
﻿Dear Madam or Sir

Pleas find herewith my response to the ‘Local Plan’ consultation and in particular my
objection to building on the Green Belt land within the borough - ‘the lungs of our great
city’. 

By way of background, I have lived in Enfield for my whole life with the exception of a
few years as a younger man.  As a child I grew up in Alma Road on the eastern side of the
borough.  I ventured, by virtue of a short bus ride, to the western side with my family to
enjoy the ‘county-side’ and to appreciate the value of nature, open space and fresh air!
 This is an area of the borough that is there for all our residents.  The Green Belt is the
lungs of London - unlike some other areas of the country, London can ill-afford to lose any
of its green space, especially at its perimeter.  The diversity of the borough’s landscape,
which includes the green belt, is a priceless asset and this local plan would destroy this
diversity, a bad decision that could never be rectified. 

I am an active member of the Enfield Roadwatch group and I am grateful to fellow
members for the work they have done in considering the plan and used some of their
research to structure my thoughts.  I have considered the various aspects of the plan and
am writing to object to the following Policies -  SP PL10, pages 80-87, and Figure 3.11;
Policy SP PL9, pages 77-80 and Concept Plan Figure 3.10; Policy SA45: Land Between
Camlet Way and Crescent Way, Hadley Wood, page 364; Policy SA54, page 374; Policy
SA52 page 372; and Policy SA62 page 383 and SP CL4 pages 277-279 – all of which
propose the dedesignation of Green Belt for housing and other purposes.

These areas taken together make up a considerable part of the valuable countryside
landscape in the borough. The loss of these sites would cause permanent harm not only to
the Green Belt, but also to the very character of the borough.
The green open spaces provide a resource to residents and visitors on several levels. They
contribute to the good mental and physical health of people resident, working and living in
the borough; they are a significant part of what attracts new people to live work and visit;
this in turn brings valuable income to the borough by attracting new and existing affluent
businesses, visitors and new residents.  The loss of the green belt would irrevocably
damage this influx of people and income.  

Considering some specifics, Vicarage Farm is crossed by the Merryhills Way footpath,
much-used by Enfield residents and others for exercise and relaxation and the physical and
mental health attributes of the footpath would be destroyed by development.  One way to
make best use of this land is to put the farmland back into productive use growing local
food for local people.  Crews Hill is another example which is equally important to the
borough and should not be destroyed.  Its garden centres and other businesses provide
employment and a resource for people from Enfield and beyond.  This area is renowned
across north London and the Home Counties as an unrivalled and extensive resource for
gardening and all its associated activities. It brings many people to the borough who would
otherwise never visit.  It is long established as a magnet for gardeners and day-trippers.
 Instead of losing Crews Hill for housing, its horticultural activities should be encouraged
and enhanced so that it can once again be a hub for food and plant production.  In this way
it will continue to provide a practical environment for the horticultural students of Capel
Manor to explore.  Also for other younger students from our schools and colleges to study
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