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1

Introduction

1.1.

Purpose of this document

1.1.1

This document relates to the application made by North London Waste Authority (the Applicant) known as the North London Heat and
Power Project (the Project) (reference EN010071), which seeks development consent pursuant to Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended) for a replacement Energy Recovery Facility (ERF) at the Edmonton EcoPark, London N18 3AG, with associated development.

1.1.2

This document provides the Applicant's responses to the Examining Authority’s (ExA) second written questions, which were submitted to
the Secretary of State on or before 5 June 2016. References in this document to the “draft DCO” are references to the revised draft
Development Consent Order (DCO) (AD03.01/REP3-018) submitted by the Applicant to the ExA on 6 April 2016 in relation to Deadline 3 of
the Examination timetable.
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Applicant’s responses to the Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

#.

Question to

1.

The Application

2Q 1.1

Applicant, Canal and River Trust (CRT)

Question

The written representation from the CRT (REP2-009) indicates a Statement of Common
Ground (SoCG) is intended, and if this is the case please submit this by deadline 5 at the
latest.

Applicant’s response
The Applicant has provided a draft Statement of Common Ground to Canal and River Trust (CRT) and is expecting a response shortly.
An update will be provided for Deadline 6.
2Q 1.2

Applicant

Please provide a specific response to the representation submitted by Eley Estate Company
Limited dated 8 March 2016 for deadline 1 (REP1-005).

Applicant’s response
The Applicant welcomes the support for the Project from Eley Estate Company Ltd (REP1-005). Set out below is the Applicant’s
response to each of the five points (in italics) raised in the Eley Estate representation:
1. Infrastructure and construction does not undermine or negate adoption of its sewers by Thames Water Utilities nor its roads and
street furniture by the London Borough of Enfield.
The Application Site for the Project does not include any part of the Eley Estate; as such it would not undermine or negate adoption of
sewers or roads and street furniture.

2. The works required would not impede businesses in their operation.
The construction of the Project is not expected to impact upon the operation of businesses in the Eley Industrial Estate. It is not
envisaged that there would be any long-term road closures or diversions that would impact on businesses occupying the Eley Industrial
Estate. While works are likely to be required on Advent Way associated with the improvement of the southern site access, it is

Page 2 | Issue | June 2016 | North London Waste Authority

North London Waste Authority

#.

North London Heat and Power Project
Applicant’s Responses to the Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

Question to

Question

envisaged that Advent Way would remain open at all times (this will also be essential to ongoing operation of the existing Edmonton
EcoPark). The Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) (AD05.06/APP-032) sets out that any diversions and/ or lane closures (if required)
would be included in the Construction Logistics Plan and agreed with LB Enfield and TfL). It is not expected that there would be any
circumstances that would require a closure or diversion for more than a very short period of time. In these circumstances, those affected
would be informed of the closures in advance to minimise any impacts on their operations.
Further, given the roads in the Eley Industrial Estate are private, it is not proposed that they would be used for construction access and
therefore would not have an impact on business operations. As set out in the Transport Assessment (AD05.11/APP-030), construction
traffic access to the Application Site would be from Meridian Way/Ardra Road to the north or Advent Way to the south.
No works are proposed on the route to the Eley Industrial Estate via Nobel Road.

3. All works were carried out to adoptable standards.
The detailed design of any junctions, cycle routes and other transport aspects of the scheme would be undertaken in accordance with
the following relevant guidance:
a.
b.
c.
d.

Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (HE, 2015);
London Cycle Design Standards (TfL, 2014);
Manual for Streets (DfT, 2007); and
Traffic Advisory Leaflets (DfT, various).

The Applicant would apply this guidance (or any guidance that has superseded that at that time) to the detailed design of accesses, onsite routes, junctions and other transport aspects, which would therefore be designed to adoptable standards. Details would be
submitted in accordance with Requirements 4 and 12 of the draft DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018).

4. Reasonable financial compensation was agreed for any and all disruption to the working of the estate.
No material disruption is anticipated to the operation of the Eley Industrial Estate as a consequence of the Project. As set out in
response to point 2 (above) there are mechanisms in place (CoCP) that would provide advance notification of any road closures,
consistent with good practice in construction. Financial compensation is not considered to be relevant as there would be no material
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Question

disruption.

5. A regular update is provided of the Project to the Eley Estate Company.
The Applicant would provide regular updates on the Project to the Eley Estate Company. The format of these updates would be agreed
with the Eley Estate Company. The CoCP has been updated to incorporate the Eley Estate Company as part of the Community Liaison
Group (para 3.2.4). The CoCP also identifies (para 3.2.2) that briefings would be provided to local groups, such as the tenants of the
Eley Industrial Estate.
2Q 1.3

Applicant

How exactly are the heat pipe routes from the ERF to the edge of the Order land
safeguarded in the draft Development Consent Order (DCO) (REP3-018) beyond
requirement 18? Please see paragraph 2.5.7 of the Planning Statement (APP-018, Doc
AD05.02), the Applicant’s comments on paragraph 2.4 of the London Borough of Haringey
Local Impact Report (LIR) (REP4-002, Doc AD07.06), and paragraph 2 of the Applicant’s
response to first written question 1.1 (REP3-016, Doc AD07.02).

Applicant’s response
The draft DCO does not currently safeguard the heat pipe routes beyond the provisions of requirement 18.
The detailed design of the ERF, including of the associated services and utilities that would run across the Edmonton EcoPark, has not
been undertaken. The Applicant has identified a heat pipe corridor (see indicative drawing D_0013 in the Design Code Principles
(AD02.02/APP-008)) based on avoiding conflict with known and planned utilities and on best available information. However, the precise
alignment of the heat pipes from the ERF itself to the boundary of the Edmonton EcoPark is not defined. Flexibility is required to allow
for the best alignment to be determined for both the required services and utilities.
The S106 Agreement (AD03.03/APP-011), which will be entered into with LB Enfield, as currently drafted provides that land would be
safeguarded for heat supply pipework.
The Applicant proposes to amend requirement 18 to allow for pipework routes that would run from the ERF to land at the edge of the
Edmonton EcoPark.
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Question to

Question

2Q 1.4

Applicant

Please supply a revised Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) to incorporate proposed
amendments offered by the Applicant to meet representations by Historic England and Biffa
for example (REP1-003, Doc AD07.01 and REP4-001, Doc AD07.05). Similarly a revised
Environmental Commitments and Mitigation Schedule (ECMS), and an updated draft DCO,
all for deadline 6 (19 June 2016) in readiness for a second issue specific hearing dealing with
the draft DCO to be arranged for 5 July 2016.

Applicant’s response
A revised CoCP, Environmental Commitments and Mitigation Schedule (ECMS) and draft DCO will be provided for Deadline 6.
2Q 1.5

Applicant, National Grid (NG)

What are the potential conflicts between the application and the North London Reinforcement
DCO envisaged in the written representation from NG (REP2-013), the Applicant’s
comments (section 2.13 of REP4-001, Doc AD07.05) and the response from NG to first
written question 10.2 (REP3-006)?

Applicant’s response
Appendix 1.5 to these responses contains a joint response from the Applicant and National Grid (NG) in relation to the potential
interaction between the Application and the North London Reinforcement DCO.
2Q 1.6

London Borough of Enfield (LBE)

2.

Need

2Q 2.1

Applicant

The LIR from LBE (REP3-003) is an appraisal of the application against the National
Planning Policy Framework. Is there any further advice in terms of this application the
Council wishes to offer when assessed against National Policy Statements EN 1 and EN 3?
Please clarify the response to paragraph 11 of the written representation submitted by the
Greater London Authority (REP4-001, Doc AD07.05) which appears to agree that incinerator
bottom ash does not contribute towards local recycling rates, whilst the final sentence seems
to suggest it should be taken into account.

Applicant’s response
The Mayor of London has apportioned specific amounts of waste (known as apportionment targets) to be managed by each London
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Question

borough in order that London may achieve net self sufficiency for household and C&I waste by 2026. Net self-sufficiency means that as
much of London’s waste as practicable is managed within London, working towards managing the equivalent of 100% of London’s waste
within London by 2026. As per Policy 5.17 and para 5.79 of the London Plan, waste is deemed to be managed in London if it is used in
London for energy recovery. The Applicant therefore considers all waste sent to the ERF would contribute towards the meeting of
apportionment targets. Recycling targets for Local Authority Collected Waste (LACW) are set out in the London Plan (Policy 5.16). While
incinerator bottom ash (IBA) produced as a residue from the energy recovery process does not contribute towards local recycling
targets, it is not landfilled and is commonly recycled for use as secondary aggregate for in roads and other construction projects.
The Applicant agrees that IBA does not count towards apportionment targets as this would result in double counting in terms of waste
managed in London.
3.

Development Context

2Q 3.1

LBE

4.

Green Belt

2Q 4.1

LBE

5.

Environmental Issues

2Q 5.1

Applicant

Please confirm what constitutes the statutory development plan applicable to this application.
In view of the observations in paragraphs 5.2 and 5.4 of the Council’s written representations
(REP2-012) about the sensitivity of land along the eastern boundary of the EcoPark within
the Metropolitan Green Belt to inappropriate development, does LBE accept the proposed
use of the site for the temporary laydown area for the expected construction period
regardless of the nature of proposals for reinstatement?
The ES concludes that the impact on linnet would be significant adverse temporary because
at the end of stage 3 the temporary laydown area would be landscaped (paragraphs 5.7.15
and 5.8.16 of APP-041, Doc AD02.02). How would this conclusion be affected if the
restoration of the temporary laydown area is just to a standard that is no worse than that
land’s current condition, as indicated by the Applicant’s response to paragraph 5.4 of the
written representations from LBE (REP4-001, Doc AD07.05)?

Applicant’s response
The Environmental Statement (ES) (AD06.02/APP-041, paragraph 5.8.16) assumes that the Temporary Laydown Area would be
restored with a planting scheme that is consistent with the existing condition in terms of providing like-for-like habitat that is suitable for
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Question to

Question

breeding linnet (i.e. it does not propose landscape improvements to this area). The planting scheme provides patches of dense scrub in
conjunction with meadow habitat, incorporating native thorny scrub such as bramble, hawthorn Crataegus monogyna and blackthorn
Prunus spinosa. Therefore the assessment is based on a standard that is no worse than the land’s current condition and the conclusion
that there would be a significant adverse temporary impact on linnet remains valid.
2Q 5.2

Applicant

As set out in paragraph 4.1 of the Applicant’s response to written representations from CRT,
windblown litter has not been assessed in the ES, but agreement in principle has been
reached with the Lee Valley Regional Park Authority (LVRPA) to extend existing site
management procedures with regard to litter control (REP4-001, Doc AD07.05). What are
the existing operational site management procedures for litter control and how will their
extension be secured in the DCO?

Applicant’s response
As set out in the Applicant's previous response, windblown litter would be managed through the extension of the current arrangements
for managing litter picking on and around the Edmonton EcoPark. Litter picking at the Edmonton EcoPark is undertaken on a daily basis.
In addition to road-sweeping, staff manually pick up litter that has accumulated on-site. Staff also litter pick the area surrounding their
specific areas of operation. Spot clearing is undertaken during periods of high winds when litter can blow around on-site or onto adjacent
areas – e.g. A406 North Circular Road.
As previously noted, agreement in principle has been reached with the LVRPA, to extend the managed area for litter, graffiti, and flytipping to include the areas on either side of the River Lee Navigation under a management agreement.
LVRPA has general powers with respect to litter management etc. under the Lee Valley Regional Park Act 1966 (the 1966 Act) –
relevant provisions being as follows:
General duty of the Authority - Sections 12(1) and 12(2).
•

The Act offers broad powers to LVRPA to 'develop, improve, preserve, maintain and manage the park'.

Litter - Sections 13, 29, 30(b), 31 and 61
•

LVRPA is a 'body' as defined in the Litter Act 1958. This means LVRPA has the duty to institute proceedings against individuals
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Question to
•
•
•

Question

who litter.
LVRPA has the power to remove or carry away sand, gravel and 'other material'. This does not specify litter but 'other material'
may be broad enough to include the removal of litter.
The 1966 Act specifies provisions in relation to litter on private land
"Private land" is defined as 'any land in the park or
adjacent thereto which the public are not entitled or permitted to have access'.
LVRPA must have regard to the need to prevent damage on private land and may enter into any agreements for the collection
and disposal of litter or rubbish thrown down on private land.

The Applicant proposes to enter into a management agreement with LVRPA in order to fulfil the relevant powers of LVRPA in relation to
litter management, acting as agent for LVRPA. The Applicant proposes to address this issue in a private agreement with LVRPA, to
ensure that the management agreement is entered into. The Applicant does not consider that it is necessary to make an amendment to
the 1966 Act to grant itself specific powers in relation to litter control, or to enable LVRPA to appoint an agent to act on its behalf.
6.

Traffic and transport

2Q 6.1

Applicant

The car parking provision is agreed by both LBE and Transport for London (TfL) in their
SoCGs (REP3-021 and REP3-015) subject to a number of detailed specifications. Are these
details (paragraph 3 6.2, REP3-015) agreed by the Applicant and provided for in the draft
DCO?

