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1. INTRODUCTION 

Enfield Council held a two-day public exhibition designed to explain and seek comments on 

its proposals for the restoration of Broomfield House, a  popular local amenity that dates 

back to 1720 which has been left derelict after a succession of damaging fires in the 1980s 

and 90s, and the provision of homes for older people.  

 

This report is designed to summarise the comments received from local residents. The 

report includes all feedback received at the exhibition, by post and by email up until the 

feedback response closure date on 18 February. This document will be circulated to the all 

those residents and stakeholders who have requested a copy. 

 

The Exhibition Report has been prepared by Green Issues Communications, a specialist 

community consultation company. It will form part of a Statement of Community 

Engagement which will explain how the requirements for public consultation have been 

met, as well as part of the application.  
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2. EXHIBITION DETAILS 

The public exhibition took place over two-days at Broomfield School, Wilmer Way, London. 

This venue was chosen because of its accessibility and close proximity to the site. The 

exhibition was held at the following dates and times:  

 

 Thursday 20 January 4 pm ς 8 pm 

 Saturday 22 January, 10 am ς 3 pm 

 

A preview session was also held for elected representatives on Tuesday 18  January between 

6 pm and 8 pm in the Council Chamber at the Enfield Civic Centre.  Invitations were sent out 

by post and email and followed up by telephone. Seven councillors chose to attend this 

event. 

 

Invitations to the exhibition (see Appendix 1) were sent to over 9,000 local households and 

businesses, along with the following stakeholders: 

 

 All councillors in London Borough of Enfield, including ward and neighbouring ward 

councillors, key portfolio holders and planning committee members.  

 David Burrowes MP for Enfield, Southgate 

 Joanne McCartney AM for Enfield and Haringey 

 

Other local stakeholder groups, including the Broomfield House Trust, Broomfield ResidentsΩ 

Association and Friends of Broomfield Park were invited to attend a series of workshops 

organised by Green Issues in tandem with the exhibitions. The feedback received at these 

workshops, which took place at Broomfield School on Thursday 13 and Saturday 15 January, 

is detailed in a separately compiled report designed to be read in parallel with this one. 

Broadly speaking, the feedback received at the exhibition was more positive than that 

received from local groups at the workshops, with a large percentage of attendees 

expressing general or qualified approval for the proposals. 

 

In addition to the mailing out of an invitation letter, Green Issues also arranged for an 

advertisement to be placed in the most widely circulated local newspaper, The Enfield 
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Independent, in the edition published on 12 January 2011, as well as in the Londra Gazete 

and the Greek newspaper Parikiraki ahead of the exhibitions and workshops.  

 

The exhibition comprised nine large display panels (see Appendix 2) 

 

Each attendee was encouraged to complete a feedback form (see Appendix 3) and return it 

to Green Issues Communications, either at the exhibition itself or by freepost afterwards.  

Representatives from Enfield Council, Shepherd Epstein Hunter, Faithful+Gould and Green 

Issues Communications were present throughout the exhibition to discuss the proposals and 

answer questions. The project team members that took part in the stakeholder preview and 

the public exhibition were as follows: 

 

Consultant Company Speciality 

Ed Grieve 
Green Issues 
Communications 

Community Consultation 

Nick Bohane 
Green Issues 
Communications 

Community Consultation 

Gabriel Abulafia 
Green Issues 
Communications 

Community Consultation 

Vijay Vaja Faithful & Gould Project Management 

Sarah Thatcher Faithful & Gould Project Management 

Henry Bird Shepheard Epstein Hunter Architecture and Design 

Nick Hufton Shepheard Epstein Hunter Architecture and Design 

Mike Brown  Enfield Council Conservation and Design 

Sujata Majumdar Enfield Council Planning and Regeneration 

Sarah Carter Enfield Council Community Housing Services 
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3. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The exhibition was attended by a minimum of 283 local residents over the two-day period.  

102 residents attended the session on Thursday 20 January and a further 181 residents 

attended the session on Saturday 22 January. Lƴ DǊŜŜƴ LǎǎǳŜǎ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜΣ 

this is a strong turnout for such a consultation event, demonstrating that Broomfield House 

is still a valued community asset. For example, Green Issues recently ran consultation event 

on proposals for a 24 storey tower block, 577 new homes, 40 new shops and several new 

streets in Ealing. This consultation event was attended by 379 people, representing 

approximately 2.4% of those invited (16,000 people), in comparison to the Broomfield House 

consultation which attracted a turnout of approximately 3%, despite the comparatively small 

scale of the Broomfield House proposals.  

