 
CLAIM NO.
IN THE FIRST-TIER TRIBUNAL (PROPERTY CHAMBER) RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY
APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 20ZA OF THE LANDLORD AND TENANT ACT 1985
BETWEEN:
LONDON BOROUGH OF ENFIELD
(Applicant/Landlord)
-and-
The Respondents are the leaseholders of the Applicant’s housing stock who are liable to pay service charges and who would otherwise be entitled to consultation under section 20 of the Landlord and Tenant Act 1985, being those leaseholders of the properties identified in the schedule contained within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 (approximately 5208)
(Respondents)

WITNESS STATEMENT OF RAFE BERTRAM

 
I, Rafe Bertram, of the London Borough of Enfield, Civic Centre, Silver Street, Enfield EN1 3XA, WILL SAY as follows: 
 
Introduction 
1. I am an Asset and Sustainability Manager employed by the London Borough of Enfield ("the Council"). 

2. I am authorised to make this statement on behalf of the Council in support of its application under section 20ZA of the Landlord and Tenant Act 1985. 

3. The matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge or derived from Council records, which I believe to be true. 

4. This statement should be read together with the exhibit bundle (RB-1) filed in support of the application. 

5. This application concerns the procurement of electricity for communal supplies across the Council’s housing portfolio. 

6. The Council proposes to enter into a two-year electricity supply contract via the LASER framework, commencing on or around 1 October 2026, with costs recoverable through service charges and therefore constituting a qualifying long-term agreement. 

7. The procurement is undertaken through LASER (Kent County Council), a central purchasing body operating compliant public-sector energy frameworks. 

8. The Council has entered into a LASER Access Agreement enabling it to procure energy through the framework. 

9. The Council is also party to an Access Agreement Variation for the Flexible Framework, which permits amendments and authorises LASER to implement call-off contract changes. 

10. The LASER schedule summary and special terms included within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 set out the supply structure and risks, including exposure to out-of-contract rates. 

11. This contractual structure significantly limits discretion outside the framework. 
Background and Existing Arrangements 
12. The Council’s current fixed-term electricity supply contract expires on 30 September 2026. 

13. Replacement arrangements must ensure continuity from 1 October 2026. 

14. The housing site schedule within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 identifies relevant supplies. 

15. The schedule summary within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 details supply numbers and consumption. 

16. The Council manages approximately 5,028 leaseholders, as reflected in Exhibit Bundle RB-1. 

17. The tenant-to-leaseholder ratio and impact schedule within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 demonstrates cost distribution. 


Reasons for Seeking Dispensation 
18. The energy market is volatile with limited pricing windows.

19. Procurement must be completed within strict timeframes. 

20. Full consultation would introduce delay incompatible with these constraints. 

21. The LASER framework and agreements constrain procurement choices. 

22. Leaseholder consultation would not influence supplier, route, or pricing.

23. Delay risks higher costs through out-of-contract rates.

Absence of Relevant Prejudice 
24. The Tribunal must consider relevant prejudice and there is none in this particular case. 

25. Leaseholders retain rights to challenge reasonableness of charges. 

26. Procurement is via compliant framework ensuring value for money.

27. Dispensation protects leaseholders from higher costs. 

28. A sample lease within Exhibit Bundle RB-1 demonstrates recovery of communal electricity costs and apportionment basis. 
Proportionality and Partial Dispensation 
29. The Council seeks partial dispensation. 

30. This is proportionate given urgency, framework constraints, and retained protections. 

31. The Council will provide information to leaseholders and ensure transparency. 

32. The application and procurement are being progressed in parallel. 






Conclusion 
33. Due to the limited time period, It is not reasonably practicable to complete full consultation.

34. Delay would expose leaseholders to higher costs.

35. Leaseholders will suffer no relevant prejudice.

36. The Council requests dispensation under section 20ZA. 

Statement of Truth 
I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth without an honest belief in its truth.

Signed: 
[image: ]
Name: Rafe Bertram
Position: Asset and Sustainability Manager
Date: 06/07/2026
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