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1. Introduction 

 
1.1 This is an addendum to agenda item 3 relating to the proposal at Dovers Corner in 

Rainham, which was previously deferred by Members subject to further information 
being provided. Since the committee report was circulated, further information has 
been received from the London Borough of Havering, from the Health and Safety 
Executive and from a Havering Councillor. 

 
2.  Further representation from the London Borough of Havering 
 
2.1 On the 9th of June, officers received further representation from the Borough 

advising that they have taken own Counsel’s advice on the reasons for refusal that 
were suggested to the Corporation and whether the officer reports to the committee 
appropriately record the arguments which Members are invited to consider.  
 

2.2 In summary, the advice to Havering was that the first to reasons for refusal are 
“legitimate and defendable”, the third reason whilst dependant on the first two 
“carries planning weight in its own right” and reasons four and five would be 
legitimate reasons for refusal subject to the appellant not being able to provide the 
appropriate evidence.  

 
2.3 The Counsel opinion to Havering goes on to state that the reports to the planning 

committee are deficient in two primary respects, being firstly that they do not 
adequately spell out the breaches in planning policy and secondly that they do not 
adequately argue the non-viability of a scheme which would be compliant with 
policy.  

 
2.4 Havering’s further letter of objection is attached to the addendum.  

 
3 Further Representations from the Health and Safety Executive 

 
3.1 Following the receipt of further information provided by the pipeline operators, the 

HSE have confirmed that the consultation zones affecting the development site have 
been reduced. However, despite this reduction, the HSE still advises against the 
proposals.  



3.2 It is not known whether the HSE will appear at the Public Inquiry.  
 

4 Further Representation from Havering Councillor 
 

4.1 Havering Councillor Burton has provided copies of the pro-forma objection letters 
dating back to May 2008. These objections have reported in the original committee 
report and are available for Members to view. An example of one is attached.  

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Remains as previously reported, that is had the appeal not been lodged, Members would 
have resolved to grant permission subject to the Section 106 Heads of Terms and 
conditions as set out in the report.  
 
 
CASE OFFICER:  Stephen Allen 
 
Date: 10 June 2010 
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