 

As at 23 February 2011, 205 completed feedback forms had been returned. This represents a 

response rate of 72.5% of attendees, which is very high.  

 

Green Issues Communications also received 109 individual signed supporter cards at the 

exhibition and following the exhibition by post (see Appendix 6). This represents a significant 

amount of strong support for the restoration of Broomfield House.  

 

Overall, 165 respondents made some form of positive comment about the proposals. 

Expressed as a percentage of the total respondents who completed a feedback form, this 

shows a very high percentage (80.5%) of respondents were generally in favour of the 

38.5%

72.5%

27.6%

Support cards completed 

Feedback response

Did not respond

Responses by 
percentage of total 
attendees

Responses by 
percentage of total 
attendees
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proposals.  23.9 % of respondents (49) also voiced strong approval for the homes for older 

people proposed in this scheme. 

 

In addition, 146 (71.2%) of respondents agreed that the provision of community space was 

of high importance. However, 21.5 % of respondents (44) indicated that they would like this 

space to be larger and have greater prominence within the proposals. 

 

 

Table1.1: Most numerous responses  

Comment Percentage Frequency 

Positive Comment 80.5% 165 

Approval for Community Space 71.2% 146 

Approval for housing proposals 23.9 % 49 

Requested larger community space 21.5 % 44 

 

 

 

In the general comments section of the feedback form, 48 respondents (23.4%) chose to 

express their general approval and support for the proposals.  

 

79.5%

23.4%

69.6%

23.4%

Headline Responses

Positive Comment

Approval for housing 
proposals

Approval for Community 
Space

Requested larger 
community space
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When it came to how the community space should be used, respondents suggested a wide 

variety of options.  The top five suggestions were as follows: 
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4. DETAILED PUBLIC RESPONSE  

Section 4 contains a detailed summary of the comments received at the exhibition as well as 

by post and email after the exhibition.  

 

Attendees were provided with a feedback forms at the exhibition in addition to a support 

card for those in favour of the project to complete (see Appendix 4).  

 

This report will break down the feedback taken from the completed feedback forms into five 

sections correspondent to the questions residents were asked to respond to: 

 

1. What thoughts do you have about these proposals? 

 

2. Enfield Council has brought forward a proposal that will allow for the provision of 

community space within Broomfield House. Do you think that this is important? 

 

3. Do you have any thoughts on what use the proposed community space could be put 

to? 

 

4. In the eventuality that funding for this project is not confirmed by the Greater 

London Authority, what use would you like to see Broomfield House put to? 

 

5. Do you have any further comments? 

 

All questions were designed to be answered qualitatively rather than quantitatively so that 

residents would be encouraged to give a detailed and considered expression of their 

thoughts on the proposal. 
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4.1 What thoughts do you have about these proposals? 

 

The response to this question by attendees was as follows: 

 

(Please note that the total number of responses is greater than the total number of 

attendees at the exhibitions, as most respondents chose to make more than one comment) 

Comment Frequency 

DŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘ όΨ.Ŝǎǘ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ȅŜǘΩΣ 

ΨDƻƻŘ ŎƻƳǇǊƻƳƛǎŜΩ ŜǘŎ) 

165 

Praise for housing proposals 49 

/ǊƛǘƛŎƛǎŜǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǎƛǘŜ όΨ{ƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ 

ŘƻƴŜΩ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΩ ŜǘŎύ 

24 

Opposed to use of ground floor of Broomfield 

House for residential development, would prefer 

community use 

25 

Community space needs to be larger 19 

Opposed to residential development 17 

Comment concerning delay 12 

Welcomes benefits for existing park users / 

restoration of park 

10 

Accepts necessity of housing to gain funding 6 

Praise for incorporation of cafe 8 

Restoration must be sympathetic and retain as 

much of house as possible 

6 

Concerned about creeping privatisation of 

community facility 

6 

Concerned about funding availability 6 

Cafe should be relocated 5 

Concerned about security of residential 

development 

5 
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Praise for community space 5 

Would like to see museum reinstated 4 

Housing should only be offered to older residents 

who have a long association with the area 

4 

Would like to see changes made to housing mix 

(e.g. Ψless two bedsΩ Ψno three bedsΩ) 

3 

No comment 3 

Concerned about car parking 3 

Cafe is too small 3 

Grounds need to be included in restoration 2 

Concerned about road entrance onto site 2 

aŀƪŜ ǎǳǊŜ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎ ƘƻǳǊǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘ ǳǎŜ ōȅ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

residents 

2 

/ǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƻŦ ΨŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭΩ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ 2 