Applicant’s response
The Applicant, LB Enfield and TfL agree to the parking strategy on the following basis:
a. the provision of cycle parking is in compliance with the London Plan (2015) standards;
b. the provision of car parking spaces equipped with electric vehicle charging points and the provision of disabled car parking is
compliant with the London Plan (2015) standards;
c. car sharing is proposed through the design and management of the car park and through the Operational Travel Plan;
d. the Operational Travel Plan would also promote sustainable travel;
e. some trips to and from the Application Site would be undertaken at off-peak times and at times when public transport is not
available; and
f. it safeguards the infrastructure and promotes/supports local employment.
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Question

Details on the provision of car and cycle parking are set out set out in Section 4.4 of the TA (AD05.11/APP-030) and this includes the
provision of cycle parking, electric vehicle charging points and disabled parking in line with the London Plan (2015) standards.
The Framework Operational Travel Plan (included in Appendix J of the TA (AD05.11/APP-031), on which the full Operational Travel Plan
would be based, also includes the provision of cycle parking and electric vehicle charging points based on the London Plan. The
Framework Operational Travel Plan would encourage car sharing and also includes measures to encourage car sharing, such as the
consideration of the reservation of some car parking space for use by those who car share, as well as the promotion of sustainable
travel. The Operational Travel Plan would be secured through the Section 106 Agreement (AD03.03/APP-011). The Applicant would
comply with the details and findings of the TA in preparing documents to discharge requirements of the DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018) or
obligations of the Section 106 Agreement. The ECMS (AD06.03/APP-054) requires implementation of the Operational Travel Plan and
measures within it (including cycle parking and encouraging car sharing) and this would be secured through Requirement 6 of the DCO
(AD03.01/REP3-018).
As the Project would be operational over 24-hours per day, some shifts would start at off-peak times and at times when public transport
availability is reduced or is not available. The provision of an appropriate quantum of parking would enable employees who start and/or
finish shifts at these times safe access to the Edmonton EcoPark.
In respect of employment, the scheme supports retention of employment on site.
The Applicant is in agreement with these points which are all set out within the Application documents. The ECMS will be amended to
address these points and provide the mechanism for delivery as a part of the DCO. A revised ECMS will be submitted at Deadline 6, in
accordance with 2Q 1.4.
2Q 6.2

Bestway Holdings Ltd

Does the analysis of additional traffic on Ardra Road (Ardra Traffic Flows, March 2016, Arup)
attached to the written representation submitted by Biffa (REP2-005), coupled with the
Applicant’s response to Bestway’s written representation (paragraph 2.5 REP4-001, Doc
AD07.05), satisfactorily meet Bestway’s concerns (REP2-006)?

2Q 6.3

Applicant

The written representation from Biffa (REP2-005) requests additional requirements to control
traffic generated by the project using Ardra Road. The response from the Applicant
(paragraph 2.6 REP4-001, Doc AD07.05) appears to agree the proposed measures; if so,
how will these be given effect in the draft DCO and CoCP?

Applicant’s response
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Question to

Question

The mitigation measures requested by Biffa are:
•
•
•
•

inclusion of a suitably worded planning condition that ensure the existing operations on Ardra Road are protected from undue
harm and enforces the conclusions of the TA (AD05.11/APP-030) and technical note (included in the Applicant’s Responses to
the ExA’s First Written Questions (AD07.02/REP3-016));
clarification of the proposed monitoring strategy, and inclusion of a condition(s) that seek to ensure the results of the traffic
assessment stated at paragraph 3.9.12 of the technical note (included in the Applicant’s Responses to the ExA’s First Written
Questions (REP3-016)) set out above and the permanent relocation of the proposed control point;
to include provision within the CoCP to implement an alternative phasing pattern of the existing traffic signals at the junction of
Ardra Road and A0155 Meridian Way; and
to include provision within the CoCP of a commitment to long-term, regular monitoring of vehicular activities along Ardra Road to
ensure that mitigation measures are adopted if determined to be necessary, in consultation with the existing operations along
Ardra Road.

The Applicant confirms that each of these points are addressed as follows:
Bullet 1 – Is is proposed that Section 11.3 of the CoCP (AD05.12/APP-032) will be updated to include a provision that any works on
Ardra Road and/or at the junction of Ardra Road with Deephams Farm Road would be undertaken in such a way that continued access
to affected businesses is maintained. This is secured through Requirement 16 of the draft DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018). In addition, the
Applicant would comply with the details and findings of the TA (AD05.11/APP-030) in preparing documents to discharge requirements of
the DCO or obligations of the Section 106 Agreement (AD03.03/APP-011).
Bullet 2 - Details of the proposed monitoring strategy are proposed to be included in Section 11.8 of the CoCP when it is updated. This
includes traffic marshals/control points at both the northern and southern ends of Deephams Farm Road (the need for traffic
marshals/control points at both ends would be assessed periodically), recording of all vehicles entering and exiting, undertaking regular
surveys on Ardra Road during the construction period and regular liaison with other business on Ardra Road during the construction
period. This strategy would be developed and agreed with LB Enfield prior to use of the northern access for construction vehicles and is
secured through Requirement 16 of the draft DCO. The control points for Deephams Farm Road would be a matter for detailed design
and may change following the construction stages; in particular, there may be control points at each end of Deephams Farm Road
during construction and only one during operations.
Bullet 3 - The phasing of the traffic signals at the junction of the A1055 Meridian Way with Ardra Road is under the control of TfL, which
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Question to

Question

control all traffic signals in London. There may be opportunities to explore, with TfL, the implementation of revised signal timings at the
junction during some period of the day (as signal timings operate on different timings throughout the day). This could be discussed with
TfL as part of the consultation on the Construction Logistics Plan (CLP) and proposed traffic management strategy. There is therefore no
need to make any amendments to the CoCP to address this.
Bullet 4 – See response to Bullet 2 above.
The updated CoCP referred to in this response will be provided for deadline 6, as stated in response to 2Q 1.4.
7.

Temporary Laydown Area

2Q 7.1

LBE, Thames Water Utilities Ltd (TWUL)

The indicative construction programme (paragraph 3.5.6 et seq, APP-039, Doc AD06.02)
shows that the temporary laydown area will be required between approximately 2019 and
2026, with the provision for restoration of the site up to two years after that. When is the
Meridian Water development anticipated to use this land for compensatory flood storage and
is this use agreed yet with TWUL?

2Q 7.2

LBE

Are there any current planning permissions relating to the land identified for the temporary
laydown area?

2Q 7.3

Applicant

How would the Applicant intend to carry forward implementation of the development if the
proposal for the temporary laydown area is denied for whatever reason?

Applicant’s response
A Temporary Laydown Area is needed to support construction, decommissioning and demolition activities. The Temporary Laydown
Area would include site offices, welfare facilities, storage areas, parking, fabrication and laydown areas.
If the Applicant's proposed location of the Temporary Laydown Area were not approved, the Applicant would have the following
theoretical options:
a. identify another off-site location for a Temporary Laydown Area further away from the Edmonton EcoPark; or
b. locate the Temporary Laydown Area within the Edmonton EcoPark; or
c. abandon the Project.
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Question

The options identified above are not feasible for the following reasons:
Identify another offsite location for a Temporary Laydown Area
This has not been possible as stated in the Alternatives Assessment Report (AD05.03/APP-019) and in the Applicant's response to
question 4.2 in the Applicant’s Responses to the Examining Authority’s First Written Questions (AD07.02/REP3-016), as no site has
been identified which meets the requirements.
Reasonable alternative locations have already been assessed (please see section 4.8 of the Alternatives Assessment Report). The key
considerations for a Temporary Laydown Area are: (i) ease of access; (ii) distance from the Edmonton EcoPark; (iii) layout and size; (iv)
the ability to connect to utilities; (v) site security; and (vi) availability. Other off-site locations such as the Deephams Sewage Treatment
Works (to the north of the EcoPark), the Eley Industrial Estate (to the east of the EcoPark), and the IKEA car park (to the south of the
EcoPark) were investigated and do not satisfy the key considerations and are therefore unsuitable locations.
Locate the Temporary Laydown Area within the Edmonton EcoPark
There would not be enough space on the Edmonton EcoPark to accommodate all the space and facilities necessary for the Temporary
Laydown Area, as during the peak construction phase around 550 construction-related workers are expected on the Edmonton EcoPark
site, in addition to the current workforce involved in the on-site waste management operations.
The phasing of the construction has been planned to allow continuity of waste disposal activity and a transition from the existing EfW to
the proposed ERF. The phasing is as follows:
a. clear southern part of the EcoPark site and construct Resource Recovery Facility, thus allowing ongoing waste transfer and
preparation of fuel for the existing EfW facility and then the ERF;
b. clear northern part of the EcoPark site, where the facilities for waste transfer and bulky waste/fuel preparation are currently
located;
c. construct replacement ERF on northern part of site, using new access point from Ardra Road for construction traffic, and new
eastern access point from Lee Park Way for construction employees;
d. maintain road access to existing EfW facility throughout these works; and
e. operate new ERF.
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It is not feasible to provide an on-site Temporary Laydown Area and maintain current operational capacity because the Edmonton
EcoPark does not have sufficient space to support all of the required construction and development activities while maintaining a
consistent and uninterrupted level of operation of the existing EfW facility to manage and treat municipal waste received from seven
north London boroughs.
Abandon the Project
Abandoning the Project would not address the critical need to replace the existing EfW facility, which, at around 55 years old, is
approaching the end of its operational life. The operational life for such facilities is normally around 25 to 35 years and the Applicant is
unaware of any other currently operating facility of this age in the UK. Elements of the existing facility will have been operating
continuously since the existing EfW facility commenced operating in 1970. By the time the ERF becomes fully operational, the existing
EfW facility would have been operating for more than 20 years longer that it was originally designed for and a replacement is therefore
needed.
2Q 7.4

Applicant

Please confirm that the restoration of the temporary laydown area provided for in article 27
(1) and Works No. 5 in paragraph 2 (e) (x) of schedule 1 of the draft DCO is subject to article
37(6), requirements 3, 4 and 10 and the Design Code Principles (APP-008, Doc AD02.02).

Applicant’s response
The restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area would be covered by article 27(5) of the draft DCO (not Article 27(1)), which states that
“…the undertaker must remove all temporary works and restore the relevant land to the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of the
land…”.
The Applicant intends to amend Article 27(5) in the next revision of the draft DCO so that restoration is also carried out in accordance
with the Design Code Principles (AD02.02/APP-008) and to a standard that is no worse than the land was in before the authorised
development commenced on that part of the Order land. The Applicant and the relevant owners of the Temporary Laydown Area (which
is defined in the draft DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018) as covering plots 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21) are currently in discussions to agree how
restoration “to the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of the land” will be established. The private agreements will take into account
the obligation in Article 27(5) for restoration to comply with design code principles and to a standard no worse that the land was in before
the authorised development commenced. For example, in one draft agreement, outline restoration details are being discussed and
wording is being agreed on what surveys are to be carried out (by an agreed consultant) so that a baseline of existing conditions (e.g.
contamination, geotechnical etc) can be recorded, against which restoration can be judged.
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Question

Article 37(6) (the obligation on discharging authorities to consult all relevant and appropriate statutory consultees) only applies when any
article or requirement requires an approval, agreement or consent.
Article 27(5) of the draft DCO requires restoration to be “to the reasonable satisfaction of the owners of the land”. Carrying out works to
the reasonable satisfaction of the owners does not necessarily require prior approval, consent or agreement of those owners. The
approach envisaged by Article 27(5) would not require prior approval, consent or agreement, and Article 37(6) would therefore not apply
to the restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area. In practice, the Applicant would establish whether restoration works to the Temporary
Laydown Area are to the satisfaction of the owners, through a process covered in private agreement negotiations with each of the
relevant owners of the Temporary Laydown Area.
With regard to requirement 3 (Stages of the authorised development), the restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area will be works no.
5(x). It will therefore be included within the details of the written scheme of all the stages of the authorised development that needs to be
approved by the relevant planning authority.
The restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area would not be subject to requirement 4 (Detailed design approval) as it does not fall
within the categories of detail that require an approval by the relevant planning authority.
With regard to requirement 10 (Landscaping), it would not be necessary for details of the restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area to
be included in the landscaping scheme that is required to be approved by the relevant planning authority. This is because:
a. The Applicant intends to amend Article 27(5) so that restoration would (in addition to being to the reasonable satisfaction of the
owners) also need to be carried out in accordance with design code principles and to a standard that is no worse than the land
was in before the authorised development commenced on that part of the Order land. This should be sufficient control for
privately owned land, and further approval by the relevant planning authority should not be necessary.
b. Restoration is, in principle, not the same as positive landscaping proposals. It is better to keep distinct the restoration of land (to
the satisfaction of the landowner) and details of the authorised development which need to be approved by the relevant planning
authority (e.g. landscaping).
c. Details of restoration works are being agreed privately with the owners of the Temporary Laydown Area.
The Applicant intends to amend requirement 10 in the next revision of the draft DCO to make it clear that the landscaping scheme would
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not include details of the restoration of the Temporary Laydown Area.
8.

