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1.
Hi please,
I have returned to the site and area that I used to Work. you will find in the next
series of email the pictures.
It was my idea because of housing problem in the area that suggestion was
made to chief executive about new ways to use in addressing housing shortages
in the place including jobs.
I had to suggest this because the site which was a car part manufacturing
warehouse had been lying idle for a while unused. I saw that as a worth
opportunity to use council money to purchase it. If not to consider other way to
reuse it for housing. other suggestion included better use of existing council
areas around council building. Knocking it down and rebuilding with better units
that improves quality of life.
better reuse of council garages for housing. And better use for any allotment
spaces for housing rather than complaining about lack of space.
And you can see the outcome her, in Islington , in Haringey, Hackney, Barnet,
and most other London borough but not Enfield. Which I just cannot understand.
It is as if they deliberately stall the housing programme or construction in a kind
of nimbyism. Totally unfair and that is why the NWLA Edmonton plan should be
thrown out.
If granted the area will continue to lack housing until beyond 2025 which is total
unfair for the young in Edmonton who struggle to have affordable home and lack
of jobs as stated today in political discussion.
Please find attached the photos in the next emails
Thank you
David

2.
From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Importance:

Stewart, Sophie
North London HPP
Lorrae Hendry (Lorrae.Hendry@shlegal.com); Batterton, Andrew
FW: EN010071 - North London Heat and Power Project - Proposed email [DLAP-UKMATTERS.FID3822344]
22 November 2016 11:34:07
High

Dear Sirs
We write to confirm that the legal agreement between National Grid Electricity Transmission Limited
and the Applicant (referred to in the first substantive paragraph of my email below), dealing with the
overlap of powers between the North London Reinforcement DCO and the proposed NLHPP DCO has
been completed and therefore National Grid withdraws its objection to the NLHPP DCO on this
ground.
National Grid maintains its objection on all other grounds, as set out below, and strongly reemphasises
the need to attach appropriate protective provisions.
Yours faithfully
Sophie Stewart
Senior Associate
T +44 151 237 4775
M +44 788 526 1920
E sophie.stewart@dlapiper.com

DLA Piper UK LLP
www.dlapiper.com

From: Stewart, Sophie
Sent: 22 August 2016 18:18
To: nlhpp@pins.gsi.gov.uk
Subject: EN010071 - North London Heat and Power Project [DLAP-UKMATTERS.FID3822344]
Dear Sirs
Deadline 8 Response on behalf of National Grid - Protective Provisions.
In response to the Examining Authority's Rule 17 letter dated 29 July 2016, National Grid's position is
as follows.
Discussions between the Applicant and National Grid have continued to take place and National Grid
has been proactive in seeking to find common ground.
The parties had already reached agreement on the principle of on approach to dealing with the impact
of the Applicant's DCO on National Grid's already consented North London Overhead DCO - see
document AD07.19 Practical Management of Interactions with the National Grid DCO. National Grid
does not object to the application for the Order on the basis that there may be a conflict between the
two DCOs provided the terms set out in that joint statement are committed to a legally binding
agreement between the parties. The form of that agreement is in circulation and is expected to be
capable of being completed very shortly. Until then, National Grid must maintain its objection to protect
the pre-existing powers that it has been granted by the Secretary of State (SoS) in National Grid's
DCO, required in order that it can discharge its statutory functions and duties. Details of National
Grid's need for those powers are set out in the needs case and supporting documents before the
Secretary of State at the time of determination of that DCO. Elements of the need are also explained
with reference the points that have been advanced in National Grid's written submissions supporting its
objection in this case, albeit the statement principally addresses the implications of the Applicant's
DCO on its gas assets.