Dislikes removal of park space 2 

Does not want social housing on site 2 

Opposed to rebuilding/restoration of Broomfield 

House itself 

2 

Housing must be accessible for disabled residents 2 

Cottages should be well designed and low profile in 

keeping with the house 

2 

Opposed to breach of covenant 2 

Praise for incorporation of museum 1 

Would like clarification on compromise over 

covenant 

1 

Would like to see library relocated to site 1 

[ƛƪŜǎ ΨŘƛǎŎǊŜǘŜΩ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ 1 

Opposed to houses being rented 1 

Concerned about out of hours access to houses 1 
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New build flats need to be in keeping with main 

house 

1 

!ƳōƛǾŀƭŜƴǘ κ Ŏŀǳǘƛƻǳǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘ όΨƴŜŜŘǎ ƳƻǊŜ 

ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘΩ ŜǘŎύ 

1 

Felt previous restaurant proposals were an 

excellent opportunity 

1 

Would like any new residents to be community 

minded 

1 

Housing should be environmentally friendly 1 

 

4.2 Enfield Council has brought forward a proposal that will allow for the 

provision of community space within Broomfield House. Do you think 

that this is important? 

 

The response to this question by attendees was as follows: 

 

(Please note that the total number of responses is greater than the total number of 

attendees at the exhibitions, as most respondents chose to make more than one comment) 

Comment Frequency 

9ȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƎǊŜŜƳŜƴǘ όΨȅŜǎΩ ΨƳǳǎǘ ōŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ 

ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻŦ ǊŜŦǳǊōƛǎƘƳŜƴǘΩ ΨǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΩ ŜǘŎύ 
146 

Would like to see more community space made 

available 
44 

Feels area needs community hall or exhibition 

space 
27 

Would like to see house restored for use as local 

history museum 
14 

Welcomes cafe 13 

Opposed to use of ground floor of Broomfield 

House for residential development 
10 
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As long as it helps project become financially 

sustainable /  affordable 
7 

5ƻŜǎƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛǎ ƻŦ ƪŜȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ 6 

Would like to see house used as art gallery 4 

Would like to see reinstatement of the beehives 3 

No comment 3 

Yes, as long as space is not monopolised 3 

Keen to see larger cafe 3 

Would like to see kitchen built to cater for evening 

meetings 
3 

Might make living conditions for residents 

deteriorate ς noise etc 
3 

5ƻŜǎƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ ōŜ 

used 
3 

Concern over space management and allocation  3 

Would like to see house furnishings and 

ornaments restored 
2 

Not at all 2 

Feels it should not distract from restoration of 

house and stable block 
1 

Would like to see medical centre on site 1 

Would like to see an complimentary health  

therapy centre on site 
1 

Not keen to see housing for older people included 

in the proposals 
1 

If GLA funding is not available then community 

centre should be built 
1 

Preschool nursery 1 

Concerned about knock on effects of such a facility 

ς car parking, funding, maintenance 
1 
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Welcomes extra bathroom provision 1 

Concerned about accessibility via public transport 1 

Residents should contribute towards costs of 

community space 
1 

Interested in how seagull and pigeon nuisance for 

cafe customers can be mitigated 
1 

Depends on usage 1 

For day use only 1 

 

 

4.3 Do you have any thoughts on what use the proposed community space 

could be put to? 

 

The response to this question by attendees was as follows: 

 

(Please note that the total number of responses is greater than the total number of 

attendees at the exhibitions, as most respondents chose to make more than one comment) 

Comment Frequency 

Use for meetings by local community groups, clubs 

and associations 
91 

Art gallery / exhibition space / creative space 82 

Evening classes, courses and other education 46 

Local History Museum (as before) 40 

Performing arts: music, theatre, poetry etc 

(rehearsal and recital) 
37 

.ŀōȅΣ ǘƻŘŘƭŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ 30 

Cafe or similar 25 

Private function and party hire 24 

Exercise / fitness studio and classes (yoga, dance 23 
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etc) 

No comment 15 

Educational / field trip centre 15 

Lectures, conferences and talks 13 

Use for elderly residents 13 

Environmental education space 13 

Youth groups 9 

Medical clinics 6 

Cinema / film screenings 5 

Sports facility (tennis courts etc) 5 

Markets and stalls 5 

Commercial self-financing (business) space 4 

Daytime use only 3 

Restored beehive 3 

Allotments / gardens/ greenhouses/gardening 

centre 
3 

Polling station 2 

aŜŜǘƛƴƎ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ Ψ.ƛƎ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅΩ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 2 

