Low Traffic Neighbourhood - meeting with Enfield Council on 27th Jan 2020
Paul Mandel and David Bird of the Fox Lane Area Traffic Working Group (FLATWG, which
was formed out of the 'red flyer' group) and John Phillips of FLDRA had a meeting with Cllr
Ian Barnes and council officer Richard Eason.
The Council's original plan - the Starbucks plan - is now abandoned. Among other problems,
it had too few entry points and could create the feeling of a 'ghetto'. The Council also
recognises that any proposal has to have the backing of most residents in order to succeed.
Over 700 responses to the Starbucks plan, plus views from about 15 groups, are being
considered by the Council in order to devise a new, more acceptable scheme. This will be
published. A trial and further consultation will then take place.
The Fox Lane Area Traffic Working Group (FLATWG) group presented ideas, these centred
on the need for something to be done to prevent through traffic, and for any scheme to be
for the entire area - not just individual roads.
Their key plan is similar to that produced by the Fox Lane LTN group (green flyer) which, in
essence, closes just Meadway and the roads to the south and west of Fox Lane making them
into cul-de-sacs. However the FLATWG plan moves the filters (barriers) halfway down each
road rather than at the end. There was some discussion around this, The Council feeling that
filters at the ends of roads provide a framework for environmental improvements: trees,
seats, parklets etc. It also avoids having barriers outside people's houses.
The main discussion concerned using Automatic Number Plate Recognition ( ANPR) cameras
rather than physical filters. This would mean only residents could register to drive across the
area but not others. Visitors would have to drive out the way they came in to avoid passing
the camera in each road. This is FLATWG's preference and a similar system is being tested in
Newham. The Council is concerned about the cost, both to itself, and to residents who
would probably have to pay a charge of, say, £100 per year per car.
The effect of on peripheral roads was also discussed and agreed they should perhaps be
included in the scheme with traffic calming, hedges and trees, pedestrian crossings etc.
There was agreement that local businesses should be involved in all consultation but there
was discussion around the future of high streets and that the perhaps old fashioned reliance
on the car is not the key to survival as they have to adapt to changing social patterns. There
was discussion about how the unpleasant pedestrian approach to the shops via Fox Lane
railway bridge might be improved.
Other details were discussed such as the pros and cons of road humps, the effect on
pollution, and the inability to predict traffic evaporation without a trial. The FLDRA policy of
20mph restrictions did not seem controversial. Indeed, the Council will consider a 20mph
blanket limit on virtually all its roads in the same manner that Haringey and Hackney have

successfully introduced. The questionnaire which FLDRA published for the 'red flyer' group,
(out of which FLATWG was formed) was not discussed at the meeting.
Apart from supporting 20mph, FLDRA is currently taking a neutral stance on the Low Traffic
Neighbourhood proposals. However, it is keen to explore alternative schemes that achieve a
safer environment and take into account the area as a whole, with the aim of keeping as
many roads open as possible. To this end FLDRA is engaging with various groups in the
neighbourhood and welcomes views from members.