Discussions between the Applicant and National Grid have also been ongoing to agree a form of
protective provisions for the Order and we had anticipated reaching agreement with the Applicant.
However, agreement has not been reached and the Applicant has indicated that it is not willing to
engage further with National Grid and therefore National Grid requests that the Secretary of State
includes the form of provisions attached to this email for the benefit of National Grid.
The updated provisions attached have been amended from the version submitted to the Examination
for deadline 3 as follows:
1. References to the parties have been updated to "statutory undertaker" and "undertaker" for
consistency and at the request of the Examiner;
2. Cross referencing and formatting have been corrected.
We can confirm that the attached provisions have been amended from National Grid's standard
template form of protective provisions to remove any protections that are not applicable to the NLHPP
works.
National Grid will explain its general approach to seeking and securing protective measures from the
promoters of statutory orders:
(a) National Grid is a licenced gas transporter and distributor under the Gas Act 1986 and electricity
undertaker under the Electricity Act 1989 with statutory responsibilities for the safe and efficient supply
and transmission of gas and electricity through significant assets throughout the UK.   National Grid is
required to comply with terms of its gas transmission and distribution licences and its electricity licence
and is regulated by OfGEM, the Office of the Gas and Electricity Markets and is required to adhere to
the terms of network codes to meet the requirements of it licences and statute.   As money spent and
costs incurred by National Grid is ultimately passed on to consumers in their energy bills, one of
National Grid's duties is to ensure that it conducts itself in an efficient and cost effective way. National
Grid is therefore also concerned to ensure that it is suitably protected and indemnified by promoters
from the financial consequences of the promoter's scheme. This will be of particular importance where
works are promoted which may affect higher grade/risk assets such as high and intermediate pressure
gas mains where the consequences of damage can be wide ranging and significantly exceed the direct
damage to apparatus (in other words, consequential losses).
(b) National Grid's general approach is to understand at an early stage in the process the implications
of major projects having regard to the specific nature and extent of its assets in the area. It considers
to what extent it has existing protection (land rights or statutorily) in respect of those assets and
considers how its assets will or might be affected by the project promoted under a statutory order.
(c) Given the number of major projects that affect National Grid, it has developed and continues to
refine, with the support of its professional advisers, protective measures which it expects to put in
place with promoters to effectively manage the otherwise potential adverse effects of the general or
wide powers afforded to a promoter in its order(s). National Grid recognises that promoters require a
degree of flexibility in the application of its powers where the detailed elements of design of a project
will follow the confirmation and the coming into effect of the order. Nonetheless, National Grid requires
(which has been the standard approach afforded to statutory undertakers more generally) a sufficient
degree of protection from such effects.
(d) National Grid's general position is not however to object to the principle of third party development
or hinder its implementation unless necessary and indeed National Grid frequently provides
connections to the promoters of major projects requiring electricity and gas supply/transmission as a
consequence of its statutory functions.
(e) Rather, National Grid seeks protection that requires promoters to demonstrate in due course that its
detailed design (within the Order Land) can be carried out in close proximity to its apparatus safely
and/or that its apparatus is sufficiently protected in situ or relocated by diversion.
(f) National Grid therefore coordinates its responses to such projects and proactively manages
potential impacts by putting in place arrangements with promoters for the protection of its apparatus
and particularly where some element of diversion, isolation and/or re-provision is required by the
promoter in order to enable the project to proceed.
(g) Typically, National Grid seeks that protection in the form of a binding agreement – the purpose of
which is to provide greater certainty for both parties in terms of the process for managing National