Limited night-time use 2 

Everything 1 

5ƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳƛƴŘ ŀǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŀǎ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ 1 

Use for disabled residents 1 

Must be for use of those who are not residents of 

the flats 
1 

Relocation of Palmers Green bookshop 1 

Complimentary health centre 1 

Whatever local community wants 1 

Residential nursing home 1 

Praise for ideas suggested at exhibition 1 



 

16 

 

Cafe must be locally run ς not corporate 1 

Religious groups 1 

Space proposed too small 1 

 

 

 

4.4 In the eventuality that funding for this project is not confirmed by the 

Greater London Authority, what use would you like to see Broomfield 

House put to? 

 

The response to this question by attendees was as follows: 

 

(Please note that the total number of responses is greater than the total number of 

attendees at the exhibitions, as most respondents chose to make more than one comment) 

Comment Frequency 

Cafe / Restaurant / similar 62 

Feels if this fails it should demolished and 

redeveloped 36 

Community space / partial community space 35 

Would like to see house restored for use as local 

history museum 21 

Art gallery / exhibition space 21 

No Comment 19 

As much restoration as viable is essential 16 

Strong support for this scheme ς ΨƳǳǎǘ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎΩ 

etc 15 

Theatre / Music / Arts venue 13 

Evening classes, courses and other education 10 
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Still would like stable converted into affordable 

housing / housing for older people 8 

Non commercial 8 

Would rather see commercial development than 

current state 7 

Social / sheltered / affordable housing 6 

Library 5 

Cinema 4 

Nursery / day care 4 

Outdoor learning / field centre for education 3 

5ƻƴΩǘ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅ ƛǘ 3 

Conference centre 3 

Hotel 3 

Medical centre/health facility 3 

Does not want pub or club 3 

Community membership scheme 3 

Secured as a ruin ς stabilisation 2 

Sensitive  regeneration 2 

Meeting place for older people 2 

Meeting place for toddlers and young mothers 2 

Leisure centre / spa / health centre or similar 2 

Commercial residential conversion 2 

Whatever proposed must not damage park 2 

Exercise space (gym/dance studio) 2 

Housing should be kept for long term local 

residents 2 

Proportion of housing should be rented to older 

people by council 2 

Function room 2 
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Anything wanted by the local community 2 

Banqueting / function venue 2 

Mixed public and private use 2 

Youth group venue 2 

Garden nursery 1 

Referred to suggestions made at previous 

workshops 1 

Sporting facility / club house 1 

Appeal for private benefactor to restore house 1 

Less housing 1 

Complimentary therapy centre 1 

Does not want house sold off to wealthy residents 

to fund restoration 1 

Run competition to enhance sites appearance until 

new proposal can be made 1 

Sell off stable yard properties to fund restoration 1 

Residential and nursing home 1 

Housing for retired people 1 

Donated to English Heritage or National Trust with 

provision for free access by Enfield residents 1 

 

 

4.5 Do you have any further comments? 

 

The response to this question by attendees was as follows: 

 

(Please note that the total number of responses is greater than the total number of 

attendees at the exhibitions, as most respondents chose to make more than one comment) 

Comment Frequency 
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No comment 58 

General praise for scheme, proposals and 

ŜȄƘƛōƛǘƛƻƴ όΨƎƻƻŘ ƭǳŎƪΩ ŜǘŎύ 
48 

Stressed importance of community facility and/or 

public access 
21 

Critical of council delay 14 

Noted personal connection to the house 5 

Feels project should be self financing once 

restoration completed ς no opposition to 

commercial use 

5 

Would like to continue to be consulted on 

proposals and receive more information 
4 

Opposed to covenant being breached for 

commercial usage 
4 

Library could be situated here 4 

Council needs to take reasoned view ς restoration 

imperative, whatever the potential detriments 
4 

Opposed to housing development 4 

Reduce numbers of flats 3 

Critical of local NIMBYs opposing scheme 3 

Concerned housing will eventually become 

privately owned 
3 

Would like gardens renovated and restored 3 

Would like cafe situated at back of development 3 

Concerned  about security and safety of mixed use 

public/private development (e.g. parking, access 

etc) 

