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Dear Enfield Council
Response to the Drat Local Plan Reg 18 Consultation 2021

1 am wriing to object to the following Policies: SP PL10, pages 80-87, and Figure 3.11; Policy SP PLS,
pages 77-80 and Concept Plan Figure 3.10; Policy SA4S: Land Between Camiet Way and Crescent Way,
Fadey W, page 364 Poly SASS, page 374 olcy SAS2 page 372 and Plcy SAGZ page 83 and 5P
CLa pages 277-279 -

purposes.
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are my own views.

Dear Enfeld Council
Response to the Draft Local Plan Reg 18 Consulation 2021

1 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 Camiot Way and Crescent
Way,Hadioy oo, page 364 Pocy SASK page 374;Poicy SAS2 page a72; and Folcy SAGZ pege
383 and SP CL Gre g and
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“The loss of any of sites would be ham to our borough. We
ot only lose the unique landscape views but the environmental advantages too.

‘The Merryhills Way footpath for example is an excellent way for residentsivisitors to use for exercise or
relaxation helping with physical

“The farmland could be put back into productive use growing local food for local people. Crews Hil is
‘equally important 1o the borough and should not be destroyed. s garden centres and other businesses
and beyond, Instaad o osing Crows Hilfor
ousing, i i and enhanced so
hub for food and plant production.

o the usual urban town d should be
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borough and surrounding area.

‘The Council has a duty of care for the Green Belt, in accordance with the London Plan and the National
Planning Policy Framework [NPPF], and any intentions 1o release parts of it should be taken out of the
local plan.
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reasons why people enjoy \Mng warkmg ‘and visiing Enfield.
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Dear Enfield Council
Response to the Draft Local Plan Reg 18 Consultation 2021

1/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 SA4S: Land Between Camlet Way and Crescam
Way, Hadley Wood, page 364; Policy SAS4, page 374; Policy SAS2 page 372; and Policy SA62

383 2 SP CLA pages 277275 - ol of hich propose i de-desighatin of reen Bat for housng and
other purpos

e Wi o vasble
Kepand Should ot bt desroyed
and to our borough. We
not only lose
The Mermyhills fpath for use for exercise or
th physical and mental health and

focal foo forlocal people. Craws Hil s

ot be destroyed. businesse:
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such as Crews Hil are rare and different to the usual urban town cenres and should be
celebrated and aided and encouraged to grow not be destroyed.

“The greenbelt s a major historic character of the borough hence the name En- FIELD. Many of the sites
are historic and iconic parts of Enfield chase. They played an important part in the development of the
borough and surrounding area.

The Coumehhas oy of care o e Grne B n s wi he London Plar s the Natorsl
Planning Policy [NPPF), it should be taken out of the.
local plan.

What an il-thought way of trying to improve the borough. Destroying parts of the area which are huge
joy fiving,

are my own views.
Regards,
Greg Goumal

37 Hadley Road, Enfield, EN2 8JT


mailto:greg.goumal@gmail.com
mailto:sofia.goumal@gmail.com
mailto:greg.goumal@gmail.com
mailto:localplan@enfield.gov.uk
mailto:enfieldroadwatch@gmail.com



https://drive.google.com/u/0/settings/storage?hl=en&utm_medium=web&utm_source=gmail&utm_campaign=storage_meter&utm_content=storage_normal
https://drive.google.com/u/0/settings/storage?hl=en&utm_medium=web&utm_source=gmail&utm_campaign=storage_meter&utm_content=storage_normal

