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Summary  

On-going informal consultation has been undertaken with a wide variety of 

stakeholders to inform the evolution of the project and particularly the associated 

assessments.   

The tables below summarise the Applicant's informal engagement with key technical 

and community consultees to date. 

Technical consultees – statutory 

Consultee Summary of engagement 

Canal & River 

Trust 

The Applicant has maintained contact with the Canal & River 

Trust (C&RT) during the preparation of the Proposed 

Development and the DCO application. 

Correspondence has principally been held with Ian Dickinson 

and Osi Ivowi at C&RT.  A summary of meetings is provided 

here: 

• 16 May 2017: An overview of the scheme was presented to 

the Canal & River Trust. The principal intention for the 

meeting was to present proposals regarding the grade 

separated junction on the A43 and the proposals at Junction 

15a of the M1. Additionally, discussion was held in relation 

to noise and vibration for EIA purposes. 

• 26 September 2017: A broad update on application 

proposals was provided. This was a summary of the 

proposals for the grade separated junction on the A43 and 

the proposals at Junction 15a. Discussion was had 

regarding the design of these proposals. Further discussion 

was had with regards to the impacts of noise and vibration. 

• 5 July 2018: A broad update on the scheme proposals was 

presented. This provided more detailed discussion regarding 

the Junction 15a and A43 grade separated junction designs. 

Full detail was not available at this meeting, but overview 

drawings were available for discussion. It was confirmed to 

C&RT why the scheme had come forward in its current 

design. Discussion was also had regarding the design of the 

junction drainage schemes. 

• 9 August 2018: The detailed drawings relating to the 

highways works at Junction 15a and the A43 grade 

separated junction were presented. These drawings were at 

that time in the process of being finalised, however gave a 

good indication of the likely form of the final Proposed 
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Development. The Applicant also discussed the final 

drainage scheme relating to these junction works. It was 

confirmed that outside of the DCO submission, a short note 

would be issued to the C&RT, to confirm why the scheme 

had come forward in the manner presented. A number of 

procedural matters were also discussed with the Canal & 

River Trust, including requiring consent from DEFRA, 

Protective Provisions and Compulsory Purchase Powers. 

Further to these meetings, C&RT provided formal 

correspondence during both Phase 2 and Phase 2A 

Consultation.  

Meetings were complemented by email correspondence on 3 

February 2017, 16 May 2017, 26 September 2017, 5 July 2018. 

Further information can be found in table 16.1 and Appendix 

16.14 of Chapter 16 of the Environment Statement (ES).  

Network Rail 

 

 

Following initial engagement in 2013, the Applicant engaged 

with Network Rail (NR) in October 2015 and co-developed a 

Basic Services Agreement to cover technical workstreams on 

initial feasibility which were undertaken by NR during 2017. 

Regular meetings have been held with the NR scheme sponsor 

(Helen Hartshorne) appointed as a single point of contact. The 

work has been completed to GRIP Stage 2 (of 8) and a 

Statement of Common Ground is being drafted at the time of 

writing.  An overview of meetings is provided below: 

• 4 September 2015: briefing meeting with Network Rail 

Infrastructure Projects team. 

• 24 November 2015: meeting with Network Rail Freight team 

to review masterplan proposals . 

• 25 August 2016: meeting with Network Rail High Output 

Operations team to discuss future opportunities to use Rail 

Central for periodic stabling of infrastructure maintenance 

trains displaced by HS2 construction works. 

• 14 September 2016: follow-up meeting with Network Rail 

High Output Operations team. 

• 3 November 2016: follow-up meeting with Network Rail High 

Output Operations team review of masterplan. 

• 21 November 2016: review of scope of GRIP workstreams 

to be undertaken. 

• 23 November 2016: follow-up meeting on workstream 

scope. 

• 19 January 2017: follow-up meeting with Network Rail High 
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Output Operations team. 

• 3 May 2017: discussion on scope of route capability review 

workstream. 

• 23 June 2017: update meeting with Freight team. 

• 6 July 2017: meeting to review start of next phase of GRIP 

workstreams. 

• 18 July 2017: progress review meeting. 

• 22 August 2017: follow-up actions from progress meeting. 

• 31 August 2017: multi-disciplinary GRIP workshop to review 

workstream outputs to date. 

• 13 October 2017: follow-up meeting to GRIP workshop to 

review actions. 

• 17 October 2017: meeting with Town Planning team. 

• 30 November 2017: progress review meeting. 

• 20 February 2018: review workstream outputs and work 

programme beyond GRIP2. 

• 17 April 2018: follow-up meeting on scope of work 

programme beyond GRIP2. 

• 23 April 2018: briefing meeting with Freight & National 

Passenger Operators Route Director. 

• 2 May 2018: GRIP 2 stage gate review of draft output 

documentation. 

• 12 June 2018: follow-up meeting to review feedback on draft 

output documentation. 

• 11 July 2018: GRIP2 stage gate final review. 

• 16 August 2018: review of draft Statement of Common 

Ground. 

At the time of writing Network Rail is drafting a Statement of 

Common Ground and a summary of the main outputs of the 

GRIP2 technical workstreams, including a completion 

certificate. 