3 

Opposed to developers building on a park 3 

wŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ΨƎǊŜŜƴΩ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 

environmental benefits 
2 
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Does not believe Broomfield House itself can 

support mixed public /  housing use 
2 

Stables should be developed as housing 2 

Cafe must be community based and not 

commercial or franchise 
2 

Greater involvement of ethnic minorities and 

varied demographics in consultation and planning 
2 

Opposed to use of ground floor of Broomfield 

House for residential development 
2 

Housing should only be available to local elderly 

residents 
2 

Traffic / parking  issues need addressing 2 

Restoration omits 1720s hall and staircase due to 

residential development 
2 

If scheme fails to progress, demolish the house 1 

Would like to see house open for use in evenings 1 

Would like to see artefacts from house on display 1 

Would like to see beehive reinstated 1 

Park should be restored to former plan 1 

Expressed concern about dog walkersΩ use of park 1 

Keen to see immediate start 1 

Cafe needs to be affordable 1 

Could cafe be used as training centre for young 

people? (in conjunction with catering courses at 

Southgate College) 

1 

Intolerable for site to remain as it is 1 

Would like to be involved in management of 

gallery space 
1 

Question about basement use for storage of 

exhibition materials 
1 
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Does not believe scheme should be funded by 

taxpayers 
1 

Work with Middlesex University to use space for 

creative purposes 
1 

Do not turn building into a pub 1 

Would like to get involved in planting and 

improving green space around the house 
1 

Would like any profit to be fed back into the 

borough 
1 

Convert one downstairs flat into community space 1 

Keep the playgroup 1 

Indicated willingness to contribute to restoration 

costs 
1 

Provide for small allotments and gardens 1 

Would architects to be remitted to retain original 

house appearance 
1 

Fears that park will become entirely residential in 

future 
1 

Concerned about access through existing damaged 

arch 
1 

Would like proposals displayed in local library and 

shops 
1 

Glad to see scheme will provide public toilets 1 

Does not want social housing on site 1 

Housing should be reserved for residents 1 

Would like greater say in variation of property 

types 
1 

Local people  must be involved in management of 

community space 
1 

Clinic for young mothers 1 
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Sports facilities opened up ς running track etc 1 

Exhibition materials and phrasing too technical at 

times 
1 

5ƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳƛƴŘ ŀǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŀǎ ŀ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

IƻǳǎŜΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ 
1 
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5. 9bCL9[5 /h¦b/L[Ω{ CONSULTATION RESPONSE  

Enfield Council is grateful that so many residents chose to attend the public exhibition on 

the proposals for the restoration of Broomfield House. The attendance levels for an event 

such as this were comparatively high. This demonstrates that, despite its current state of 

repair, Broomfield House is still a valued community asset and that local residents care 

about its future. 

 

Exhibition attendees, in general, responded very positively to these proposals for the 

restoration Broomfield House (165 general, positive comments). Respondents also 

supported the principle of restoring the House by accessing funding from the Greater 

London Authority through providing homes for older people (49 respondents praised these 

proposals). Enfield Council is pleased that residents have reacted so positively to its 

proposals and it is clear that both the council and local residents feel that something must 

be done to restore Broomfield House before it is too late (24 residents stated that 

something must be done).  

 

A number of attendees at the public exhibition objected to providing housing on the ground 

floor of Broomfield House (21 respondents).  In addition to this some residents stated that 

they would like to see the amount of community space provided in Broomfield House to be 

increased to encompass the entire ground floor area (17 respondents). Enfield Council is 

aware that the issue of housing provision on the ground floor of the House is a serious 

concern to some residents. The indicative allocation of £5.97million from the Greater 

London Authority will only cover three-ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ŎƻǎǘǎΦ ! ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ 

Registered Social Landlord (RSL) will be asked to contribute £2million towards the 

restoration, therefore it is important that these proposals not only provide community 

space, but also appeal to future partnership organisations. Without investment from a 

partnership organisation, the necessary funding to restore Broomfield House is not 

available.  

 

A study into the amount of available community space within a one mile radius of 

Broomfield House has been carried out by Faithful+Gould (see appendix 5). This study 

reveals that there are at least 16 venues providing community space within one mile of the 

House. This study takes into account that four of these venues are schools (Hazelwood 
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School, Walker Primary School, Bounds Green Junior School and Broomfield School) and as 

such, they will only be available outside of working hours. However the remaining 12 

facilities represent a significant amount of easily accessible local community space. This 

ǎǘǳŘȅ Ƙŀǎ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘŜŀƳΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƻΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ōŜƛƴƎΣ ǊŜǘŀƛƴ ǘǿƻ 

units at a ground floor level within Broomfield House as a proposal inclusive of 20 units 

offers the greatest chance of successfully restoring the House.  