Visual Impacts

2Q 8.1

Applicant

Please confirm that the restoration of the energy from waste site provided for in Works No. 7
in paragraph 2 (g) (iii) of schedule 1 of the draft DCO is subject to article 37(6), requirements
3, 4 and 10 and the Design Code Principles (APP-008, Doc AD02.02).

Applicant’s response
Details of the restoration of the EfW area would be submitted pursuant to requirement 10 (Landscaping), as this requires details of
proposed hard landscaping works to be submitted for the approval by the relevant planning authority prior to commencement of that
stage of development.
With regard to requirement 3 (Stages of the authorised development), works no. 7 (iii) (making good) would be included within the
details of the written scheme of all the stages of the authorised development that need to be approved by the relevant planning authority.
The restoration of the energy from waste site would not be subject to requirement 4 (Detailed design approval) because requirement 4
does not address the types of works envisaged for restoration.
As the restoration of the energy from waste site would be caught by requirement 10, Article 37(6) would apply to the restoration.
9.

Compulsory acquisition

2Q 9.1

Applicant

Applicant’s response

Current Configuration and Uses
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At the moment, Lee Park Way can be used by cyclists, pedestrians and vehicles although access for vehicles is restricted by way of a
vehicle barrier at the south close to the junction of Advent Way and at the northern end (close to Pickett’s Lock Lane). There are no
segregated routes for pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles along the stretch of Lee Park Way within the application site.
This stretch of Lee Park Way within the Application Site is also to be used as an access route to NG DCO Works No. 8. Please see the
Applicant’s response to 2Q 1.5 above for further details. The Applicant has recently been informed by NG that this right of way arises
under a private agreement. As a result, other vehicles will be using Lee Park Way as part of NG’s development.

Proposed Configuration and Use
The proposed use of this route as an eastern vehicular access to the Edmonton EcoPark site would be no less advantageous to
pedestrians and cyclists than it is currently, for the following reasons:
a. Pedestrians and cyclists would continue to have free and unrestricted access along this stretch of Lee Park Way.
b. The public’s access along this section of Lee Park Way is currently subject to private rights to use the route with vehicles and that
would not change with the grant of the Order rights.
c. The new private right being sought to use this part of Lee Park Way with vehicles would be limited to authorised vehicles (as it is
for LVRPA’s use) and would not be available to the public generally. To this end, the Applicant would retain a vehicle barrier at
the junction between Lee Park Way and Advent Way for use when the Reuse and Recycling Centre is closed. Another vehicle
barrier would be installed on Lee Park Way to the north of the proposed eastern access into the Edmonton EcoPark which would
continue to restrict vehicle access to Lee Park Way to the north. Please see Appendix 9.1, which contains figures 6.14, 6.15 and
6.16 extracted from the Design and Access Statement (AD05.07/APP-023 to APP-026). These measures would limit the use of
Lee Park Way to those vehicles that require access to the Edmonton EcoPark and also vehicles authorised by Lee Valley
Regional Park Authority. Members of the public travelling to the public element (the Reuse and Recycling Centre (RRC)) of the
Resource Recovery Facility (RRF) would only have access during the RRC opening times. Outside of the hours of operation for
the RRC, vehicular access to Lee Park Way would be restricted with access only provided for employees and visitors to the
Edmonton EcoPark. However, pedestrians and cyclists would continue to be able to access Lee Park Way at all times of the day.
d. Segregated routes for pedestrians and cyclists would be created and would improve their safety and experience of using the
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stretch of Lee Park Way that is within the Application Site. This would include a dedicated footway of 2m in width as well as 1.2m
wide on-carriageway cycle lanes, one in each direction, which are illustrated on figures 6.14 and 6.16 of the Design and Access
Statement. These facilities would be clearly marked and sign posted and would ensure that the use of Lee Park Way for
pedestrian and cycle journeys can continue safely and without any additional journey delay. They would also ensure that vehicle
drivers are aware of the presence of pedestrians and cyclists and ensure that vehicles do not obstruct the paths of pedestrians
and cyclists. Appropriate crossing facilities would be provided to ensure that both pedestrians and cyclists can continue north of
the eastern site access along Lee Park Way safely. Similarly pedestrians and cyclists travelling south would be able to do so
safely and join the footways and cycle lane at the crossing points provided.
e. The part of Lee Park Way within the Application Site would be resurfaced to improve the journey and experience of pedestrians
and cyclists using it. In addition, lighting would be provided at regular intervals between Advent Way and the Edmonton EcoPark
eastern site entrance and CCTV cameras would be provided. These measures would create an overall safer environment for
pedestrians and cyclists.
f.

The area around this stretch of Lee Park Way would be landscaped, which would enhance the experience of pedestrians and
cyclists. For example, page 112 and figure 6.114 of the Design and Access Statement illustrate how the visual amenity for
pedestrians and cyclists would be enhanced. Measures would include the planting of new informal groups of native trees on both
sides of Lee Park Way to soften views of the Project.

Not only would the Applicant’s proposals be ‘no less advantageous’ for existing pedestrian and cyclists users of this part of Lee Park
Way for the purposes of section 132(3) in that they would continue to have free and unrestricted access along this route, it would
actually represent a substantial enhancement of their experience by making their use easier, safer and ensuring that their paths are not
used and obstructed by vehicles or each other, as is currently the case.
10.

Draft Development Consent Order

2Q 10.1

Applicant

The Applicant’s comments on written representations (REP4-001, Doc AD07.05) refer to
private agreements with various parties, for example TWUL, CRT, LVRPA, Environment
Agency (EA) and Zayo. What are these agreements and how do they relate to the draft DCO
and associated documents such as the CoCP?

Applicant’s response
The private agreements are intended to facilitate the acquisition of land and rights over which the DCO grants compulsory acquisition
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powers. They may be used to limit by agreement the exercise of powers granted to NLWA under the DCO. For example, if under the
DCO the undertaker has a power to compulsorily acquire a particular plot, the agreement could say that instead, the undertaker would
purchase that plot of land from the relevant party pursuant to the terms of the agreement and would not exercise its compulsory
acquisition power over that plot.
The agreements contain provisions dealing with the practicalities of the exercise by the undertaker of the DCO powers. For example,
(depending on the particular circumstances) they may agree to provide additional advance notices where an access needs to be
temporarily suspended, or contain a liaison procedure to keep relevant parties updated on progress.
Save for a few obligations that are triggered when the agreement is signed (e.g. payment of legal costs etc), the agreements would only
take effect should the DCO be granted.
The exact contents of each draft settlement agreement would be confidential.
The agreements would not place the undertaker in breach of the DCO.
The agreements would not allow the undertaker to carry out works that fall outside the definition of “authorised development” in the
DCO.
The agreements would not conflict with the documents that would be certified under the DCO.
2Q 10.2

Applicant

Paragraph 11.1.2 of the CoCP commits to the production of a Construction Logistics Plan
and paragraph 11.5.2 to the preparation of a Construction Travel Plan, based on the
submitted Framework Construction Travel Plan (Appendix J of APP-031, Doc AD05.11). Why
is it necessary for these documents to be secured through the Section 106 Agreement
(Development Consent Obligation) as well, as stated in paragraph 6.9 of the Applicant’s
comments on responses to the first written questions (REP4-003, Doc AD07.07)?

Applicant’s response
There is no legal necessity for there to be duplicate obligations with respect to the preparation of a Construction Travel Plan (i.e.
obligations within the CoCP (AD05.12/APP-032) and the S106 Agreement (AD03.03/APP-011)). There is no obligation within the S106
Agreement for the preparation of a Construction Logistics Plan, accordingly this commitment is solely addressed by the CoCP.
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The S106 Agreement contains a mechanism for the review of the Construction Travel Plan by the Applicant, LondonWaste Limited, the
principal contractor for the development, LB Enfield and TfL (TfL would be consulted by LB Enfield, or the Applicant, or both, where
appropriate).
The Applicant considers that the mechanism (within the s106 agreement) for LB Enfield review of the effectiveness of the Travel Plan
measures is beneficial to all parties. Accordingly, the Applicant does not propose to remove the relevant obligation in the S106
Agreement. The Applicant wishes to retain the ‘duplicate’ commitment with respect to the Construction Travel Plan within the CoCP as it
considers that third parties would expect to see such a commitment within a CoCP; furthermore it does not contradict the provisions of
the s106 Agreement.
2Q 10.3

Applicant

Please carry out a thorough check for consistency between Order and plan references for
the next version of the DCO. For example, the elements of Works No 2 listed as paragraph 2
(b) (i), (ii), (iii) of schedule 1 of the draft DCO are termed on the drawing C_0005 as Works 2
(a) (i), (ii), (iii).

Applicant’s response
The Applicant has carried out a thorough check of all drawings and works references within the DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018). As a result
the Applicant has amended a number of drawings and the Applicant will provide the ExA with an updated DCO and amended drawings
in line with Deadline 6. The drawings to be amended are drawing numbers:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.

C_0001 Rev 00;
C_0001a Rev 00;
C_0002 Rev 00;
C_0003 Rev 00;
C_0004 Rev 00;
C_0005 Rev 00;
C_0006 Rev 00;
C_0007 Rev 00;
C_0008 Rev 00;
C_0009 Rev 00;
C_0010 Rev 00;

Page 19 | Issue | June 2016 | North London Waste Authority

North London Waste Authority

#.

North London Heat and Power Project
Applicant’s Responses to the Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

Question to
l.
m.
n.
o.
p.
q.
r.
s.
t.
u.
v.

2Q 10.4

Question

C_0011 Rev 00;
D_0001 Rev 00;
D_0002 Rev 00;
D_0003 Rev 00;
D_0004 Rev 00;
D_0005 Rev 00;
D_0006 Rev 00;
D_0007 Rev 00;
D_0010 Rev 00;
D_0011 Rev 00; and
D_0012 Rev 00.

Applicant

Pending submission of a SoCG with the EA, which is requested by deadline 5 at the latest,
how does the Applicant propose to respond to the EA’s requests (REP2-004), for example:
a riparian buffer zone of at least 8 m alongside the Lee Navigation, Salmons Brook and
Enfield Ditch; amendments to requirement 14 of the draft DCO; and a suggested redraft of
the protective provisions in schedule 16 of the draft DCO as they relate to the EA?

Applicant’s response
The following response is based on what is reflected in the Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) agreed with the EA (AD05.04_EA)
and provided to the ExA on 2 June 2016. Cross references are also made to previous responses, where relevant.
Riparian buffer zones
River Lee Navigation and Salmon’s Brook
The Project is not changing the existing buffer zones in relation to these two watercourses. This is confirmed page 8 of the Applicant’s
Comments on Local Impact Reports (AD07.06/REP4-002) submitted at Deadline 4.
Enfield Ditch
There are some places along the Enfield ditch where the Project unavoidably encroaches into the existing buffer. However, an 8m
riparian buffer is retained along the majority of the waterway. There are three points where the Project would encroach into the existing
buffer:
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a. There would be a new access created from Lee Park Way to the Edmonton EcoPark which crosses the Enfield Ditch, this road
therefore crosses the buffer zone. A small section of the new access within the Edmonton EcoPark would cut through the buffer
zone. This is illustrated in Appendix 10.4 (figure A).
b. To the east of the RRF there is a new footpath and parking area which encroaches the buffer zone by between 0.8m and 4m.
This is illustrated in Appendix 10.4 (figure B).
c. To the south, adjacent to the site entrance at Advent Way, the proposed parking area is slightly larger than the existing one and
therefore slightly encroaches the buffer. This is illustrated in Appendix 10.4 (figure C).
Generally
Page 95 of the Applicant’s Comments on Written Representations (AD07.05/REP4-001) submitted for Deadline 4 sets out the EA’s
written representation about a riparian buffer zones, and the Applicant’s comments on that representation. Here, the Applicant refers to
proposals for landscaping within the riparian buffer zones being contained within Section 6.5 (starting from page 101) of the Design and
Access Statement (AD05.07/APP-023 to APP-026). Those proposals are currently the subject of discussions with the EA in anticipation
of an application to the EA for approval.
Page 11 of the Applicant’s Comments on Responses to the Examining Authority’s First Written Questions (AD07.02/REP3-005) states
that the Applicant confirms it would provide the EA with relevant pre-construction surveys and designs to allow for review in relation to
the Water Framework Directive requirements.
The Applicant confirmed it would apply for Flood Risk Activity Permits as required for any works within eight metres of a main river. Draft
wording has been agreed between the Applicant and the EA in the draft SoCG that a Flood Risk Activity Permit is required under the
Environmental Permitting Regulations for works within 8m of the Enfield Ditch, Salmon’s Brook and/or the River Lee Navigation. The
relevant permits are to be sought prior to works commencing.
Requirement 14
With regard to the amendments to draft requirement 14, they cover the points raised by the EA in its representations on this matter. In
summary, the amendments agreed so far with the EA in the draft SoCG cover the principles listed below (please note that corresponding
amendments will also be needed to Article 4 (Limits of deviation) and requirement 4 (detailed design)):
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a. The investigation and assessment report must also contain a verification plan, setting out details of the data to be collected to
demonstrate that the works set out in any remediation strategy (any remediation strategy is to be based on verification plan) are
complete. Any requirements for long term monitoring of pollutant linkages, maintenance and arrangements for a contingency
plan are to be contained within the management plan referred to at requirement 14(2).
b. The production and agreement of a verification report to demonstrate the completion of works set out any remediation strategy
and the effectiveness of remedial works.
c. There would be long-term monitoring and maintenance plans in respect of contamination, including a timetable of monitoring and
the submission of reports along with details of any necessary contingency action arising from the monitoring. On completion of
the monitoring specified in the verification plan a final report demonstrating that all long-term remediation works have been
carried out and confirming the achievement of remedial targets must be provided.
d. There must be procedures for the remediation of contamination not previously identified in relation to ongoing work.
e. Piling – The ECMS (AD06.03/APP-054) requires a piling risk assessment and method statement for the Energy Recovery
Facility, Resource Recovery Facility, and EcoPark House. The Applicant intends to amend requirement 4 so that: (i) the piling
risk assessments and method statements for the Energy Recovery Facility, Resource Recovery Facility, and EcoPark House
must include lateral and vertical limits of deviation relating to piling, with the limits to not exceed those lines and situations shown
on the works plans; (ii) the piling risk assessments and method statements must be approved by the relevant planning authority,
who must consult the EA in reaching its decision; (iii) the relevant planning authority must only approve the piling risk
assessments and method statements where the approved investigation and assessment report mentioned at requirement 14(2)
has concluded that there is no unacceptable risk to groundwater in the relevant part of the Order land. The agreed draft wording
of the SoCG also states that the Applicant would consult the EA on the piling risk assessments and piling method statements,
after which they would be submitted to and approved by the relevant planning authority. The approved piling method statement
would form the basis of the piling designs for the authorised development. Article 4 (Limits of deviation) would be amended so
that reference is made to the approved lateral and vertical limits of deviation contained in the approved piling risk assessments
and method statements for the ERF, RRF, and EcoPark House.
Protective provisions
With regard to the protective provisions, the Applicant confirmed in its Comments on Written Representations submitted for Deadline 4
that the revised provisions submitted by the EA are acceptable. The next draft of the DCO would contain the revised protective
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provisions relating to the EA.
2Q 10.5