Highways 

England 

A preliminary meeting was held on 14 March 2014 to inform 

Highways England (at that time the Highways Agency) of the 

forthcoming proposals and to discuss the likely strands of work 

required to support a DCO application from a highways 

perspective. This included initial discussions regarding traffic 

generation calculations, modelling work required, the wider 

benefits of the project on the Strategic Road Network, and the 

need to prepare a Statement of Common Ground. 

A further meeting was held on 8 May 2015 to discuss the 

development proposals, including the likely scale of the 
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proposals and potential railway connections, following further 

development of the project design since the previous meeting. 

Further discussions regarded modelling work, trip attraction and 

distribution, modal split and existing network capacity and 

highway schemes. 

Transport Working Group (TWG) meetings have generally been 

held on a monthly basis with Highways England and 

Northamptonshire County Council since October 2015 to 

discuss various matters. The last meeting held prior to 

submission of the DCO application was on the 14 September 

2018. 

Additional meetings have been held with Highways England to 

discuss the proposals at M1 J15A and A43 Tove Roundabout, 

the details of which were all reported back to the TWG. These 

meetings were dated 21 July 2017, 18 August 2017, 12 

September 2017, 10 November 2017 and 23 January 2018. 

In addition, as part of the design for the new grade separated 

junction on the A43, it has been highlighted that a number of 

departures from the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges 

standard due to the existing road layout will need to be 

accepted by Highways England in order to deliver the scheme. 

A departure team has therefore been formed to manage this 

process. 

The Applicant contacted Emma Stewart and Martin Seldon of 

Highways England on 13 June 2018 to raise the matter and 

understand who would review the departures from standard. 

Emma Stewart responded on 14 June 2018, following a 

discussion with Safety, Engineering and Standards (SES). The 

Applicant had ongoing discussions throughout June with the 

SES team to develop a design solution for new road 

infrastructure that fits with the existing layout but that is 

acceptable in modern design terms resulting in the submission 

of detailed drawings identifying the departure locations to the 

SES team on 29 July 2018. Discussions are still ongoing 

regarding this matter. 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 17.1 

and 17.2 of Chapter 17 of the ES. 

Natural England Natural England have been involved throughout the life of the 

proposed development, via the consultation process and review 

of PEIR at multiple stages, and also via its Discretionary Advice 
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Service (DAS).  

Correspondence with Ross Holgate was undertaken in April 

2016 regarding the scope and method of survey for Golden 

Plover in regard to potential indirect impacts to the Upper Nene 

Valley Gravel Pits SPA. The results were discussed and in June 

2017 Natural England confirmed that it was satisfied that there 

would be no impact to golden plover and lapwing populations 

associated with the SPA arising from the Proposed 

Development and referred the team to Standing Advice.   

Various other specialists at Natural England have been involved 

via the DAS service. In March 2017 the applicant's biodiversity 

team and landscape architect met with Madeleine Ryan to 

specifically discuss the proposed approach to bat survey 

methods and assessment, as well as issues surrounding great 

crested newts and general mitigation. A site visit was 

undertaken to fully explain the Proposed Development and the 

associated landscape proposals.  The full letter of advice that 

was forthcoming is contained in Appendix 14, Annex E of the 

ES. 

Further advice was sought in 2018 on the following issues:  

• NE response to stage 2 consultation 

• Statement of Common Ground 

• Shadow licences for bats and GCN  

• HRA discussion over No Significant Effects Report.    

Alison Collins, Justin Tilley, David Brown joined a telephone 

meeting on 5 June 2018 and a letter dated 12 June 2018 was 

received containing Natural England’s concluding Discretionary 

Advice.  In summary, this stated that: 

• Natural England had no further comments to make following 

Phase Two Consultation and noted that Rail Central is 

investigating any anomalies relating to Roade Crossing 

SSSI in its documents before DCO submission (in August 

2018). 

• Noted that Rail Central will draw up and send a draft SoCG 

based on its response to Phase Two for consideration.  

• Advised that pre-submission screening is the best route for 

obtaining a shadow protected species licence for bats and 

great crested newts. However, Rail Central needs to submit 

an application as soon as possible in order that Natural 

England can issue a letter of comfort to accompany the 

DCO subject to the application being satisfactory. 
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• Confirmed that  it is happy for Rail Central to take its legal 

advice and/or advice from PINS about the requirement for a 

separate HRA No Significant Effects Report. As the HRA is 

straightforward and it agrees that there is no Likely 

Significant Effect, a section of the EIA could include 

‘information to support an HRA’ and is happy to state that 

position in the SoCG. 

• Regarding the withdrawal of Defra’s Construction Code of 

Practice for the Sustainable Use of Soils on Construction 

Sites, its current view is that Rail Central should continue to 

refer to the Construction Code as the best good practice 

guidance until further notice. 

 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 14.2 

and 14.3 of Chapter 14 of the ES.  