Grid’s assets in line with expected policies, guidance and required outcomes.
(h) National Grid's rights to retain its apparatus in situ and its rights of access to inspect, maintain,
renew and repair such apparatus located within or in close proximity to the Order Land must be
maintained at all times and access to inspect such apparatus must not be restricted. National Grid
produces and stipulates to third party promoters, guidelines, regulations and specifications for safeworking within the vicinity of its assets – observation of which are requirements of the measures that
National Grid seeks to secure, including:
· T/SP/SSW/22 (dated April 2014) in respect of gas apparatus - which provides general
guidance when working in proximity to higher pressure gas pipelines;
· EN43-3 (Development near overhead lines);
· HSE’s HS(~G)47 note (Avoiding Danger from underground services);
· HSE’s guidance note 6 (Avoidance of Danger from overhead lines);
· IGE/SR/18 Edition 2 (Safe Working Practices to Ensure the Integrity of Gas Pipelines
and Associated Installations); and
· Pipeline Safety Regulations 1996.
In relation to the protective measures to apply to the NLHPP project, at the issue specific hearing held
on 5 July 2016 the Examiner expressed his view that it is appropriate for a form of protective
provisions particular to National Grid to be included in the order - a point that the Applicant had until
that time resisted. At that time National Grid had already put forward its standard form of protective
provisions having explained in its written submissions the background to its approach and need for
protection of its assets - namely to comply with its statutory and licence requirements as a statutory
undertaker and to ensure safe working to, in and around its assets. National Grid is obliged to protect
its assets. At the same time, the written submissions explain the basis upon which National Grid does
and will consider requests from promoters to consider the particular application of provisions. The
extent to which the promoter is promoting wide powers subject to later detailed design has a bearing
on how much National Grid can refine its protective provisions. On this occasion, the Applicant has
confirmed to National Grid that it cannot further particularise the rights that it needs or provide detailed
plans to show how its works will affect National Grid's apparatus. National Grid is not therefore able to
issue prior approval of works at this stage but National Grid has sought to accommodate all requests
of the Applicant to date and has been proactive in looking for solutions.
As at today, the Applicant continues to be of the view that it cannot consent to the inclusion of
Paragrpah 6 in the protective provisions despite attempts between the parties to look at ways to
provide the Applicant with some comfort that National Grid does not object to the principle of the
exercise of rights as against its interests in land and apparatus, as long as it proceeds to approve
works and address any re-provision of land rights under the terms of the protective provisions.
National Grid believes that it is contrary to its statutory functions/duties and licence requirements if it
were to accept the deletion of paragraph 6. This would leave the Applicant open to extinguish National
Grid's land and apparatus interests and render them subject to monetary compensation, which to do
would give rise to serious detriment. It is not sufficient for National Grid to rely on non-binding
assurances from the Applicant that it will exercise wide powers of compulsory purchase appropriately
or reasonably once the detailed design is known. Hence, National Grid's position in respect of all
DCO's that affect it's interests is to require the exercise to be subject to its approval - and it provides
the means for the Applicant to realise the same through the balance of the protective
provisions. Provision 6(1) of the protective provisions therefore modifies the otherwise unfettered
powers of compulsory acquisition in respect of all interests (which includes land interests) and
apparatus owned by National Grid and requires National Grid's consent to acquire any land, interests
or rights.
The Examiner raised a specific question on this point at the issue specific hearing - namely as to why
protective provision 6(1) was justified, given it effectively emasculates the powers of compulsory
acquisition granted by the Order in relation to National Grid. The explanation above addresses the
point in high level terms. This is further explained in more detail with reference to NLHPP below:
Provision 6(1) is required and justified in respect of the NLHPP application for the following reasons:
1. The Book of Reference includes operational land of National Grid (parcel 4 - gas governor). The
Book does not distinguish which parcels are subject to compulsory acquisition of land and which are
subject to creation of new rights, although the Land Plans do show parcel 4 as being subject to
Articles 21 and 23 (extinguishment and creation of new rights). National Grid, as statutory operator of