Applicant

The undertaker is defined in the draft DCO as the Applicant, and includes anyone to whom
the benefit of the Order is transferred under article 8, or anyone else with an interest in the
land under s156 of PA 2008. The compulsory acquisition powers in particular are for the
benefit of the undertaker and are therefore not limited to solely to the Applicant. Does the
Applicant intend that such powers should be operated by anyone else other than itself and
how does this relate to the position of London Waste Ltd?

Applicant’s response
It is the current expectation that North London Waste Authority (NLWA) would exercise the compulsory acquisition powers. However, as
LondonWaste Limited (LWL) owns the Edmonton EcoPark, LWL may need to exercise the compulsory acquisition powers should the
Applicant transfer the benefit of the Order to LWL pursuant to Article 8(4).
The provision in Article 8(4) has been proposed to take account of LWL’s ownership of the Edmonton EcoPark, and its relationship with
the Applicant as its 100% owned operational company.
Whilst currently not envisaged, if the benefit of the compulsory acquisition powers needs to be transferred to anyone other than LWL, the
transfer would require the prior consent of the Secretary of State as the transfer would be carried out pursuant to Article 8(1). In this way,
the Secretary of State would be able to control the identity of the party to whom the compulsory acquisition powers are transferred.
In light of the above, it is appropriate to re-visit the definition of “undertaker”.
In the current draft of the DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018), the “undertaker” is defined as covering four categories of persons:
a.
b.
c.
d.

NLWA;
a successor body to NLWA;
those to whom the benefit of the Order has been transferred under Article 8 (which would therefore include LWL); and
those who fall under section 156(1) of the 2008 Act.

Section 156 of the 2008 Act provides for a development consent order to have effect for the benefit of the land generally and anyone for
the time being interested in the land, except to the extent that the Order provides otherwise (i.e. the same position that applies in respect
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of a planning permission).
Article 7 of the draft DCO provides for all the articles of the Order conferring power on the undertaker to apply solely for the benefit of the
undertaker and it is not the Applicant’s intention for the benefit of the Order to be granted to all persons interested in the land. The
reference to section 156 will therefore be deleted from the definition of “undertaker”. This reflects the approach in Model Provision 5
(Benefit of Order) which does not include a reference to section 156 of the 2008 Act.
By making this amendment to the definition of “undertaker”, the benefit of the Order (including compulsory acquisition powers) would be
limited to NLWA, a successor body to NLWA, and those to whom the benefit of the Order can be transferred under Article 8 of the draft
DCO.
2Q 10.6

Applicant

“Archaeological investigations” are included both in the definition of “commence” and
“enabling works” in article 2 of the draft DCO. Should they be removed from the list in the
definition of commence?

Applicant’s response
The Applicant will remove the reference to “archaeological investigations” from the definition of “commence” in the next draft of the DCO.
2Q 10.7

Applicant

The aim of excluding “enabling works” from the definition of “commence” in article 2 of the
draft DCO is to prevent them from breaching those requirements which restrict
commencement. However, several of the excluded enabling works potentially involve
considerable change, in particular land clearance, contaminated land remediation, ground
improvement works and demolition of buildings and could be carried out before the steps set
out in the requirements have been taken. Should the applicable requirements such as 14 and
15 be reworded to also refer to enabling works, as has been done for the CoCP in
requirement 16?

Applicant’s response
The Applicant intends to revise the definition of "enabling works" in the next draft of the DCO and the details will be included in the
revised version submitted at Deadline 6.
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2Q 10.8

Applicant

What works are envisaged as being “similar related works” in the definition of “enabling
works” in article 2 of the draft DCO? Could this wording be removed, or the additional works
listed?

Applicant’s response
The words “similar related works” have been included to ensure actions that are not listed but that may be identified at a later stage can
be delivered. The Applicant would not be able to identify the full scope of enabling works until it has carried out detailed design. In
addition, there are certain aspects of the proposed development which would only be known once contractors have been appointed and
are on-site. “Similar related works” would also be subject to the proviso in the definition of “enabling works” which means that they
cannot give rise to new environmental effects that are worse than those identified in the ES (AD06.02/APP-039 to APP-053).
2Q 10.9

Applicant

What is the justification for article 18 of the draft DCO to grant a power which takes effect
outside the Order land, potentially authorising works anywhere in the country?

Applicant’s response
The Applicant refers the ExA to the revised draft DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018) submitted on Deadline 3 and the amendments made to
Article 18. In the table of DCO amendments (AD07.03/APP-017) submitted on Deadline 3 the Applicant set out that wording has been
inserted to Article 18 that allows the undertaker to only survey and investigate land that is up to 250 metres away from the Order limits
without the approval of the relevant planning authority. Where it is necessary to survey and investigate land that is more than 250 metres
from the Order limits, the undertaker is required to obtain the prior approval of the relevant planning authority. The Applicant notes that
the ‘relevant planning authority’ may not in some contexts be LB Enfield given the proximity of some parts of the application site to other
local authority boundaries. The Applicant will amend the next draft of the DCO to make it clear that should the powers under Article 18
need to be exercised beyond the Order limits in an area that is outside LB Enfield, the local planning authority for that area would be the
‘relevant planning authority’ for those purposes.
The reason why Article 18 has been amended to allow the undertaker to survey and investigate land that is more than 250m away from
the application site is because, if there is a claim that there is an impact from the construction works or from the operation of the Project,
the undertaker would need the ability to investigate such a claim and not be restricted by distance. Whilst no such claims are anticipated,
it is difficult to place a maximum range on such a power given that it is important to be able to investigate all claims that may be made.
Such power would be for the benefit for the claimant as well as the undertaker. The Application Site is situated close to natural features,
commercial and residential premises, and also has a large number of utilities running close to or beneath it. Furthermore, the undertaker
would not have an unrestricted power to investigate anywhere in the country: (i) the undertaker would need to obtain the approval of the
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relevant planning authority for that area first; (ii) the exercise of the power would need to be “for the purposes of the Order” (as is stated
in the opening words of Article 18(1)); and (iii) in practice, the undertaker would need to prove to the local authority that the exercise of
the power beyond 250m from the Order land is reasonable and necessary in order to obtain approval.
2Q 10.10

Applicant

Given that the explanation for article 28 (1) (b) of the draft DCO in the Applicant’s response
to first written question 10.15 (REP3-016, Doc AD07.02) is that over growing vegetation on
the verge of Deephams Farm Road needs to be cut back so not to impede traffic flow, please
provide further justification why article 32 of the draft DCO (REP3-018) is insufficient for this
purpose.

Applicant’s response
The Applicant agrees with the ExA that article 32 is sufficient to cover its need to control over growing vegetation on the verge. However,
the Applicant also requires a power to generally keep the verge clean and tidy and free from litter. To make it clear that this is the
intention of the Applicant we propose an amendment to article 28(1)(b) so that it will now read:
“(b) enter on and take temporary possession of at any time during the maintenance period the land hatched in black on plan number
C_0018 for the purpose of keeping that area clean and tidy;”
2Q 10.11

Applicant

Please confirm whether the reference in the draft DCO to the drawing in requirement 5 (3) of
schedule 2 concerning Works No. 2 should be to C_0005, and whether the reference to the
drawing in requirement 5 (4) of schedule 2 concerning Works No 3 should be to C_0007.

Applicant’s response
The Applicant agrees with the ExA and will make the two corrections to the DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018) which will be shown in the next
draft of the DCO.
2Q 10.12

Applicant
Applicant’s response
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The ERF would not process hazardous waste. However, the total volume of waste to be managed at the Edmonton EcoPark (as set out
in requirement 7) may contain small amounts of hazardous waste from households e.g. fluorescent tubes. The volume of hazardous
waste which may be received at the site is too small to estimate but would be managed in accordance with the permit; an overview of
how any small quantities of hazardous waste received to the site is provided below.
The proposed ERF would not accept or process hazardous waste. It would predominantly treat residual municipal wastes and a small
proportion (around 400 tonnes) of non-hazardous clinical wastes only.
Deliveries of hazardous waste would not be accepted at the Edmonton EcoPark. However, if a vehicle delivers hazardous material (e.g.
chemical drums) which have been placed in the vehicle (despite site requirements not to delivery hazardous waste), this material would
be segregated and stored securely in a designated area before transfer to an off-site facility with suitable permit for treatment and
disposal of such waste. Site procedures would be in place to assist in identifying loads which may contain hazardous waste so it can be
segregated and removed from site in accordance with anticipated requirements of the Environmental Permit.
The RRC would receive waste from the general public and small traders. This waste could include small quantities of hazardous waste,
such as waste electrical and electronic equipment, fluorescent tubes, batteries, oils, etc. Hazardous waste received via the RRC would
only be accepted in small quantities. As set out in the Environmental Permit Application Document (Ref: EPR/UP3232AC/A001)
submitted to the Environment Agency on 26 November 2015, any hazardous wastes would be placed in small dedicated
enclosures/containers with a maximum of two containers on-site for each waste stream (e.g. paints, oils, florescent tubes); one being
filled and one empty, limiting the maximum combined storage capacity of hazardous waste to less than 20 tonnes at the Edmonton
EcoPark at any given time. Once full, a container would be transferred to a suitably licensed third party operator for treatment/disposal.
The volume of hazardous waste which may be received at the RRC is small and cannot be estimated accurately.
More generally, the types and volumes of wastes which would be accepted at the Edmonton EcoPark site are set out in the Fuel
Management Assessment (AD05.05/APP-021). The range of wastes which would be accepted at the Edmonton EcoPark is based on
standard waste codes, detailed within the Environmental Permit Application Document (EPR/UP3232AC/A001); Table 5.1 is specific to
the ERF and Table 5.14 is specific to the RRF (and RRC). The volume of waste received at the site would not exceed the total volume
as set out in requirement 7.
2Q 10.13

Applicant
Applicant’s response
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The Applicant agrees with the ExA’s suggestion and will make this amendment in the next draft of the DCO.
2Q 10.14

Applicant

What are the particular circumstances of this application which justify the bespoke appeals
mechanism set out in paragraph 4 of schedule 3 of the draft DCO?