South 

Northamptonshire 

Council  

South Northamptonshire Council has been extensively 

consulted on a number of issues relating to the proposals, in 

addition to the formal statutory consultation process.  These 

issues are summarised below:  

Heritage: Consultation has been undertaken to agree the 

extent of the heritage Study Area, including the identification of 

the relevant heritage assets affected and the appropriate 

methodology to be utilised for assessment of built heritage 

effects.  This includes a meeting with conservation and planning 

officers on 27 March 2017 where the study area and 

methodology of the Built Heritage ES Chapter was agreed. The 

assessed viewpoints (set out within Chapter 15) were also 

agreed from a heritage perspective. 

Further information can be found in table 11.2 of Chapter 11 of 

the ES.  

Ground: Engagement on ground issues included: 

• 22 November 2016: telephone conversation and e-mail with 

the Environmental Protection Officer (Romero Okikiade), 

discussing the site, the works to date, the proposed 

investigations and the areas proposed not to investigate. 

• 1 December 2016: email from Environmental Health Officer 

(EHO), agreeing the above. 

• 22 January 2018: telephone conversation and e-mail with 

EHO, discussing the study boundary and the findings of the 

Site Investigations. 
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Information on consultation can be found in table 12.2 of 

Chapter 12 of the ES.  

Air: The team consulted the Environmental Health Officer on 12 

April 2017. The purpose of consultation was to agree the study 

area for assessment, agree the scope of works for the air 

quality assessment and agree locations for baseline air quality 

monitoring using diffusion tubes. 

The council responded: “The monitoring locations for the 

development are considered acceptable. The air quality 

assessment will be able to utilise the monitoring results from 

South Northamptonshire Council and Northampton Borough 

Council.  

The proposed scope of works for air quality assessment are 

acceptable.  

The modelling for the development will need to take into 

account the proposed and potential traffic movements to and 

from the site.  This development may have the potential to 

impact further afield such as on the strategic road network of 

the A5, M1 and A43 & A508, depending on the number of 

HDV’s. The transport assessment for the site will therefore be 

significant.” 

Further information can be found in table 8.2 of Chapter 8 of the 

ES.  

Ecology: Meetings were held with Paul Evans and Denis 

Winterbottom on 26 May and 24 July 2017 to discuss the 

evolving scheme and biodiversity assessment.  Further 

information can be found in table 14.3 and 14.4 of Chapter 14 of 

the ES.  

Noise: A consultation request was made to SNC 16 February 

2016 to discuss and agree the baseline noise and vibration 

monitoring positions, sensitive receptors and scope for vibration 

assessments. This request was acknowledged, but no SNC 

formal response was provided at that time.   

A follow-up email was sent on 16 December.  No meeting was 

held at this stage, but clarifications in relation to a technical 

document were issued to SNC on 2 March 2017 (Rev 0), 4 May 

2017 (Rev 1) and 17 July 2017 (Rev 2 dated 15 June 2017), 

dealing with outstanding matters, which were then agreed.  

Following Phase 2 Consultation, a meeting was held on 21 

June 2018 at which SNC clarified the need for simpler 
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conclusions to be drawn on noise to enable officers and 

members to make an assessment.  The outline of simple 

changes to be made were agreed. 

Further information can be found in table 16.1 and Appendix 

16.14 of Chapter 16 of the ES.  

Northampton 

Borough Council 

Northampton Borough Council has been extensively informally 

consulted on a number of issues relating to the proposals. This 

is detailed in turn below.  

Early meetings were held with Steven Boyes and David Rowen 

on 30 September 2015 and 9 February 2016 to discuss the 

project and provide a general update on progress and 

anticipated timescales for consultation and the DCO 

submission.  

Air: Consulted with Environmental Health Officer on 25 

November 2015, including on roads identified as having a 

potential impact as a result of the proposals. Later consulted on 

23 March 2016 to discuss the study area for assessment, 

request the latest results of local authority air quality monitoring 

(for 2014 and 2015) and agree locations for baseline air quality 

monitoring using diffusion tubes.   

Further information can be found in table 8.2 of Chapter 8 of the 

ES.  

Ground: Engagement was also had in relation to ground 

matters.  On 23 July 2017, the Rail Central team sent an e-mail 

to Ruth Austen (Environmental Health and Licensing Manager), 

Northampton Borough Council (NBC), discussing the 

appropriateness of a desk study and to confirm the study area 

for desk study for the minor highway improvements and the 

improvement to Junction 15 of the M1 that are within the NBC 

boundary.  On 24 July 2017, an email response was received 

from Ruth Austen (Environmental Health and Licensing 

Manager, Northampton Borough Council) agreeing to the extent 

of the study area and the fact they do not need to review the 

desk study or the data at this stage. 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 12.2 of 

Chapter 12 of the ES.  

Northamptonshire 

County Council 

The Rail Central team has consulted extensively with 

Northamptonshire County Council on a number of issues 

relating to the proposals.  This is detailed below.  
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Highways: a continuous dialogue has been maintained with 

Highways England (HE) and Northamptonshire County Council 

(NCC) during the preparation of the scheme and the DCO 

application. An overview of the discussions held during the 

meetings is provided below. 

5 May 2014: An Initial meeting was held to inform NCC of the 

forthcoming proposals and discuss the likely strands of work 

required to support a DCO application from a highways 

perspective. This included initial discussions regarding access 

strategy for all modes, traffic modelling work and committed 

developments. 

