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The request from Ashfield Land for a delay to the examination process because they now accept,
albeit belatedly, that their traffic modelling and the suggested improvements to the road
network are flawed  has come a no surprise to those of us who have witnessed their shambolic
approach to the NSIP process for the last 3 years. It has always been obvious to those of us who
live adjacent to the proposed SFRI site that this site is unsuitable for this use and that the local
road network does not have the extra capacity required to accommodate a scheme of this
nature. The minimal changes originally proposed by the applicant  were never likely to be able to
cope with the vast increase in HGV, light van and car movements generated by this proposal. 
 
The timing of the request (the night before the cumulative impact hearing) could be viewed as
cynical. It made the following day’s proceedings  to discuss the impact of Rail Central and
Northampton Gateway a complete waste of time. How can the impact of the 2 sites be properly
examined when one of the applicants has, at the 11th hour admitted that its most important
analysis of traffic modelling is fantasy and should be disregarded. Let’s not forget it has taken
Ashfield land 3 years to get to this point.
 
My own view is that the request should not be accepted and that the whole application should
be thrown out.  The principle of the NSIP planning process is that all material should be provided
by the applicant before the public consultation process can begin. It has been admitted by the
QC acting for Ashfield land that the changes to the traffic modelling and subsequent changes to
the road network are “likely to be significant”. It is therefore likely that they  will have a direct
impact on many other aspects of the application particularly the environmental impact
assessment.  It is therefore imperative that that these changes be properly scrutinised in the
wider context of the whole project. Not allowed to slip under the radar as minor amendment. At
the very least the applicant should be required to rerun the whole of the public consultation
process. They will also need to be  subjected to a rerun of the cumulative impact assessment
 once the correct traffic modelling data is available. This will enable to true impact of both of
these schemes being granted a DCO to be properly assessed.
 
Max Darby.
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