Applicant’s response
As stated in response to question 10.9 in the Applicant’s Responses to the ExA’s First Written Questions (AD07.02/REP3-016), the
Planning Act 2008 regime creates no mechanism whatsoever for the discharge of ‘requirements’ imposed by virtue of a Development
Consent Order. It is inevitable, therefore, that any mechanism for the discharge of ‘requirements’ (including any appeal mechanism in
respect of the same) would be bespoke. The bespoke appeals mechanisms outlined in paragraph 4 of Schedule 3 is designed to enable
considered, but expeditious, decision making.
In the Applicant's response to question 10.9 of the ExA's first round of written questions it explained that when the bespoke mechanism
was proposed in paragraph 4 of Schedule 3, regard was had to many similar appeal mechanisms approved by the Secretary of State in
other (identified) development consent orders.
Further reasons for including a bespoke appeals process are that:
a. it would ensure a timely, consistent, and predictable appeals process;
b. this approach is consistent with many other development consent orders, in particular the Thames Water Utilities Limited
(Thames Tideway Tunnel) Order 2014 ("Thames Tideway DCO");
c. it is proportionate and justified in light of the size and scale of the proposed authorised development;
d. it would ensure certainty over the timescales for delivering the authorised development; and
e. it is proportionate and justified in light of the number and importance of matters contained in the Articles and Requirements of the
draft DCO that are subject to an approvals process (and therefore an appeals process) in Schedule 3.
Set out below are the particular circumstances that not only justify, but also necessitate, the bespoke appeals mechanism contained in
paragraph 4 of Schedule 3 of the draft DCO (AD03.01/REP3-018).
The Articles that would be subject to the approvals process (and therefore the appeals process) in Schedule 3 are: Article 13
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(Temporary stopping up of streets); 14 (Access to works); 16 (Discharge of water); and 18 (Authority to survey and investigate). The
Requirements subject to the approvals process are: Requirement 4 (Detailed design approval); 9 (BREEAM Rating); 10 (Provision of
landscaping); 12 (Access and roads); 13 (Operational surface and foul water drainage); 14 (Contaminated land and groundwater); 15
(Ecology); 16 (Code of construction practice); 17 (Control of noise during operational stage); 20 (Decommissioning and demolition of the
energy from waste facility); and 21 (Decommissioning and demolition of the proposed electricity and heat generating station).
Given the number and importance of the matters above, the appeals process is the only suitable form of recourse.
In order to illustrate the necessity of the appeals process, three examples of particular circumstances where the appeals process might
be exercised are:
a. The relevant discharging authority could refuse its consent under Article 16 (Discharge of water). Article 16 allows the undertaker
to use any watercourse, public sewer or drain to discharge water in connection with carrying out or maintaining the authorised
development. However, Article 16(2) states that the undertaker must not discharge any water into any watercourse, public sewer
or drain except with the consent of the owner of that watercourse, public sewer or drain (i.e. the discharging authority), such
consent not to be unreasonably withheld or delayed. A refusal to grant consent, or a consent granted subject to unacceptable
conditions, would create significant difficulties (both in terms of timing and cost) for the delivery of the development and, for this
reason, the undertaker would need a quick and efficient process to be in place, such as that proposed at paragraph 4 of
Schedule 3, that would allow it to appeal such a determination.
b. The discharging authority could refuse to grant an application relating to Requirement 4 (Detailed design approval) for the
approval of detailed design elements. The detailed design of the authorised development must be submitted to, and approved by,
the discharging authority prior to commencement of construction of the particular stage of development. Accordingly, a decision
by the discharging authority to refuse to grant an application under Requirement 4 could create significant challenges for the
overall proposed development (again in terms of timing and cost) that warrant a quick and efficient appeals mechanism, such as
that proposed in paragraph 4 of Schedule 3.
c. In granting an application relating to requirement 16 (Code of construction practice), the discharging authority could impose
onerous conditions in respect of a single aspect of the CoCP (AD05.12/APP-032) that the Applicant may not be able to comply
with. For example, one of the many elements requiring approval under the CoCP is tree replacement. If the discharging authority
imposed an unacceptably onerous condition in respect of this element of the CoCP (or refused to grant this element of the CoCP
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altogether), the undertaker would need a process that allowed it to appeal that determination. Again, it is the purpose of
paragraph 4 of Schedule 3 to provide such an appeal mechanism.
Further to the explanation above, the Applicant not only considers that the general appeals mechanism is justified, but also that the
timeframes contained within Paragraph 4 of Schedule 3 are appropriate in the context of this draft DCO. In summary, the relevant
timescales for the appeals process are:
a. the undertaker must make the appeal within 42 days of the date of notice of the decision giving rise to the appeal (Schedule 3,
paragraph 4(2)(a));
b. the discharging authority and any approval consultee(s) must submit and serve representations within 10 business days of the
start date (Schedule 3, paragraph 4(2)(d));
c. appeal parties may make counter-submissions within 10 business days of receipt of written representations (Schedule 3,
paragraph 4(2)(e)); and
d. appeal parties may have 10 business days to make further representations if any additional information is requested by, and
produced to, the appointed person (schedule 3, paragraph 4(5)).
In establishing the timescales above, the Applicant has carefully considered the precedent drafting of Thames Tideway DCO, which also
takes the above approach.
The Applicant considers it appropriate to apply these timeframes as they strike an appropriate balance between the need for the timely
delivery of the authorised project and the importance of informed and proper decision making – a position endorsed by the Secretary of
State when he granted The Thames Tideway DCO.
In addition to the timescales set out above, the processes contained in the Thames Tideway DCO that are also employed in the draft
DCO include the following: the process for the appointed person to request further information (Schedule 3, paragraph 4(4) and (5)); the
nature of the decision that the appointed person may make (Schedule 3, paragraph 4(6)); the process for challenging the appointed
person's decision (Schedule 3, paragraph 4(9)); and, the process for awarding costs in relation to any decision (Schedule 3, paragraph
4(11) and (12)).
The Applicant considers that all of these additional processes and powers are necessary to ensure that the appeals mechanism can
function. The Applicant further considers that these additional processes and powers are uncontroversial, and that they are all within the
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remit of a standard decision-maker's authority in such a quasi-judicial position.
2Q 10.15

Applicant

Which elements of the proposed protective provisions for schedule 16 of the draft DCO
submitted by NG in response to the first written question 10.2 (REP3-006) are unacceptable
to the Applicant?

Applicant’s response
The following is being proposed in relation to NG apparatus located within the application site:
a. Decommission and remove 1 medium pressure gas main and 1 low pressure gas main that are currently situated within plots 1,
2, 3, 30 and 31. Please see drawing number 35180/LON/CVD/014/E at Appendix C to the Utility Strategy (AD05.10/APP-029)
which shows the location of these gas mains. Page 49 of the Applicant’s Statement of Reasons (AD04.01/APP-012) provides
further detail on this proposal.
b. Protective works to a gas chamber owned by NG situated within plot 4.
c. Reposition an underground cable that is currently situated beneath plot numbers 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20. the location of this cable
is shown on drawing number 35180/GOS/CVD/004/A attached at Appendix A of the Utility Strategy.
d. Power to temporarily limit access to gas pipes running from Meridian Way down Ardra Road and onto Deephams Farm Road,
whilst resurfacing works are carried out on Ardra Road (if needed) and utilities works are carried out in connection to the
construction of the new water pumping station. The location of these gas pipes is shown on drawing numbers
35180/GOS/CVD/001/C and 35180/GOS/CVD/007 at Appendix C of the Utility Strategy.
e. Power to temporarily limit access to two overhead lines that run over the proposed Temporary Laydown Area and land to the
east of the Edmonton EcoPark whilst the construction of Temporary Laydown Area is carried out. The location of these overhead
lines is shown on drawing number 35180/GOS/CVD/004/A. The requested clearances would be maintained throughout.
NG standard protective provisions
1. Apparatus of undertakers in stopped up streets – Paragraph 4 of the NG standard protective provisions (NG Protective
Provisions) provides that despite the temporary stopping up of a highway, National Grid is at liberty at all times to access its
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apparatus across that highway. In addition, paragraph 4 allows NG to do all such works and things in, upon or under such
highway as may be reasonably necessary or desirable to enable it to maintain apparatus during a temporary stopping up. The
only NG apparatus identified by the Applicant running beneath a street within the Application Site access to which may be
temporarily affected is a gas pipe that originates at the intersection of Ardra Road and Meridian Way and then splits into three
separate gas pipes following different routes. Parts of these gas pipes run beneath Ardra Road and Deephams Farm Road (both
owned by Kennet Propertied Ltd). Please see drawing number 35180/LON/CVD/003/A at Appendix A of the Utility Strategy to
see the location of these pipes. Part of the proposals is to carry out some utilities works on the southern part of Ardra Road and
to also resurface Ardra Road, should resurfacing be necessary. Paragraph 4 would take away powers that would allow the
undertaker to temporarily interfere with NG’s access during its works and is also therefore impractical as there may be points in
time when NG would not be able to access it apparatus due to works on Ardra Road. Paragraph 4 also essentially allows NG to
carry out works on Ardra Road at a time that may conflict with any works under the proposals. There is no provision for advance
notice and no procedure to liaise with the undertaker should access be required.
2. Protective works to buildings - paragraph 5 of the NG Protective Provisions is unnecessary as Article 17 of the draft DCO
(AD03.01/REP3-018) already covers the principles covered by paragraph 5. Also, paragraph 5 prohibits the undertaker from
obstructing or rendering less convenient access to any apparatus. The carrying out of protective works could, by definition,
temporarily obstruct or render less convenient access whilst the protections are put into place. Protective works are likely to be
necessary in relation to the NG gas chamber located on plot 4. Whilst alternative access may be possible during the protective
works, it is difficult for the Applicant to know for certain at this stage whether alternative accesses would not be “less convenient”.
3. Compulsory acquisition rights and deeds of consent – paragraph 6(1) of the NG Protective Provisions prohibits the exercise of
compulsory acquisition powers in relation to NG interests and rights, otherwise than by agreement and regardless of the
compulsory acquisition powers contained in the DCO. This is not acceptable to the Applicant because, whilst it is hopeful a
private agreement will be reached, the Applicant (like any other promoter) requires powers of compulsory acquisition should an
agreement not be reached, in order to secure the delivery of the project. NG benefits from a large number of interests in and
rights over the whole application site, all of which are described in the Book of Reference (AD04.03/APP-057). The Applicant’s
Statement of Reasons also sets out in detail how NG’s apparatus and rights may be affected (see pages 49, 54, 64, 67, 74, 105,
106, 107 and 108 of the Statement of Reasons). Paragraph 6(2) of the NG Protective Provisions requires that a condition of any
agreement reached with NG is that the Applicant must enter into deeds of consent where the proposed works conflict with any
interest or right belonging to NG. This would be a very time consuming exercise and impractical given the large number of rights
and interests involved. The underlying basis of a development consent order is to act as a one-stop shop to enable development
without the undertaker having to obtain large number of third party consents separately. Paragraph 6(2) could cause
considerable delay to the delivery of the project. The Applicant also cannot see how paragraphs 6(3) and 6(4) are relevant.
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4. The definitions of apparatus belonging to NG in the NG Protective Provisions are not limited to what is within the Order land. The
obligations in the provisions relate to NG’s apparatus and it is only reasonable that the obligations are limited to NG’s apparatus
on the Order land.
5. Alternative apparatus – paragraphs 7(2) to 7(5) (Removal of apparatus) and paragraph 8 (Facilities and rights for alternative
apparatus) of the NG Protective Provisions are not relevant to what is being proposed under the Project. Paragraphs 7(2) to 7(5)
deal with the provision of alternative apparatus where the Applicant requires the removal of any NG apparatus within the Order
land. They also require the Applicant to provide the alternative apparatus before removing existing apparatus. Paragraph 8 of the
NG Protective Provisions apply where the Applicant affords to or secures for NG facilities and rights in land for the construction
and maintenance of alternative apparatus. The Applicant does not deem these provisions necessary because the only apparatus
belonging to NG that could be removed under the proposals are two existing NG gas mains which lie within the Edmonton
EcoPark (within plot 1 of the application site). The location of these mains is shown on drawing number 35180/GOS/CVD/004/F
at Appendix A of the Utility Strategy. These two mains only serve certain existing facilities at the Edmonton EcoPark. When those
particular facilities are removed and the existing mains are decommissioned and removed from the Edmonton EcoPark, there
would be no need to provide alternative gas mains on the terms within the NG Protective Provisions, and certainly no need to
provide alternative mains before the existing mains are decommissioned and removed. Furthermore, the Applicant is already
proposing the construction of a new gas main within the Edmonton EcoPark to serve the proposed development (the indicative
location of the proposed gas main is shown on drawing number 35180/LON/CVD/014/E attached at Appendix C of the
Applicant’s Utility Strategy. The Applicant has been engaging with National Grid Gas since January 2015 in relation to the
construction of this new gas main and its connection to a National Grid medium gas pressure main that is located approximately
200m away from the application site. As stated in paragraph 10.5.10(a)(iv) on page 108 of the Applicant’s Statement of Reasons,
the Applicant would make a formal application for this connection nearer to the time the actual works are carried out. This is
because National Grid Gas Plc quotes are only valid for a finite period of time. Provisions referring to alternative apparatus in the
NG Protective Provisions (in addition to paragraphs 7 and 8) are therefore also not acceptable to the Applicant.
6. Ground monitoring scheme and specified works - Paragraph 9 (retained apparatus – protect gas undertakers) requires a ground
monitoring scheme in respect of “specified works”. “Specified works” is defined as being: (i) any authorised works or activities
undertaken which may be situated within 15 meters in any direction of NG apparatus; and/or (ii) any authorised works or activities
undertaken which may in any way adversely affect any National Grid apparatus. The location of all NG apparatus within the
Application Site is detailed throughout the Applicant’s Utility Strategy. The effect of the definition of “specified works” (particularly
the part relating to the 15m radius) and paragraph 9 is that the Applicant would effectively be agreeing to provide a ground
monitoring scheme for a very large part of the Application Site. The obligation in paragraph 9(1) to provide various details as part
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of a ground monitoring scheme would therefore be too onerous for the Applicant. The Applicant would prefer that the definition of
“specified works” and paragraph 9 be limited so that they only apply to the NG gas chamber on plot 4 and the gas pipes running
beneath Ardra Road and Deephams Farm Road, on the basis that these would be the only gas apparatus within the Application
Site that would be retained.
7. Retained apparatus (electricity) – paragraph 10 of the NG Protective Provisions. The Applicant does not understand why a larger
scope of works is covered by paragraph 10(1) than is covered by paragraph 9(1) in relation to gas apparatus. Paragraph 10(1)
covers any works that may affect electricity apparatus. Paragraph 10(1) covers specified works.
8

Deemed consent – the NG Protective Provisions do not make provision for deemed consent where an approval or refusal by
National Grid has not been communicated within a certain amount of time. Deemed consent provisions are important as they
would ensure that the delivery of the proposals are not delayed or stalled.