1 May 2015: A further meeting was held to discuss the 

development proposals, including the likely scale of the 

proposals and potential railway connections, following further 

development of the scheme design since the previous meeting. 

Further discussions have been had regarding access strategy, 

public transport provision, NSTM, trip attraction and distribution 

and baseline surveys. 

Since October 2015: Transport Working Group (TWG) meetings 

have been generally held on a monthly basis with HE and NCC 

to discuss various matters. The last meeting was held on 14 

September 2018. Through the TWG meetings the following 

matters have been agreed with HE and NCC: 

Site Access and Site Layout 

• the principle of providing vehicle access via a grade 

separated junction onto the A43 only; 

• the principle of the site access geometrical design onto 

A43; 

• the principle of providing emergency only access onto 

Northampton Road and its geometrical layout; 

• the principle of providing an underpass under 

Northampton Road; 

• the principle of providing a lorry park facility within the 

site; 

• the principle of pedestrian and cycle access from 

Northampton Road; 

• the principle of the construction access arrangements; 

Trip Attraction 

• the process for determining trip attraction to include a 

review of different calculation methodologies, including 
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examination of similar facilities elsewhere and a first 

principles based assessment; 

• the overall level of daily and hourly person trip attraction 

(both employees / visitors and HGVs); 

• daily and hourly trip attraction associated with ancillary 

uses; 

• the baseline mode share (including total number of 

vehicle trips) to be applied, including the methodology for 

its calculation based on Census travel to work data; 

Strategic Modelling 

• methodology for modelling work to include use of 

Northamptonshire Strategic Transport Model (NSTM) for 

the typical network peak hours of 0800-0900 and 1700-

1800; 

• the typical network peak hours of 0800-0900 and 1700-

1800 represent the busiest hours on the highway 

network and are the most appropriate time periods to be 

assessed. No other time periods require assessment; 

• the principle of a local area validation of the NSTM 

specifically for use in assessing the impact of Rail 

Central; 

• the traffic survey data to be input into the NSTM to 

facilitate the local area validation; 

• assessment scenarios required for modelling; 

Junction Assessments 

• broad study area of junctions where detailed capacity 

assessment is required, based on outputs from the 

NSTM; 

• junctions on A43 between the site and Tove roundabout 

to the south to be examined for potential safety 

improvements, but not for capacity improvements; 

• junction capacity assessments to be carried out using 

Linsig or Junctions9 modelling software as appropriate; 

• VISSIM model to be used in conjunction with individual 

junction modelling tools to demonstrate the operation of 

M1 Junction 15 and Junction 15A, as well as the site 

access; 

• 2016 baseline VISSIM model agreed to appropriately 

reflect the existing situation and is in accordance with 

WebTAG guidelines; 

• M1 Junction 15 and Junction 15A to be initially assessed 
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using Linsig or Junctions9, as appropriate, in order to 

determine appropriate improvement schemes for 

assessment within VISSIM; 

• traffic flows used in junction assessments to be based on 

baseline traffic surveys with traffic growth as determined 

from the NSTM; 

Travel Planning 

• general approach to public transport strategy, including 

potential for new bespoke service into the site; 

• the principle of providing new bus stops on Northampton 

Road, and a bus interchange within the site, with 

potential for access from Northampton Road; 

• on-site parking provision to be determined with reference 

to Northamptonshire Parking Standards (2016) 

document; 

Highway Improvement Proposals 

• the geometry and capacity of the proposed improvement 

scheme at M1 Junction 15A; 

• the suitability of the potential traffic calming schemes in 

Milton Malsor and Blisworth; 

• the requirement for traffic calming schemes in Milton 

Malsor and Blisworth is to be determined through the 

strategic modelling work;  

• the principle and general scope of a proposed foot and 

cycleway along Northampton Road; 

• the principle of the strategy to include a focused set of 

improvements on the A43 and Ring Road corridors only 

so as to draw traffic away from the A45 corridor. It was 

agreed that this would also include the removal of 

previously proposed improvements on the A45 corridor, 

as these served to encourage further use of the A45, 

which is not desired.  

Further information on consultation regarding highways can be 

found in table 17.1 and 17.2 of Chapter 17 of the ES. 

Ecology:  Engagement with NCC over ecology included a 

meeting was with the Principal Project Officer on 24 July 2017.  

Discussions included progress on surveys and assessment and 

the initial review of technical chapters sent to NCC.  Feedback 

on mitigation proposals was also discussed. Further information 

on consultation regarding ecology can be found in Chapter 14 



Appendix 10 – Overview of informal engagement with key stakeholders 

12 
 

Consultee Summary of engagement 

of the ES. 

Health: This involved a health scoping exercise to discuss local 

community health circumstance and the construction and 

operational activities with the potential to influence local public 

health, informing the scope and focus of the health assessment.  

Engagement was had with Lucy Douglas-Green, Acting Deputy 

Director of Public Health & Well-Being, Northamptonshire 

County Council. 

