
  

  

  

  

  

 21st March 2019 

By email RailCentral@planninginspectorate.gov.uk  

Dear Sirs, 

Re Rail Central TR050004 Request for deferment of the Examination 

I write with reference to Rail Central’s request to defer the commencement of the Examination.  For 

clarification I write in my own personal capacity and the views expressed herein are solely my own. 

I would like to make three points regarding the Applicant’s request for deferment. 

1. The request for a delay is disappointing especially given that Rail Central originally intimated that 

they would submit their application in the latter half of 2017.  There are a number of people whose 

lives are on hold pending a decision that will shape their whole futures and for them to have to 

suffer a fifth Christmas not knowing their fate is not only unfair but is having significant detrimental 

impacts on their health.  Thus Rail Central is already failing to comply with one of the clear 

stipulations of the policy of not impacting health or well-being before they have even submitted to 

the examination.  I therefore object to this proposed delay. 

2. The Applicant’s intention to omit the majority of the stakeholders from any consultation on the 

changes is not, in my view, acceptable. Individual members of the community have committed more 

to the consultation process than any paid officer or public servant and are the ones that will suffer 

the consequences of any decisions made by remote Government officials.  It is imperative that every 

stakeholder and registered interested party is given full and fair opportunity to review and comment 

on any proposed changes.  We can only assume that, given the time extension requested, changes 

are likely to be extensive and material. 

3.  Given that this application has been in the making for at least 6 years I am deeply sceptical that 

Rail Central could have got the traffic modelling so wrong as to require an extension of this 

magnitude. Looking closely at the wording of the application letter, and scenarios painted therein, it 

appears that an examination start date is being tactically manufactured to coincide with the date 

that the decision is likely to be made on the Northampton Gateway.  I have real concerns that the 

process is being manipulated by Rail Central for their own benefit.  The precise reasons for this 

manipulation and whether or not such manipulation is in collusion with other parties I am struggling 

to reconcile in my mind.  However, the following implications of delaying the examination date are 

relevant: 

a) The delay is likely to prevent Northampton Gateway from fulfilling their statutory duty of 

completing a cumulative impact study on the road network.  It is highly probable Rail Central is 

already aware that the impacts are too great to be mitigated and it does not suit their cause for this 
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fact to be laid bare.  The danger now is that the Examining Authority allows the Northampton 

Gateway application to proceed without the cumulative traffic (and many other related) impacts 

being known due to the rigid timelines to which the Examining Authority appear intent to adhere.  

This cannot be acceptable. 

b) Rail Central have taken every opportunity during the examination process to attack the credibility 

of the Northampton Gateway application and appear to have their own agenda based on 

Northampton Gateway being turned down.  The delay to their own application, manufactured to 

coincide with the final decision on Northampton Gateway, could be a gamble on the latter being 

turned down leaving the way clear for an examination without the inconvenient cumulative impacts 

requirements.  However, this scenario does not allow for the fact that Roxhill are likely to appeal if 

turned down in the first instance.  Given all the possible permutations it is highly likely that the 

whole process will drag on for many more years, subjecting many members of the community to 

even greater stress. 

c) The fact that Rail Central chose to lodge their application for deferment only the day before the 

Northampton Gateway cumulative impact hearing (when they clearly could have done so at a much 

earlier date) shows complete disdain for the process and a lack of respect for those members of the 

community that had committed their own personal (and unpaid) time to participate in a critical 

aspect of the examination process.  This calculated action by Rail Central completely undermined the 

hearing leaving the Examining Authority unable to fulfil their examination duties.  One can only 

wonder what other tactical manoeuvring we will witness when it comes to the examination of their 

own application. 

As a final footnote I do feel a little aggrieved that the Planning Inspectorate is considering acceding 

to pressure from the Developer to stray, at this very late stage, from the clear and defined examining 

process.  You may recall that on a number of occasions I have suggested that an alternative, or 

modified, approach may be appropriate for the examination of two such complexly interwoven 

application sites.  The Inspectorate’s reticence to even consider such a deviation has left us in the 

disappointing and unedifying situation we now find ourselves in.  If PINs are to agree to the 

deferment may I request that they also give consideration to how they might adapt the process to 

return some modicum of credibility to it, bearing in mind what has unfolded before us.  It was 

obvious to all (but PINS apparently) that these applications could never be looked at in isolation and 

from what we have witnessed at the Northampton Gateway examination this has now been proven 

beyond any doubt. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

Mark Redding 

c.c. The Rt Hon Andrea Leadsom  

Ian McCord South Northants District Council 



 