9. Expenses – paragraph 11(1)(d) specifies that National Grid’s costs relating to the approval of plans need to be reimbursed. The
Applicant cannot see why these expenses should be included in this paragraph as it would expect the approval of plans to come
from someone within NG. The Applicant also does not see why, under paragraph 11(1)(e) it should be obliged to pay a
capitalised sum in relation to protective works that are not foreseeable. The Applicant is a public authority that has to be able to
justify payments from the public purse. A more balanced and reasonable approach would be for NG’s expenses in relation to
protective works it needs to carry out to be covered by the general wording in paragraph 11(1) and for the words “plus a
capitalised sum to cover the cost of retaining and renewing permanent protective works” to be deleted from paragraph 11(1)(e).
10. Indemnity – the current wording of paragraph 12(2) of the NG Protective Provisions is not acceptable to the Applicant as it may
allow NG to carry out works the details and timing of which have not been agreed to by the undertaker. An explanation by NG of
what specific concerns this paragraph is intended to address is required.
11. Arbitration – paragraph 16 of the NG Protective Provisions carves out paragraphs 7(2), 8(1), 9 and 11(5). It is unclear why these
particular paragraphs have been carved out.
2Q 10.16

CRT
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Solicitors acting for CRT submitted at deadline 1 a request for a revised version of schedule
16 of the draft DCO based on that contained in the Knottingley Power Plant Order (REP1001). What is the current position in the light of the Applicant’s comments (section 2.4 of
REP4-001, Doc AD07.05)?

Appendix 1.5: Impact of the National Grid DCO on the NLHPP

Appendix 9.1: Figures extracted from the Design and Access Statement (AD05.04/APP-023 to APP-026)

Appendix 10.4: Figures showing where the Project would encroach into the existing riparian buffer zone

Appendix 1.5: Impact of the National Grid DCO on the NLHPP

Impact of The National Grid (North London Reinforcement
Project) Order 2014 on The North London Heat and Power
Project

Joint Response by the Applicant and National Grid to the Examining Authority’s Second
Written Questions
Response to Question 1.5 submitted for Deadline 5 of the Examination Timetable
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Introduction
1

The Examining Authority has asked at question 1.5 of its second round of written
questions: “What are the potential conflicts between the application and the
North London Reinforcement DCO envisaged in the written representation
from NG (REP2-013), the Applicant’s comments (section 2.13 of REP4-001,
Doc AD07.05) and the response from NG to first written question 10.2
(REP3-006)”.

2

This note sets out a joint response by the Applicant and National Grid about the
potential interaction between the National Grid (North London Reinforcement Project)
Order 2014 (NG DCO) and the application for a development consent order by the
North London Waste Authority (NLWA) for the North London Heat and Power Project
(NLHPP).

3

The potential for any interaction between the NG DCO and the NLHPP in practice will
depend on the following factors:
2.1

specific timings of both developments; and

2.2

the detailed design of both developments.

4

The potential interactions between the two projects relate to proposed construction
activities and on-going maintenance activities.

5

It is the intention of both National Grid and North London Waste Authority to manage
potential interactions in a private agreement between parties and, where
appropriate, through protective provisions within the NLHPP DCO. As can be seen
from the tables in this note, the interactions can be managed and the relevant
approaches to manage the interactions are currently being discussed in private
agreement negotiations between the parties.

Summary of potential interaction between the NG DCO and the NLHPP
6

The NG DCO grants powers over plots 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26,
28, 29 and 32 of the application site for the NLHPP.

7

There are two works in the schedule of ‘authorised development’ in the NG DCO that
could potentially interact with plots in the NLHPP draft DCO. They are:

8

7.1

Work No. 1 – uprating of the existing ZBC overhead electric line between
pylon ZBC2 and pylon ZBC43 from 275 kV to 400 kV, including: uprating the
existing phase conductors, insulators and fittings; steel work replacement;
and replacing existing earthwire; and

7.2

Work No. 8 – establishment of a material holding facility and laydown area
with construction related buildings and welfare facilities in the car park off
Lee Park Way.

The NG DCO grants National Grid powers to compulsorily acquire rights and create
rights over the NG DCO Order Land, temporarily possess land for construction and
maintenance of the authorised development, temporarily stop up and divert streets,
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3

create new accesses, improve existing accesses, regulate traffic and maintain the
authorised development. These powers exist over plots within the NLHPP draft DCO.
9

Table 1 of this Note sets out how Works No. 1 and Works No. 8 under the NG DCO
potentially interact with proposals for certain plots within the application site for the
NLHPP.

10

Table 2 of this Note sets out how powers granted by Article 14 (streets to be
temporarily stopped up) of the NG DCO potentially interact with proposals for plots
within the application site for the NLHPP.

11

Table 3 of this Note sets out how powers granted by Article 15 (access to work) of
the NG DCO potentially interact with proposals for certain plots within the application
site for the NLHPP.

12

The following general powers are granted by the NG DCO:
12.1

Maintenance of authorised developed (Article 5). This grants NG the power
to maintain the authorised development at any time (except as provided for
elsewhere in the NG DCO). This power relates to plots 15, 32 14, 16, 21,
22, 24, 28, 29, 18, 19 and 20 of the NLHPP application site.

12.2

Street works (Article 9). This grants NG the power to enter onto any street
subject to works shown on the Works Plans under the NG DCO, and break
up / tunnel / remove materials / etc for the purpose of constructing and
maintaining the authorised development. This power relates to Lee Park
Way and Lower Hall Lane, which are within the application site for the
NLHPP.

12.3

Power to alter layout, etc., of streets (Article 11). NG may permanently or
temporarily alter the layout of any street within the NG DCO limits (and the
layout of any street having a junction with such a street), and carry out
works on that street, for the purposes of constructing or maintaining the
authorised development. This power relates to Lee Park Way and Lower
Hall Lane, which are within the application site for the NLHPP.

12.4

Discharge of water (Article 17). NG may use any watercourse or any public
sewer or drain for the drainage of water in connection with the carrying out
or maintenance of the authorised development. NG may also lay, take up,
or alter pipes, and may (on land within the NG DCO red-line boundary)
make openings into and connections with watercourses, public sewers, or
drains. This power relates to plots 15, 32, 13 14, 16, 21, 22, 24, 28, 29,
18, 19 and 20 of the NLHPP application site.
The Utilities Strategy
(AD05.10) and the Statement of Reasons (AD04.01) of the NLHPP set out
details of proposed utility works on these plots.

12.5

Protective works to buildings (Article 18). NG may carry out protective
works to any building lying within the NG DCO red-line boundary that NG
considers necessary or expedient. This power relates to any temporary
buildings erected on plot 16 of the NLHPP application site.
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4

12.6

Authority to survey and investigate the land (Article 19). NG may enter on
any land within the NG DCO red-line boundary, or any land that may be
affected by its authorised development, and survey or investigate the land.
This will power relates to plots 15, 32, 13, 14, 16, 21, 22, 24, 28, 29, 18,
19 and 20 of the NLHPP application site.

12.7

Rights under or over streets (Article 30). NG may enter on and appropriate
so much of the subsoil of, or air space over, any street within the order
limits of the NG DCO as may be required for the authorised development.
NG may use the subsoil / airspace for the authorised development. This
power relates to Lee Park Way and Lower Hall Lane, which are both within
the order limits of the NG DCO and the application site for the NLHPP.

12.8

Temporary use of land for carrying out the authorised development (Article
31) or maintaining the authorised development (Article 32). NG may enter
/ take possession of any land within the order limits if no notice of entry has
been served (other than for the acquisition of rights) in connection with the
carrying out of the authorised development or if possession is reasonably
required for the purpose of maintaining the authorised development. NG
may also construct such temporary works and buildings on this land as may
be reasonably necessary for the carrying out or maintenance of the
authorised development. This power relates to the relevant parts of plots
15, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 28, 29 and 32 of the NLHPP
application site, where they overlap with the order limits under the NLHPP
DCO.

12.9

Felling or lopping of trees (Article 37). NG may fell or lop any tree or shrub
near any part of the authorised development that it believes to be
reasonably necessary. This power relates to areas to be landscaped under
the NLHPP that overlap with the order limits of the NG DCO (plots 21, 22,
15 and 24 of the NLHPP application site).
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Table 1 – Powers under Article 4 and Schedule 1 of the NG DCO (power to construct the authorised development) that relate to
plots within the application site for the NLHPP
NLHPP DCO

NG DCO
#

1.

Reference

Power

Works No. 8 shown on
Drawing
No.
A1/PTD/6283/90,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/115, attached at
Appendix A to this note).

Article
4
(Development
consent)
and
Article
5
(Maintenance
of
the
authorised development).

Works number 8 covers
plot numbers 286, 287 and
288, which are shown
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/19,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/103, attached at
Appendix B to this note.

Plot No.
affected
Plot 14

NG DCO

Plot 15

Plot 288 on NG drawing number 11/EAA/103
(attached at Appendix B to this note) is land on
which Work No. 8 will be carried out. Plots 286 and
287 on NG drawing number 11/EAA/103 (Appendix
B to this note) is land over which National Grid has
a power to compulsorily acquire a permanent right
of access. It can also be seen from NG drawing
number 11/EAA/103 (Appendix B to this note) that
Plots 286 and 287 lead on to Lee Park Way.

Plot 21
Plot 22

Work No. 8 in Schedule 1
(Authorised development) is
described
as
being
the
“establishment of a material
holding facility and laydown
area with construction related
buildings and welfare facilities
in the car park off Lee Park
Way.”

Power to form and lay out
means of access to works or
improve existing means of
access to works over plot
numbers 286 and 287 (Article
15 and Schedule 7).

COMMENT

Plot 32

Permanent access to Work No 8 is granted along the
length of Lee Park Way from the junction with
Advent Way in the south, to plots 286, 287 and
288, shown on NG drawing number 11/EAA/103 by
virtue of a wayleave dated 10 April 1964 and
continued wayleave payments accepted by the Lee
Valley Regional Park Authority.

Interaction with NLHPP
Work No. 8 of the NGO DCO does not fall within the
NLHPP application site. It is, however, the
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
permanent right of way that National Grid has been
granted over Lee Park Way under the abovementioned wayleave that will interact with the
NLHPP. This permanent right of way granted to
National Grid will run through plot numbers 14, 15,
21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP application site. Please
see drawing number B_0002 attached at Appendix E
to this note to see the location of plot numbers 14,
15, 21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP application site.
Please also see Appendix G to this note which is a
copy of page 61 of the Applicant’s Design and
Access Statement (AD05.07) which contains an
illustration of the proposals under the NLHPP in
relation to Lee Park Way.