Hydrology: The team’s engagement included discussions and 

agreement of the approaches used for the FRA and drainage 

strategy, with principles of mitigation also discussed and 

agreed. NCC also confirmed the level of detail and works it 

would require. Further information on consultation can be found 

in table 13.2 of Chapter 13 of the ES.   

Additionally, meetings were held with the Lead Local Flood 

Authority (LLFA) as outlined here: 

• 9 September 2017: An initial report was submitted for initial 

comment with respect to the approach to modelling 

• 9 January 2018: A meeting was held with LLFA to discuss 

scheme and agree design criteria.  

19 January 2018 (Email): Confirmation was received from LLFA 

on drainage design criteria.  

Consultation was also held with NCC’s Archaeology Team and 

further information can be found in table 10.2 of Chapter 10 of 

the ES.  

Historic England Consultation was undertaken to agree the extent of the heritage 

study area, including the identification of the relevant heritage 

assets affected and the appropriate methodology to be utilised 

for the assessment of built heritage effects. This included 

various written correspondence from 22 September 2016 and 

17 November 2016.  A conference call was also undertaken 

between Historic England, CFA Archaeology and 

Northamptonshire County Council on 17 November 2016 to 

discuss the proposed approach to the Built Heritage ES 

Chapter. Further discussions via email and phone were held 

with Historic England in May 2018 in relation to additional 

assessment work (lighting and noise/vibration).    

Further information on the consultation undertaken can be 

found in table 11.2 of Chapter 11 of the ES.  
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Environment 

Agency 

The Environment Agency (EA) was informally consulted on 

ecology, noise, ground conditions and hydrology.  This is 

summarised below.  

Ecology: The team has email and telephone correspondence 

with Kerrie Ginns, Nikki Loveday, and John O’Neil regarding the 

biodiversity aspects of the project and encouraging engagement 

in the consultation process via meeting or review of PEIR.  The 

EA responded on 4 August 2017 to confirm that it had no further 

comments and would review the finalised plans when it is 

submitted. Further information on consultation can be found in 

table 14.3 of Chapter 14 of the ES.  

Noise: At the request of the Planning Inspectorate (as per 

Scoping Opinion) the EA was consulted in order to seek 

agreement on the baseline noise and vibration monitoring 

positions, sensitive receptors and scope for vibration 

assessments. The EA responded on 13 March 2017 to indicate 

it was satisfied with the choice of receptors but wished for the 

C&RT to be consulted.  The applicant consulted C&RT on 

noise.  Further information on this can be found in table 16.1 

and Appendix 16.14 of Chapter 16 of the ES.  

Ground conditions: In September 2017, initial discussions 

took place with the EA national contact team, who referred to 

Lincolnshire and Northamptonshire Area Office.  Therefore, in 

September 2017 initial discussions also took place with Kerrie 

Ginns (Planning Adviser) in the Lincolnshire and 

Northamptonshire Area Office. 

The EA summary with regards to contaminated land was: 

“Based on the information submitted, we consider that at this 

time, further controlled waters assessment is not required at the 

site. We would have no objections to the proposed 

development, in so far as it relates to the risk to controlled 

waters from contamination. However, if consulted on a planning 

application we would likely recommend a planning condition is 

imposed to ensure that the risks from any unsuspected 

contamination are dealt with appropriately during development. 

Should our understanding of the site change, or if significant 

contamination is encountered during development (e.g. during 

the removal of the underground tanks at the filling station), 

further work may be required, which may include additional 

investigation, risk assessment and/or remediation.” 

A summary of consultation can be found in section 12 of 
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Chapter 12 of the ES. 

Hydrology: Correspondence with the EA on hydrology included 

correspondence over the model, meetings on 9 November 2017 

and 9 January 2018 and further dialogue in summer 2018.  

Further information on consultation can be found in table 13.2 of 

Chapter 13 of the ES.  

Health & Safety 

Executive 

 

Following the HSE response to the formal consultation exercise, 

Rail Central responded to the Major Hazards Policy Officer to 

confirm that the HSE do not raise any material public health 

concern and that the proposed development will comply with all 

relevant legislation and regulation.   

Northamptonshire 

Police 

The Rail Central team has engaged with the Police since early 

2016 when the Rail Central team established an initial link to 

Northamptonshire Police, providing a briefing on the project and 

outlining the forthcoming public consultation (Phase One). 

The Police was formally consulted under Section 42 at the 

Phase Two Consultation.  No response was received. 

In addition, the Local Resilience Forum, based at 

Northamptonshire Police, was also consulted under Section 42 

as part of the Phase Two Consultation. 

The Police was also consulted as part of the design 

development of Junction 15A and the proposals to reduce the 

speed limit through the junction to 40mph.   

Bedford Group of 

Internal Drainage 

Board 

The Rail Central team made contact with the Bedford Group of 

IDB via email on 31 May 2017.  In response, on 13 June 2017, 

the group explained that it would not engage until permits are 

required, following a DCO consent.  Further information can be 

found in table 13.2 of Chapter 13 of the ES.  

Anglian Water Anglian Water was extensively consulted on drainage and water 

supply, in addition to the formal consultation.   

