been inadvertently revealed in a 
presentation by the Head of Property Services outside the Local Plan context. There 
has never been an invitation to a public debate about whether the Council should 
use Green Belt land in its ownership in this way.  
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Meaningful engagement 

The SCI also commits to meaningful engagement.  

The community is represented first and foremost by our elected Ward Councillors. 
However, our perception and that of most local groups who have followed the 
process since 2018, is that our Ward Councillors have been excluded from the 
formulation of the Local Plan.  

The first sentence of Paragraph 3.6 of the Consultation Statement states that a Local 
Plan Cabinet Sub-committee was formed to oversee the preparation of the Enfield 
Local Plan (ELP). The next sentence states that “More recently (in 2022) this was 
replaced by a Cross-Party Working Group (CPWG), that was tasked with considering 
issues relating to the content of the proposed site allocations in the ELP.” This 
account is wholly misleading in two major respects: 

 The Local Plan Cabinet Sub-committee was axed by the Council leadership, 
last meeting on 27 June 20191. Therefore during the critical period of site 
selection, from 2019 to 2021, there was no Local Plan committee. The 2022 
CPWG came after all the selection of sites had been made in private and then 
put into the public domain in June 2021 for the Full Council meeting, prior to 
the Regulation 18 consultation 

 There are no published minutes or agendas for any cross-party working 
group, and our understanding is that the group never met because opposition 
Councillors understandably felt that they had been excluded from the real 
process of decision-making that took place behind closed doors. They quite 
reasonably believe that the belated offer to establish a cross-party group was 
therefore not made in good faith. 

This meant that, in breach of the SCI, during the critical period of plan preparation 
there were no opportunities to engage and influence decisions through a 
collaborative approach. Given the controversial nature of many of the proposals, it 
would have been reasonable to expect there to have been a series of public 
meetings during the process of plan preparation throughout 2019 and 2020. 
Notwithstanding Covid, these could have been hosted and broadcast online as they 
were in other Local Planning Authorities.  

The next sentence of paragraph 3.6 states that “Elected Members have been kept 
informed of progress with the ELP through regular updates at: the Environment 
Forum, Regeneration and Economic Development Scrutiny Panel, Planning 
Committees, Cabinet and Full Council.” Whilst it is true that progress updates were 
provided, the agenda items and minutes of these other meetings make clear that 
they were not an opportunity for review of the evidence or site selection process.  

The lack of a proper deliberative committee working on the Local Plan during the 
critical period 2019-2021 (or indeed thereafter) is a particularly serious failing given 

                                                
1 https://governance.enfield.gov.uk/ieListMeetings.aspx?CommitteeId=639 
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the highly political nature of Enfield, given the east/west split in the party political 
affiliations of the Ward Councillors. 

As the table and map below show, the deliberative forum of the Local Plan 
committee was replaced by political block voting at the Full Council. The result of this 
is that the preparation of the Local Plan has had a serious corrosive effect on public 
trust in the plan-making process, as well as breaching the duty of the openness and 
meaningful engagement that the public meetings of the Local Plan committee could 
have enabled. This is a clear breach of the SCI commitments set out above. 
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Issue 1.4: Sustainability Appraisal 

Q1.16: As part of the integrated impact assessment (IIA) has the formulation of 
the Plan been based on a sound process of sustainability appraisal?  

No.  

The IIA (document SUB8 admits on page B18 that it has used a simplistic approach 
for Objective 15: Protect and enhance the character, quality and diversity of the 
Borough’s landscapes and townscapes: “Enfield's 'Character of Growth' informed 
the IIA of most site options at Regulation 19 stage. The study provides 
recommendations on the acceptable level of development and change in landscape 
and townscape terms for different areas of the Borough. Some site options were 
located in parts of the Borough located outside the scope of the Character of Growth 
Study (broadly those in the Green Belt or open spaces). IIA of these site options in 
landscape/ townscape terms fell back on a more simplistic appraisal method used at 
Regulation 18 stage, based on the size of sites and whether they are located in 
urban or more rural areas. Actual effects on landscape and townscape will also 
depend on the design, scale and layout of development within the site, which may 
help mitigate and/or enhance effects on the existing townscape.” (document page B-
18) 

Had documents PLA13 and PLA14 been done first, it could have informed these 
findings, rather than relying on the ‘simplistic appraisal method’ that was actually 
used. Even without that work, the appraisal for Green Belt areas should still have 
drawn on the Enfield Characterisation Study (DES43-44).  

The superficiality of the assessment is further illustrated by the clearly erroneous 
conclusions for the Southbury Road superstore site SA6 (page G-37) as shown 
below. 

 



     MATTER 1  
Friends of Trent Country Park  

Trent Park Conservation Committee  
                                      Western Enfield Residents Association    

 

9 
 

 

Issue 1.6 Local Development Scheme 

Q1.21. Has the Plan been prepared in accordance with the Local Development 
Scheme in terms of its form, scope and timing? 

 

No.  

Paragraph 5.5 of the Local Development Scheme (SUB16, p 12) is reproduced 
below.  

 

The final version of the Regulation 18 and 19 stage consultations were not approved 
by the Cabinet, nor were they called for further discussion. This is a serious point 
because the only meetings about site selection were held in private between Officers 
and the Portfolio Holder. Full Council, which was recorded, was not a debate, but a 
series of statements of party-based expressions of support and opposition.  

 

TOTAL 1473 WORDS [EXCLUDING QUESTIONS AND SCREENSHOTS] 


