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Dear Sir/Madam, My Ref: RAILC-AFP128 – registration identification number 20018727
 
As invited, I take this opportunity to comment on the above Application.
 

1. The Applicant’s admission that it’s Highways and Traffic assessments are not fit for
purpose – after some 3 years of preparation – is so damning of the Applicant’s
competence that The Planning Inspectorate should decline to delay the Preliminary
Meeting. Indeed the applicant’s incompetence casts doubt on their whole application.

2. The requested delay would make meaningful assessment of the cumulative effects of the
applications by Rail Central and Northampton Gateway, impossible, thereby making the
Northampton Gateway examination seriously flawed. Any decision to grant permission to
the Northampton Gateway proposal could therefore expect to be challenged in the
Courts.

3. Serious questions must be asked as to whether, if the flawed highways/traffic assessment
had been known at the time of original assessment of the planning application, the
application would have been deemed inadequate and not accepted for Enquiry. If this is
so, the most appropriate course of action would be to for PINS to require the applicant to
commence the whole application process again from scratch. Apart from any other
consideration, the effects of the proposed Highways and Traffic re-assessments are bound
to have knock-on effects on many other aspects of the Environmental Impact Assessment,
further persuading of the need to start again from ‘square one’

4. It is unacceptable that local residents, who have had the prospect of the appalling
consequences of this development hanging over them and their peaceful, rural way of life
for over three years, should have the process extended by a further year because of the
incompetence of the applicant.

5. If, contrary to my belief and exhortation, the Planning Inspectorate are disposed to grant
the applicants an extension to their examination, I strongly believe Rail Central’s
eventually revised highways and traffic assessments should be subject to the most
stringent independent scrutiny, at the cost of the applicants.

 
 
F Stuart C Manson