Drainage: A continuous dialogue has been maintained with 

Anglian Water (AW) throughout the preparation of the scheme. 

As there are no public surface water sewers in the area and the 

proposal is to discharge surface water runoff to existing 

watercourses, AW has no requirements in this regard. 

Foul drainage will be discharged to an existing public foul sewer 

and therefore a number of meetings and exchanged of emails 

have taken place to agree an acceptable strategy.  A summary 
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of these contacts ae set out below: 

• 6 December 2016: Initial contact by email 

• 5 January 2017: Receipt of Pre-Development Enquiry 

Report from AW by email 

• 20 March 2017: Receipt of Drainage Impact Assessment by 

email 

• 17 August 2017: Receipt of Protective Provisions by email 

• 17 November 2017: A meeting to discuss foul drainage 

proposals. 

• 5 March 2018: Rail Central team restated foul drainage 

proposals by email 

• 7 March 2018: Receipt of provisional acceptance of 

drainage proposals by email. 

Anglian Water has undertaken both a Pre-Development Report, 

which identified potential capacity issues in the existing foul 

drainage system, and a subsequent Drainage Impact 

Assessment, which identified a solution to the capacity issue. 

This solution has been included in the formal drainage design 

proposal for the development. 

In addition to the above, it will be necessary to divert a short 

section of existing public foul sewer to accommodate the 

proposed layout. An assessment of the diversion details has 

been carried out and agreed in principle with AW. 

New water supply: Consultation has taken place with AW to 

ascertain how the site will be supplied with water.  This is a 

standard process that involves providing and requesting 

information and costs.  Engagement on this topic included a 

meeting in April 2017. 

Protective Provisions are in the process of being agreed with 

Anglian Water. 

Cadent Consultation has taken place with Cadent to ascertain how the 

site will be supplied with gas.  This is a standard process that 

involves providing and requesting information and costs.  In 

June 2016, an initial assets request for the main site was 

undertaken to National Grid Gas to identify existing 

infrastructure on or adjacent to the site and how the site could 

be supplied.  National Grid and Cadent Gas split into two 

companies and Cadent became the main point of contact 

thereafter.  Subsequently, engagement included a request for 

further asset plans (January 2018) in relation to the off-site 
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junction improvements being proposed to mitigate traffic 

impacts of the development (to identify what services existed in 

each location of proposed mitigation) and around the lodging of 

a further supply application (June 2018). 

Protective Provisions are in the process of being agreed with 

Cadent. 

Western Power 

Distribution 

Consultation has taken place with Western Power Distribution 

(WPD) to ascertain how the site will be supplied with electricity.  

This is a standard process that involves providing and 

requesting information and costs.  In June 2016, an initial asset 

request for the main site was undertaken to identify what 

infrastructure existed on or adjacent to the site and how the site 

could be supplied.  WPD identified that a new primary 

substation and 33kV supply would be required to the site. 

Numerous discussions subsequently took place regarding the 

size and location of substation and the routing of the new 33kV 

buried service connection from Northampton.  Over the 

following two years engagement took place in relation to 

quotations and further asset plans, which were requested for 

the off-site junction improvements being proposed to mitigate 

traffic impacts of the development.  This was to identify what 

services existed in each location of proposed mitigation. Further 

engagement took place in May/June 2018 where new 

applications were progressed for all the major services.  

Protective Provisions are in the process of being agreed with 

WPD. 

Northamptonshire 

Healthcare NHS 

Foundation Trust 

As part of the Health Scoping exercise, the Rail Central team 

contacted Lucy Douglas Green (Acting Deputy Director of 

Public Health & Well-Being) and Stephen Marks (Service 

Development Relationship Manager) to discuss the project and 

explore any potential public health issues or opportunities they 

would like to be investigated as part of the planning process.  

It was noted that while potential hazards are inherently 

addressed through planning set to protect the environment and 

health, there is often less focus on health promotion 

opportunities on major projects. Northampton Healthcare NHS 

Foundation Trust encouraged the project team to consider and 

enhance design features that would facilitate a healthy 

workplace and workforce, preventing and delaying the onset of 

poor health, and supporting healthy, independent living for 
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longer. 

Rail companies 

(approved 

operators) 

The Rail Central team held introductory meetings with the 

approved rail operations, as detailed below: 

• Direct Rail Services Ltd (DRS): a meeting was held in April 

2018 to present proposals 

• Freightliner Ltd: a meeting was held in November 2016 to 

present proposals 

• GB Railfreight: meetings were held in July and November 

2015 to present proposals 

• Rail Freight Group: meeting held in October 2016 to present 

proposals 

The feedback from these meetings has been used, alongside 

feedback from Network Rail, to help shape the masterplan and 

proposed suite of rail facilities on site. 

 

Technical consultees – non-statutory 

Consultee Summary of engagement 

The Woodland 

Trust 

 

A meeting was held on 12 July 2018 to discuss the PEIR and 

how the project scheme had altered to account for ancient and 

veteran trees.   

The project was discussed in depth looking at both The 

Woodland Trust’s data and the subsequent project report that 

identified trees on site.  The layout and the constraints created 

by a development such as Rail Central was discussed as well 

as the reasoning behind the development footprint and 

mitigation measures where they conflicted with the location of 

veteran trees.   