Vehicles (such as cars and
stretch of Lee Park Way
numbers 14, 15, 21, 22
application site to maintain
overhead lines.

vans) currently use the
that runs through plot
and 32 of the NLHPP
and service the existing

The proposals under the NLHPP in relation to plot
numbers 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP
application site are:
(a) to temporarily stop up Lee Park Way (which runs
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
through plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32). Please see
Article 13 and Schedule 8 of the NLHPP draft DCO.
The extent of Lee Park Way to be temporarily
stopped up under the NLHPP is shown on drawing
number C_0014 attached at Appendix F to this
note;
(b) to carry out road improvement works to and
reconfigure existing footpaths and cycle paths on
the stretch of Lee Park Way within plots 14, 15, 21,
22 and 32 of the NLHPP, This will fall within Works
No. 4(x) described in Schedule 1 of the NLHPP draft
DCO ;
(c) to install vehicle access barriers on plot 22 of the
NLHPP near the junction of Lee Park Way and
Advent Way. This will fall within Works No. 4(x)
described in Schedule 1 of the NLHPP draft DCO;
(d) to install an access barrier on Lee Park Way on
plot 15 near the proposed eastern access to the
Edmonton EcoPark. This will fall within Works No.
4(x) described in Schedule 1 of the NLHPP draft
DCO;
(e) to carry out bridge strengthening works on plot
14 and maintain the bridge (plot 14 is the bridge
that forms part of Lee Park Way). This will fall
within Work No. 4(xv) of Schedule 1 of the NLHPP
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
draft DCO;
(f) to
plots
Work
DCO;

carry out and maintain landscaping works on
15, 21 and 22. Landscaping will fall within
No. 4(v) of Schedule 1 of the NLHPP draft
and

(g) to compulsorily acquire a new right of way over
the part of Lee Park Way that goes through plots
14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP. This would be
granted by Article 23 and Schedule 13 of the NLHPP
draft DCO

There are no proposals under the NLHPP to carry
out works on plots 286, 287 and 288 of National
Grid’s scheme, and the draft DCO for the NLHPP
does not grant powers over those plots.
The above interactions are not expected to cause
any major impacts on the NLHPP or on the NG DCO
scheme. During the period of temporary stopping up
of Lee Park Way under the NLHPP, the permanent
right of way National Grid has over Lee Park Way
will be restricted temporarily. The Applicant is not,
however, proposing to prohibit the use of Lee Park
Way whilst it is temporarily stopped up and whilst
Work No.s 4(v), (x) and (xv) of Schedule 1 of the
draft NLHPP DCO are carried out. The Applicant

LONLIVE\24774965.1LONLIVE\24774965.1

9

NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
intends to temporarily stop up Lee Park Way one
narrow section at a time, so as to enable vehicles,
pedestrians and cyclists to continue to use it whilst
the works are being carried out. There are a small
number of zones of diversion proposed around Lee
Park Way under the NLHPP (these zones of
diversion are shown on drawing number C_0014 at
Appendix F to this note). These zones of diversion
will be located close to Lee Park Way and are being
proposed in relation to the diversion of footpaths
and cycleways and not in relation to vehicles using
Lee Park Way itself. In this way, National Grid
vehicles will be able to continue to use the stretch
of Lee Park Way to access Works No. 8. This
interaction between the NLHPP will be temporary
whilst the relevant works to Lee Park Way will be
carried out. In terms of the permanent access
National Grid has over Lee Park Way, the Applicant
does not envisage this as being interrupted by the
proposed vehicle barriers under the NLHPP as in
practice, vehicles relating to the NG DCO scheme
will be let through the barriers.
National Grid's DCO does not include powers to
carry out any works on the length of Lee Park Way
that is proposed to be stopped up by NLHPP.
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NG DCO
#

2.

Reference

Works No. 1 on plot 295.

Work No. 1 is the uprating
of
the
existing
ZBC
overhead
electric
line
between pylon ZBC2 and
pylon ZBC43.
The centre line of Works
No. 1 is shown on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/90,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/115, attached at
Appendix A to this note).
Plot 295 is shown on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/19,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/103, attached at
Appendix B to this note.

NLHPP DCO
Power

Article
4
(Development
consent)
and
Article
5
(Maintenance
of
the
authorised development).

Work No. 1 in Schedule 1 is
described as the uprating of
the existing ZBC overhead
electric line between pylon
ZBC2 and pylon ZBC43.

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected

Plot 16

NG DCO
Plot 295 of the NG DCO (shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/19, NG drawing number 11/EAA/103,
attached at Appendix B to this note) is the corridor
of land within which NG's overhead electricity lines
are located, and the corridor of land within which
the bulk of Works No. 1 will be carried out. The
centre line of Works No. 1 is shown on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/90, NG drawing number
11/EAA/115, attached at Appendix A to this note.

Interaction with NLHPP
The corridor of works for Works No. 1 on plot 295 of
the NG DCO will cross (north to south) plot 16 of
the NLHPP application site between pylons ZBC 37
and ZBC 38. The location of plot 16 of the NLHPP is
shown on drawing number B_0002 attached at
Appendix E to this note. The location of pylons ZBC
37 and ZBC 38 is shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/90, NG drawing number 11/EAA/115,
attached at Appendix A to this note.
Under the NLHPP, the majority of the proposed
temporary lay down area and Works No. 5 under
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
the draft DCO for the NLHPP will be located on plot
16. NLWA is applying for a power to temporarily
possess and use plot 16, and to restore it. The
following works under the NLHPP will take place
within the corridor of land for Works no. 1 under the
NG DCO within plot 16 of the NLHPP (for an
illustration of an indicative layout of the temporary
laydown area, please see a copy of Appendix 1.11
of the Applicant’s Responses to the Examining
Authority’s First Written Questions (AD07.02),
attached at Appendix H to this note, which provides
an illustrative laydown area construction phase
masterplan):
(a) vehicle parking (Works No. 5(iv)
(b) access from the temporary laydown area on to
Lee Park Way (Works No. 5(ix);
(c) fencing, hoarding or any
enclosure (Works No. 5(ii));

other

(d) the erection of office and
accommodation (Works no. 5(v));

means of

staff

welfare

(e) restoration (works no. 5(x)); and
(f) repositioning of an underground control cable
owned by National Grid. This cable is shown on
drawing 35180/GOS/CVD/004/A in Appendix A of
the Utility Strategy, and a copy of this plan is
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
attached at Appendix I to this note.
National Grid and the Applicant are currently
discussing the practicalities of the above NLHPP
works interacting with Works No.1 of the NG DCO
and agreed arrangements will be recorded in a
private agreement between them. For example,
whilst National Grid exercises its powers over the
stretch of overhead line between the two pylons
crossing Plot 16, either netting and scaffolding will
need to be erected under the overhead line works,
or a suitable area either side of the centre of the
overhead line will need to be free from restrictions.

3.

Works No. 1 on plot 300.
Work No. 1 is the uprating
of
the
existing
ZBC
overhead
electric
line
between pylon ZBC2 and
pylon ZBC43.
The centre line of Works
No. 1 is shown on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/90,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/115, attached at
Appendix A to this note).
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Article
4
(Development
consent)
and
Article
5
(Maintenance
of
the
authorised development).

Work No. 1 in Schedule 1 is
described as the uprating of
the existing ZBC overhead
electric line between pylon
ZBC2 and pylon ZBC43.

Plot 21

NG DCO

Plot 300 of the NG DCO (shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/19, NG drawing number 11/EAA/103,
attached at Appendix B to this note) is the corridor
of land within which NG's overhead electricity lines
are located, and the corridor of land within which
the bulk of Works No. 1 will be carried out.
The centre line of Works No. 1 is shown on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/90, NG drawing number
11/EAA/115, attached at Appendix A to this note.
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NG DCO
#

Reference
Plot 300 is shown on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/19,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/103, attached at
Appendix B to this note).

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected

Interaction with NLHPP
The corridor of works for Works No. 1 on plot 300 of
the NG DCO will cross (north to south) plot 21 of
the NLHPP application site between pylons ZBC 37
and ZBC 38. The location of plot 21 of the NLHPP is
shown on drawing number B_0002 attached at
Appendix E to this note. The location of pylons ZBC
37 and ZBC 38 is shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/90, NG drawing number 11/EAA/115,
attached at Appendix A to this note.
Under the NLHPP, the part of plot 21 that falls
within the corridor of Works No. 1 of the NG DCO is
proposed to be landscaped (works no. 4(v) in
Schedule 1 of the NLHPP draft DCO). The Applicant
and National Grid are currently discussing how
landscaping under the overhead lines can be
accommodated and relevant practical measures and
details are being agreed in a private agreement.
There is also proposed within the part of plot 21 of
the NLHPP that is located within the corridor of
works for Works No.1 under the NG DCO a zone of
diversion and a new footpath to be created. For
details of zones of diversion and the new footpath
plot 21 under the NLHPP, please see drawing
C_0014 attached at Appendix F to this note. If the
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NG DCO
#

Reference

NLHPP DCO
Power

COMMENT

Plot No.
affected
new footpath to be created is in existence before
National Grid carries out its overhead works, the
new footpath created under the NLHPP will not be
able to be used by the public whilst overhead works
are being carried out. A temporary stopping up of
the right of way would be required, in circumstances
where National Grid has no express powers in its
DCO to stop up or divert this right of way (it not
currently being in existence).
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Table 2

Powers under Article 14 and Schedule 6 of the NG DCO (power to temporarily stop up and divert streets) that relate to plots
within the application site for the NLHPP

#

NG DCO

Reference
1.

Footpath no. 109, shown
on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note.

Power
Footpath no. 109 is shown
as a bold red line on the
drawing
attached
at
Appendix C to this note. It
is the towpath on the east of
the River Lee Navigation.
Article 14 and Schedule 6
grant
the
power
to
temporarily stop up and
divert footpath no. FP109
from
FP64
on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/99,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/124 (attached at
Appendix D to this note) to
FP 67 shown on drawing
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NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
Plot 13
Plot 15
Plot 17
Plot 32
Plot 14
Plot 21
Plot 22

NG DCO
Part of footpath no. 109 (the towpath to the east of
the River Lee Navigation) will be temporarily stopped
up under the NG DCO.
A diversion will be provided along Lee Park Way and
the route of this diversion is shown as a pink line
from
FP68
shown
on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/99, NG drawing number 11/EAA/124
(attached at Appendix D to this note) to FP 69
number A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing number
11/EAA/125 (attached at Appendix C to this note).

Interaction with NLHPP

16
#

NG DCO

Reference

Power
number A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125 (attached at
Appendix C to this note).

A diversion will be provided
along Lee Park Way and the
route of this diversion is
shown as a pink line from
FP68 shown on drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/99,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/124 (attached at
Appendix D to this note) to
FP
69
number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125 (attached at
Appendix C to this note).

The route of this diversion
will fall within plots 14, 15,
21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP
application site.

LONLIVE\24774965.1LONLIVE\24774965.1

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
There are two interactions with the NG DCO:
(1) Part of the towpath to be temporarily stopped up
under the NG DCO (as shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing number 11/EAA/125,
attached at Appendix C to this note) falls within the
NLHPP application site – notably plots 17 and 13.
Plots 17 and 13 are also proposed to be temporarily
stopped up under the NLHPP pursuant to Article 13
and Schedule 8 of the NLHPP draft DCO. For further
detail of this, please see Diagram 13 on page 14 of
DCO Schedule 6-8 Explanatory Diagrams (AD03.05);
and
(2) Part of the route of diversion to be provided
under the NG DCO (from FP68 shown on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/99, NG drawing number
11/EAA/124, attached at Appendix D to this note) to
FP 69 number A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing
number 11/EAA/125 (attached at Appendix C to this
note) also falls within the NLHPP application site.
The route of this diversion follows the stretch of Lee
Park Way that falls within plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32
of the NLHPP application site (which will also be
subject to minor diversions).
Please see drawing number B_0002 attached at
Appendix E to this note to see the location of plot
numbers within the NLHPP application site.

17
#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected

In relation to interaction (1): the Applicant is also
seeking a power to temporarily stop up the towpath
within plots 13 and 17 in connection with bridge
strengthening works to be carried out on plot 14.
Should both the Applicant and National Grid wish to
temporarily stop up plots 13 and 17 of the NLHPP
application site at the same time, this should not
cause a problem in practice as plots 13 and 17 of the
NLHPP application site do not fall within the corridor
of works proposed as part of Works No. 1 of the NG
DCO. There will be no conflicting works under either
scheme. The corridor of land required for Works No.
1 under the NG DCO is shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/90, NG drawing number 11/EAA/115,
attached at Appendix A to this note.
In relation to interaction (2): the diverted route
relating to the temporary stopping up of the towpath
under the NG DCO is shown as a pink line from FP68
on the drawing attached at Appendix D to this note
to FP 69 shown on the drawing attached at Appendix
C to this note. This diverted route flows on to the
part of Lee Park Way (please see the drawing
attached at Appendix F to this note) and will fall
within plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 of the NLHPP
application site. Plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 follow
the length of Lee Park Way within the NLHPP
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
application site. NLWA is seeking a power to
temporarily stop up the length of Lee Park Way
within plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 to enable it to
carry out road improvement works, to reconfigure
existing footpaths and cycle paths that run along Lee
Park Way, to install access barriers near the junction
of Lee Park Way and Advent Way, and to carry
bridge strengthening works on plot 14. This proposed
temporary stopping up and zones of diversion by the
Applicant are shown on drawing number C_0014,
attached at Appendix F to this note. As mentioned
above in this note, the Applicant is not proposing to
prohibit the use of Lee Park Way by pedestrians and
cyclists whilst it is temporarily stopped up. The
Applicant intends to temporarily stop up Lee Park
Way one narrow section at a time, so as to enable
vehicles, pedestrians and cyclists to continue to use
it whilst its works are being carried out. There are a
small number of zones of diversion proposed around
Lee Park Way under the NLHPP. These zones of
diversion will be located close to Lee Park Way. The
exact routes of diversions under the NLHPP will be
determined at detailed design stage but it can be
seen from the zones of diversion being applied for
that there will be a continuous diverted route down
to Advent Way. If the powers of diversion were to be
exercised at the same time, the effect of NLHPP's
stopping up is to create a further diversion to the
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
diversion consented under National Grid's DCO. The
diverted route will formally remain Lee Park Way and
therefore will remain compliant with the approved
diverted route under Schedule 6 of the NG DCO. The
effect of the NLHPP zones of diversion will mean that
for a temporary period of time only, the route Lee
Park Way follows may move slightly. The powers of
diversion are also to benefit the public and the
cumulative impact of a double diversion will still
result in a continuous route for the public down to
Advent Way. The Applicant and National Grid
therefore do not believe there will be any major
detrimental effect caused by any interaction between
both powers of diversion. They are both currently
discussing and agreeing to practical arrangements
should both diversions take place at the same time
(for example details as to the service of advance
notices to each other, agreement on what to put on
signs for the public etc) in a private agreement.
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#

NG DCO

Reference
2.