the gas distribution network, cannot allow its operational land to be subject to general compulsory
acquisition powers in terms that, subject to submission of detailed plans and method statements, may
cause serious detriment to its undertaking. The same is true of its operational apparatus in that land.
2. The Book of Reference includes parcel 16, an extent of Lee Park Way. Again, this is shown on the
Land Plans as being subject to Articles 21 and 23. National Grid has a permanent easement along
Lee Park Way which is required to access its existing apparatus which lie immediately adjacent to the
NLHPP site boundary and which is required to bring forward the already consented North London
Reinforcement project. National Grid cannot accept that its right to traverse Lee Park Way may be
compulsorily extinguished on a permanent basis.  Subject to consideration of detailed plans and
method statements, this may cause serious detrimental impact on its abilities to access and service
existing apparatus and to exercise its rights under its own DCO.
3. Parcel 18 is an area of land which National Grid currently has permanent rights of access across to
maintain the existing pylons and overhead lines running contiguous to the NLHPP site boundary. The
application provides that this parcel is intended for temporary possession as a laydown area but
NLHPP are seeking the right to permanently extinguish rights over it. Grid cannot lose its access to
existing apparatus without giving rise to potential serious detriment to its undertaking and the
application of its own DCO.
To be absolutely clear, National Grid's position is not that the Applicant cannot exercise its powers in
any circumstances.   Rather that the Applicant should be expected to engage National Grid on the
detail of those proposals, at a time in which the detail is known, and to agree means by which the
Applicant can exercise its powers under the DCO, subject to National Grid having first been provided
with that detail so as to approve measures and if necessary surrender its apparatus or rights in favour
of the grant of replacement apparatus/rights. That is essentially the function of the balance of the
protective provisions. However National Grid's position is that the outcome of that process is that any
alteration in the change of rights and in apparatus is therefore a matter for its agreement under the
rest of the protective provisions. We point out that National Grid obliges itself to act reasonably, in a
way that National Grid is able to continue to meet the requirements of its undertaking without causing
serious detriment. This is and has been National Grid's standard position in respect of DCO's affecting
its apparatus and the requirement in 6(1) is routinely adopted by the Secretary of State on other
applications for development consent. Some recent examples of the inclusion of provision 6(1) from
Orders approved in 2016 are (1) East Midlands Gateway Rail Freight Interchange (which Paul Hudson also presided over)
(2) York Potash Harbour Facilities
(3) Meaford Gas Fired Generating Station
This list is not exhaustive.
To re-iterate National Grid's approach, where it is affected by draft DCOs, is to work with the Applicant
(if they are prepared to do) earlier than the grant of DCO to understand the extent of likely/potential
interference with its interests/apparatus (noting that this may be subject to changes/certainty brought
about by later detailed design) and to agree where appropriate, prior to determination of the DCO,
matters that can be agreed against the general application of its protective provisions. To provide a
very apt example from this case, National Grid has agreed with the Applicant the means by which the
Applicant can exercise its DCO notwithstanding the potential interference with National Grid's powers
in the North London Overhead Line DCO. This needs to be documented but demonstrates that
National Grid is engaged and not simply adopting a principle only position.
National Grid, in its previous submissions (in particular those dated 23 March and 5 April 2016), has
set out why it is crucial to its statutory operation and the general safety of the public why robust
protective provisions are in place.
In respect of the Applicant's deadline 5 responses to National Grid's protective provisions (Document
AD07.08 - 2Q 10.15), we do not intend to address them individually in detail at this stage, given the
Examiner's comments at the hearing, that National Grid's provisions should generally be included in
the Order. Whilst the intention had been to now submit an agreed set of protective provisions,
National Grid is not in a position to respond to the detail of the Applicant's revised form of provisions
until they have been submitted and provided to us. At this stage, we know that the Applicant is
intending to submit provisions excluding paragraph 6 and in any event, the Examiner has asked that
National Grid explains the relevance of its inclusion.

National Grid asks that the Examiner and/or the Secretary of State to afford it the opportunity to
comment further on the set of provisions that the Applicant is due to submit for Deadline 8, once it has
had the chance to consider them and notwithstanding that the examination period is due to close
shortly. National Grid's position throughout has been consistent, fully communicated and has made
itself and its professional advisors available at all times during the Examination period and believes
that it is appropriate that it is given further opportunity in this regard.
Having entered into detailed discussions with the Applicant and having appeared at the hearing in July
for the Examiner to determine that the Applicant should engage National Grid on its protective
provisions, we wish to reserve National Grid's position to seek the recovery of its professional fees in
pursuing the inclusion of its provisions, to the extent that they are not recovered by agreement with the
Applicant, as a separate costs application that will follow within 28 days of the Examination closing.

Yours faithfully

Sophie Stewart
Senior Associate
T +44 333 207 7895
M +447885261920
E sophie.stewart@dlapiper.com

DLA Piper UK LLP
www.dlapiper.com
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