The Woodland Trust expressed an interest in involvement post 

DCO consent (if approved) in the development of new woodland 

and ongoing woodland management. 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 14.2 

and 14.3 of Chapter 14 of the ES. 

The Wildlife Trust 

for 

Cambridgeshire, 

Bedfordshire and 

Northamptonshire 

A site visit and meeting (in conjunction with Natural England) 

was held on 21 March 2017 and email correspondence dated 

22 March, 23 March, 12 April, and 26 July 2017 followed. The 

meeting focused on explaining the proposals and the survey 

work already completed, as well as that still to be carried out.  
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(‘The Wildlife 

Trust’) 

Details of possible additional consultees and interested parties 

were provided by The Wildlife Trust.  A potential of The Wildlife 

Trusts assisting with management of mitigation areas was 

discussed, but not advanced as landowner issues were not 

resolved.  The site visit was completed to explain proposals in 

detail and show consultees locations of surveys on the Main 

SRFI site. 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 14.2 

and 14.3 of Chapter 14 of the ES. 

Inland Waterways 

Association 

The Rail Central team held a meeting with Helen Westlake and 

Geoff Wood of Inland Waterways Association on 20 July 2018 

to provide an overview of the proposals and the interaction with 

the Grand Union Canal.  The Association provided certain 

landscape comments, which were addressed in the detailed 

landscape work.  Primarily, it concerned the maintenance of the 

existing informal access along the western side of the canal and 

the potential construction impact of building a new bridge over 

the canal.  

To ensure access is maintained, the layout of footpath along 

this stretch was amended to provide a minimum 2 metre width 

of grass with a further 5 metre scrub before any woodland 

planting, in line with the Association's request.  In addition, it 

was re-confirmed that there would be a triannual review of the 

maintenance of this area of Rail Central to ensure the 

maintenance regime responds to any issues on site. 

Further information on consultation can be found in table 14.2 

and 14.3 of Chapter 14 of the ES. 

British Pipeline 

Agency Ltd 

Three meetings have been held with the BPA, namely on 8 

December 2016, 29 March 2017 and 17 July 2017 with Phil 

Taylor and Adam Canning with other BPA representatives. 

The Rail Central team presented the development proposals 

and highlighted the need to divert a section of the existing (two 

number multi product, 300mm and 250mm) pipelines in the 

South West Corner of the site. The diversion requires a 

realigned length of approximately 860m for each pipe. A new 

route and easement along the Southern and Western 

boundaries of the site was discussed at the meetings. 

The BPA circulated a preliminary report (dated 25 May 2017) 

outlining the design process for the diversion of the pipework for 

this new route. 
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Discussions with BPA continued, and a further meeting was 

held 17 July 2017 to discuss the technical ability for the pipe to 

be diverted and the costs involved.  Discussions remain 

ongoing. 

Office of Rail & 

Road 

The Rail Central team held a briefing meeting with the Office of 

Rail & Rail (ORR) on 18 June 2016. 

 

Community consultees 

Consultee Summary of engagement 

Milton Malsor 

Parish Council 

The Rail Central team has had extensive and sustained 

engagement with Milton Malsor Parish Council since late 2015. 

Following initial telephone contact with the clerk, the Rail Central 

team emailed the parish council on 11 November 2015 to 

introduce itself, outline the project and offer an initial briefing to 

parish councillors.  The briefing took place on 8 December 2015.  

Shortly afterwards, in January 2016, the parish council was 

furnished a copy of Rail Central’s first community newsletter and, 

in February 2016, was invited to join the LLG and attend the first 

meeting. The parish council clerk subsequently received monthly 

updates via email or meetings since March 2016. 

This has been complemented by other specific engagement 

including written correspondence on 12 September 2016 in which 

the team accepted the parish council’s request for an extension to 

the Phase One Consultation; an offer to meet the parish council to 

present potential highways improvements in the village, which took 

place on 9 May 2017 and was followed by several emails and 

letters; and separate individual engagement with specific parish 

councillors and the clerk.  In addition, as part of the Rail Central 

team’s proactive approach to engagement with the parish council, 

the team made large format hard copies of the Phase One 

supplementary consultation materials available to the parish 

council in response to its request to ensure residents of the village 

could view large-scale visuals without the need for the Internet. 

The extent of the engagement outlined above has been 

underpinned by wider consultation activities, including issuing 

eight regular community newsletters (see Chapter 1.3 of the 

Consultation Report and Appendix 62) to all residents of Milton 

Malsor, and holding a public exhibition in the village during Phase 

One Consultation and two public exhibitions during Phase Two 
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Consultation.  Additionally, the parish council has been informally 

engaged with and kept updated through the LLG meetings. 

Separately, an on-going dialogue was held with individual 

representatives of the parish council on a number of issues 

throughout informal consultation. 

Blisworth 

Parish Council 

The Rail Central team has had extensive and sustained 

engagement with Blisworth Parish Council since late 2015.  