Footpath No. 274 (see
the red line on drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note)

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected

Article 14 and Schedule 6 Power to temporarily stop
up footpath no. 274.

Plot 14

Article 14 and Schedule 6 –
power to temporarily divert
Footpath no. 274 following a
route from FP71, via FP72,
FP73 and FP69 ( shown as a
pink line on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note) and
continuing up to FP68 and
FP64 (shown as a pink line
on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/99,
NG
drawing no. 11/EAA/124,
attached at Appendix D to
this note).

Plot 20

Plot 15

Plot 21
Plot 22
Plot 32

NG DCO
Footpath No. 274 is shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing number 11/EAA/125,
attached at Appendix C to this note). Footpath 274
will be temporarily stopped up but does not fall
within the application site for the NLHPP.
Footpath No. 274 will be diverted and the route of
diversion falls within plots 14, 15, 20, 21 22 and 32
of the NLHPP application site. The diversion follows a
route from FP71, via FP72, FP73 and FP69 (shown as
a pink line on drawing number A1/PTD/6283/100, NG
drawing number 11/EAA/125, attached at Appendix
C to this note) and continuing up to FP68 and FP64
(shown as a pink line on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/99, NG drawing no. 11/EAA/124,
attached at Appendix D to this note).

Interaction with NLHPP
The diversion of Footpath No. 274 under the NG DCO
interacts with the NLHPP in two ways:
(1) interaction with plot 20 of the NLHPP application
site; and
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
(2) interaction with plots 14, 15, 21, 22 and 32 of
the NLHPP application site.
Please see drawing number B_0002 attached at
Appendix E to this note to see the location of plot
numbers within the NLHPP application site.
In relation to interaction (1): the Applicant is seeking
a power to temporarily possess and use plot 20 as
part of its access into the temporary laydown area
under the NLHPP. Plot 20 is a section of Lower Hall
Lane. This power is contained in Article 27 and
schedule 15 of the draft DCO for the NLHPP.
NLWA is also seeking a power to temporarily stop up
public rights of way over plot 20 pursuant to Article
13 and Schedule 8 the draft DCO for the NLHPP. The
zone of diversion in relation to the proposed
temporary stopping up within plot 20 is shown
drawing number C_0014 attached at Appendix F to
this note. This zone of diversion will be able to
accommodate a route for pedestrians that are
diverted as a result of the NG DCO. Therefore, a
continuous route for pedestrians will be provided
should both powers of diversion be exercised at the
same time. The Applicant and National Grid do not
believe there will be any major detrimental effect
caused by any interaction between both powers of
diversion. They are both currently discussing and
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
agreeing to practical arrangements should both
diversions take place at the same time (for example
details as to the service of advance notices to each
other, agreement on what to put on signs for the
public etc) in a private agreement.
In relation to interaction (2): the diverted route
under the NG DCO will also run through the section
of Lee Park Way that falls within plots 14, 15, 21, 22
and 32 of the NLHPP application site. The Applicant
is seeking a power to temporarily stop up the length
of Lee Park Way within these plot numbers and the
extent of the temporary stopping up is shown on
drawing number C_0014 attached at Appendix F to
this note. As explained earlier in this note, the
purpose of the temporary stopping up of Lee Park
Way under the NLHPP is to enable the undertaker to
carry out road improvement works. to reconfigure
existing footpaths and cycle paths, to install access
barriers near the junction of Lee Park Way and
Advent Way, and to carry out bridge strengthening
works on plot 14. These works are illustrated on 6.16
on page 61 of the Applicant’s Design and Access
Statement (AD05.07), a copy of which is attached at
Appendix G to this note. Zones of diversion for
pedestrians around small sections of Lee Park Way
are shown on drawing number C_0014 attached at
Appendix F to this note. As with Interaction (1), the
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
cumulative impact of any double diversion in this
context will still result in a continuous route for the
public. The Applicant is not proposing to prohibit the
use of Lee Park Way whilst it is temporarily stopped
up. The Applicant intends to temporarily stop up Lee
Park Way one narrow section at a time, so as to
enable pedestrians to continue to use it whilst the
works are being carried out. The Applicant and
National Grid therefore do not believe there will be
any major detrimental effect caused by any
interaction between both powers of diversion. They
are both currently discussing and agreeing to
practical arrangements should both diversions take
place at the same time (for example details as to the
service of advance notices to each other, agreement
on what to put on signs for the public etc) in a
private agreement.
With regard to plot 21, it appears that the route of
diversion under the NG DCO may (it is not entirely
clear from the drawings) also intersect with the new
footpath being proposed under the NLHPP, which is
shown by a purple dashed line on drawing number
C_0014, which can be found in the Book of Plans
(AD02.01 Revision 0). The route of diversion under
the NG DCO will also cut through land that will be
landscaped under the NLHPP.
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#

NG DCO

Reference

3.

Footpath
Road.

Power

V

at

Angel

The route of Footpath V
is shown as a red line on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note.

Article 14 and Schedule 6 Power to temporarily stop
up and divert Footpath V,
from FP 74 to FP 77 on
drawing
number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note.

A diversion will be provided,
which will follow the pink
line shown from FP74 to
FP76 on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note.
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NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected

Plot 24
Plot 28
Plot 29

NG DCO
Footpath V does not fall within the application site for
the NLHPP. Footpath V runs from FP 74 to FP 77 on
Order Access / Rights of Way Plan sheet 8 relating to
the London Borough of Enfield, drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing number 11/EAA/125,
attached at Appendix C to this note.
The route of diversion of Footpath V will follow the
pink line shown from FP74 to FP76 on drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing number
11/EAA/125, attached at Appendix C to this note.

Interaction with NLHPP

The route of diversion of Footpath V under the NG
DCO will follow an existing footpath within plots 24,
28 and 29 of the application site for the NLHPP.
Please see drawing number B_0002 attached at
Appendix E to this note to see the location of plot
numbers within the NLHPP application site. Please
also see drawing number C_0014 attached at
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
Appendix F to this note to see the route of the
existing footpath that runs through plots 24, 28 and
29 of the NLHPP application site.

The Applicant is seeking a power to divert existing
footpaths and cycle paths within plots 24, 28 and 29
through Article 12 and Schedule 6 of the NLHPP draft
DCO. The proposed zones of diversion are shown on
drawing number C_0014 attached at Appendix F to
this note.

As with the other potential ‘double diversions’
described in this note above, the cumulative impact
of any double diversion in this context will still result
in a continuous route for pedestrians. The zones of
diversion will also be very close to the original route
of the footpath running through plots 24, 28 and 29.
The Applicant is not proposing to prohibit the use of
Lee Park Way. The Applicant and National Grid
therefore do not believe there will be any major
detrimental effect caused by any interaction between
both powers of diversion. They are both currently
discussing and agreeing to practical arrangements
should both diversions take place at the same time
(for example details as to the service of advance
notices to each other, agreement on what to put on
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#

NG DCO

Reference

Power

NLWA DCO

Comments

Plot number(s)
affected
signs for the public etc) in a private agreement.
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TABLE 3
Powers under Article 15 and Schedule 7 of the NG DCO (power to create new or improve existing accesses to works) that relate to
plots within the application site for the NLHPP

#

1.

NLHPP DCO

NG DCO

Reference

Power

Plot No. affected

Plot
298
on
drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/19,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/103, attached at
Appendix B to this note.

Power to form and lay
out means of access to
works
or
improve
existing
means
of
access
to
works
(Article
15
and
Schedule 7)

Plot 18

Plot 298 will form a
new access route from
AC46 to AC47 shown
on drawing number
A1/PTD/6283/100, NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached
at Appendix C to this
note. This will form
an access route to
Works No. 1.
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Comments

NG DCO

Plot 19
Plot 20

Schedule 7 of the NG DCO states that an improved
access route is being created from AC46 to AC47, shown
on drawing number A1/PTD/6283/100, NG drawing
number 11/EAA/125, attached at Appendix C to this
note. This access route is also plot 298 on the drawing
attached at Appendix B to this note. This will form an
access route to Works No. 1, which can also be seen from
the drawing attached to Appendix C to this note.

Interaction with NLHPP

The access route under the NG DCO scheme will run
through plots 18, 19 and 20 of the NLHPP application
site. Plots 18, 19 and 20 are shown on drawing number
B_0002 attached at Appendix E to this note.
Plots 18 to 20 will form an access into the proposed
laydown area on plot 16 of the NLHPP application site.
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#

NG DCO

Reference

NLHPP DCO

Power

Comments

Plot No. affected
A power is being sought under Article 27 and Schedule
15 of the draft DCO for the NLHPP to temporarily possess
and use plots 18, 19 and 20 as an access into the
temporary laydown area. A power is also being sought
under Article 12 and Schedule 15 of the draft DCO for the
NLHPP to divert an existing cycle path that currently runs
through plot 20. This cycle path is shown on drawing
number C_0014 attached at Appendix F to this note. A
zone of diversion is also being proposed around plots 20,
18 and 19 under the NLHPP, which is also shown on the
drawing attached at Appendix F to this note.

Therefore: (i) under the NG DCO, plots 18, 19 and 20 will
be used as part of a new access route by National Grid;
and (ii) under the NLHPP, plots 18, 19 and 20 will be
temporarily stopped up and the public rights of way over
these plots will be diverted around them,

Further to discussions, the Applicant and National Grid
are comfortable that they will in principle be able to both
use plots 18 to 20, on the basis that National Grid
adheres to reasonable traffic management arrangements
the Applicant deems are necessary in the interests of
safety and in order to manage the use of these plots as
an access into the temporary laydown area. This point
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#

NG DCO

Reference

NLHPP DCO

Power

Comments

Plot No. affected
will be covered by the private agreement currently being
negotiated.

2.

Plot
299
on
drawing
number A1/PTD/6283/19,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/103, attached at
Appendix B to this note.

Plot 299 will form three
access routes:

Power to form and lay
out means of access to
works
or
improve
existing
means
of
access
to
works
(Article
15
and
Schedule 7)

Plot 16

NG DCO

Plot 20

As can be seen from the drawings attached at Appendix B
and Appendix C to this note, plot 299 will form three
access routes:
(i) from AC46 to AC48;
(ii) from AC46 to AC49; and
(iii) from AC49 to AC50.

(i) from AC46 to AC48;
(ii) from AC46 to AC49;
and (iii) from AC49 to
AC50.
These access routes are
shown on drawing number
A1/PTD/62383/100,
NG
drawing
number
11/EAA/125, attached at
Appendix C to this note.
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These will form access routes to Works No. 1.

Interaction with NLHPP
All three proposed access routes under the NG DCO
shown on the drawing at Appendix C to this note will
start from Lower Hall Lane within plot 20 of the NLHPP
application site, and run through the proposed temporary
laydown area within plot 16 of the NLHPP application site.
Plots 16 and 20 of the NLHPP application site can be seen
on the drawing attached at Appendix E to this note.
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#

NG DCO

Reference
These will form access
routes to Works No. 1.

NLHPP DCO

Power

Comments

Plot No. affected
With regard to use by National Grid of plot 20 of the
NLHPP application site as part of its access routes, there
is agreement in principle between the Applicant and
National Grid that this will be possible should the
construction and maintenance of both schemes take
place at the same time. This agreement in principle is on
the basis that National Grid adheres to reasonable traffic
management arrangements the Applicant deems are
necessary in the interests of safety and in order to
manage the use of these plots as an access into the
temporary laydown area. This point will be covered by
the private agreement currently being negotiated.
As mentioned above, the Applicant is seeking powers
under Article 27 and Schedule 15 of the draft DCO for the
NLHPP to temporarily possess and use plots 16 and 20
and to temporarily suspend rights of way over plot 20.
The indicative layout of the temporary laydown area,
attached at Appendix H to this note, shows that the
Applicant is planning on providing an access route
through plot 16 following a very similar route to that
proposed under the NG DCO over plot 16. On this basis,
both the Applicant and National Grid do not believe that
this interaction between the NG DCO and NLHPP will
cause any unresolvable conflict. The Applicant is
comfortable in principle to all National Grid access
through the route shown on the indicative layout of the
temporary laydown area, attached at Appendix H to this
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#

NG DCO

Reference

NLHPP DCO

Power

Comments

Plot No. affected
note, subject to reasonable traffic management
arrangements the Applicant deems are necessary in the
interests of safety. The practicalities of National Grid’s
use of the access route shown on the plan attached at
Appendix H to this note will be covered in the private
agreement.
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Appendix 9.1: Figures extracted from the Design and Access Statement (AD05.04/APP-023 to APP-026)
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Design and Access Statement Page 61 Figure 6.14: Illustrative cross section of improved Lee Park Way
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Design and Access Statement Page 61 Figure 6.15: Illustrative plan and section
of the new proposed access bridge over Enfield Ditch
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Design and Access Statement Page 61 Figure 6.16: Illustrative access from
Lee Park Way

Design and Access Statement, Page 112 Figure 6.114: Illustrative section through Lee Park Way

Appendix 10.4: Figures showing where the Project would encroach into the existing riparian buffer zone
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