 

A financial viability study of the existing community space within a one mile radius of 

Broomfield House is currently being undertaken in order to further inform the emerging 

proposals for Broomfield House. Once this data has been collated, it will be analysed and 

information will be incorporated in the final restoration proposals for the House.  

 

The community space element of the proposals is important to Enfield Council and 

respondents demonstrated that, in general, it is the most important element of the 

proposals for them (146 respondents). Many attendees chose to leave suggestions for the 

future use of the proposed community space. Enfield Council is grateful for these 

suggestions and these suggestions will be passed onto any future partnership organisation if 

these proposals receive planning consent. Popular suggestions for the future use of the 

community space included it being used by groups, clubs and associations (91 respondents) 

or as an art gallery, exhibition/ creative space (82 respondents). There was also a plethora of 

interesting suggestions made by one or two attendees.  

 

Given the wide variety of different uses suggested by attendees for the community space 

proposed in restoration of Broomfield House, the project team has since re-evaluated this 

space. It is clearly important to local residents that the community space and park café are 

as versatile as possible and these spaces need to be able to be used for as many activities as 

possible. To achieve this versatility, the principle rooms on the ground floor of Broomfield 

House have been redefined so as to act as a flexible suite of spaces that can be either used 

together or separately, dependent on the use they are put to.  

 

A recurring theme during the public exhibition was the security of the future residents of 

Broomfield House (8 security related comments were made, see sections 4.1 and 4.5). 
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Following the public consultation, the security and privacy of the future residents has been 

revisited and the latest proposals include improved security features.    

 

In November 2010 Enfield Council ran workshops with local residents which were designed 

ǘƻ Ǝŀƛƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǳǎŜǎ .ǊƻƻƳŦƛŜƭŘ IƻǳǎŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ Ǉǳǘ ǘƻ in the 

eventuality that funding from the Greater London Authority is not forthcoming.  Attendees 

suggested 44 alternative uses for the House. At the exhibition, alternative uses for 

Broomfield House were summarised and attendees contributed many ideas for how the 

House may be used if funding is not forthcoming. Enfield Council thanks residents who 

suggested possible alternative uses. These uses will be analysed in tandem with the results 

of the workshops held in November 2010. If the Greater London Authority fails to confirm its 

£5.97million grant, the council will seek to bring forward another proposal that is based on 

the feedback received from residents and which is self-financing. 

 

5.1 Key Changes to the Scheme 

The proposals for Broomfield House are not finalised and as such the scheme is subject to 

change up to the planning submission date (targeted for May 2011). In addition to the 

changes outlined above, several key changes have been made to the scheme as follows: 

 

 Changes to the landscape outside the proposed park café will be made to 

provide a level seating area that is clearly separate to the main driveway. 

 Landscaping will be included to ensure the privacy of the proposed flats. 

 The project team is currently developing ideas for the improvement of the 

proposed communal gardens within the Stable Yard. Current ideas include 

the provision for the growth of vegetables, fruit and flowers. 

 A tea point has been provided in the Regency Dining Room. 

 ! ŎƭŜŀƴŜǊΩǎ ŎǳǇōƻŀǊŘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ / community space. 

 The layout of the flats has been refined. 

 The garden cottages will be provided with private, outside seating areas.  
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6. CONCLUSION 

The objective of this report is to record the comments and opinions held by the people who 

attended the exhibition and completed feedback forms. This report will be circulated to the 

London Borough of Enfield, the local Member of Parliament, the local London Assembly 

Member and all those who requested feedback and left their contact details. 

 

We would like to thank all those who took the time to visit the exhibition and give us their 

views.  

 

6.1 Next Steps 

The comments summarised in this report will be fed into the design process and considered 

by the project team. The team intends to keep the local community updated as the 

proposals progress. An application is due to be submitted to the London Borough of Enfield 

in May year. 

 

6.2 Further Information 

If you have any comments on this report or would like further information, please contact Ed 

Grieve at: 

 

Address: Green Issues Communications 

The Registry 

Royal Mint Court 

London 

EC3N 4QN 

 

Tel:  020 7457 2055 

Email:  edg@greenissues.com 
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7. APPENDIX 1 ς INVITATION LETTER 
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8. APPENDIX 2 ς INFORMATION BOARDS 
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9. APPENDIX 3 ς FEEDBACK FORM 
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10. APPENDIX 4 - SUPPORT CARD 
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11. APPENDIX 5 ς COMMUNITY FACILITIES STUDY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