Following initial telephone contact with the clerk, the Rail Central 

team emailed the parish council on 11 November 2015 to 

introduce itself, outline the project and offer an initial briefing to 

parish councillors.  The briefing took place on 4 January 2016 and 

was attended by both members of the parish council and local 

residents.  Shortly afterwards, in January 2016, the parish council 

was furnished a copies of the first community newsletter and, in 

February 2016, invited to join the LLG and attend the first meeting.  

The Parish Council clerk subsequently received monthly updates 

via email or meetings since March 2016.  All meetings of the LLG 

have taken place in Blisworth parish and representatives are 

members of the LLG. 

This has been complemented by other specific engagement. On 

27 January 2017, the Rail Central team offered to attend a 

meeting with the parish council to discuss potential highways 

enhancements in the village of Blisworth. This offer was followed 

on 27 February, though the parish council ultimately did not wish 

to meet.  Following Phase Two Consultation, on 6 July 2018, a 

letter was  sent to Blisworth Parish Council to respond in detail to 

the specific points raised in the parish council’s consultation 

feedback. 

The extent of the engagement outlined above has been 

underpinned by wider consultation activities, including issuing 

eight regular community newsletters to all residents of Blisworth 

village, and holding four public exhibitions in the parish (two in the 

village and two in the wider parish) during Phase One Consultation 

and holding two public exhibitions (one in the village and one in 

the wider parish) during Phase Two Consultation. 

Roade Parish 

Council 

Following initial telephone contact with the clerk, the Rail Central 

team emailed the parish council on 11 November 2015 to 

introduce itself, outline the project and offer an initial briefing to 

parish councillors.  Shortly afterwards, in January 2016, the parish 

council was furnished with copies of our first community newsletter 

and, in February 2016, invited to join the LLG, which it duly did and 
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the parish council clerk received monthly updates via email or 

meetings since March 2016.  At both the Phase One Consultation 

(in 2016) and the Phase Two Consultation (in 2018), a public 

exhibition was held at Roade Village Hall.  In addition, on 21 April 

2017, the Rail Central team gave a presentation to the parish 

council at its annual council meeting. 

The extent of the engagement outlined above has been 

underpinned by wider consultation activities, including issuing 

eight regular community newsletters to residents of Roade near 

the site, and holding a public exhibition in the parish during both 

Phase One Consultation and Phase Two Consultation. The parish 

council was additionally represented in the LLG.  

West Hunsbury 

Parish Council 

The Rail Central team contacted the parish council on 12 January 

2016 to introduce the proposals.  Shortly afterwards, on 13 

January, the parish council was furnished with a copy of the first 

community newsletter.  In May 2016, the parish council invited the 

Rail Central team to attend its Annual Council Meeting, which it 

agreed and duly attended and gave a brief presentation on the 

plans.  The meeting took place on 26 May 2016. 

West Hunsbury Parish Council has also been a member of the 

LLG attending meetings regularly and receiving the monthly 

written updates until August 2018. 

Gayton Parish 

Council 

The Rail Central team contacted Gayton Parish Council on 13 

January 2016 to introduce themselves and the project. This was 

followed on 15 January by an introductory letter and an electronic 

copy of the community newsletter.  In February 2016, the parish 

council was invited to join the LLG, which it duly did, and the 

parish council clerk has received monthly updates via email or 

meetings since March 2016 until August 2018. 

Other engagement with the parish council included delivering a 

presentation to the parish council on 13 June 2017 and sending a 

briefing email to one of the representatives of Gayton Parish 

Council in September 2016 regarding the project and highways 

matters. 
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Other local 

parish councils 

Between 11 January and 12 January 2016, the Rail Central team 

contacted a number of additional local parish councils identified 

due to their proximity to the site and likely interest in the project. 

Contact was made via telephone and email, and each was sent a 

copy of the first community newsletter.  The parish councils were: 

• Rothersthorpe Parish Council 

• Grange Park Parish Council 

• Courteenhall Parish Council 

• Wootton Parish Council 

• Tiffield Parish Council 

• Easton Neston Parish Meeting 

• Shutlanger Parish Council 

• Stoke Bruerne Parish Council 

• Collingtree Parish Council 

• Hunsbury Meadows Parish Council 

• Gayton Parish Council 

• East Hunsbury Parish Council 

In February 2016, these parish councils – along with Milton Malsor 

Parish Council, Blisworth Parish Council, Roade Parish Council, 

Gayton Parish Council, West Hunsbury Parish Council and 

Quinton Parish Council – were invited to join the LLG and to attend 

the first meeting scheduled for March 2016.  Since then, all 

members of the LLG have received monthly updates either via 

email briefing or via a meeting.  Further details of this can be found 

in Chapter 1.3 of the Consultation Report. 

In addition, parish councils identified above were notified and 

invited to take part in both the Phase One Consultation and the 

Phase Two Consultation.  Where parish councils provided 

feedback, this is recorded and responded to in the appropriate 

section of this report. 

In addition, due to the potential highways upgrades that were 

proposed and published as part of the Phase Two Consultation, 

additional parish councils that covered these specific areas were 

also notified of the consultation and consulted with as part of this 

phase.  

 


