
COMMENTS ON REQUEST FOR DELAY TO PRELIMINARY MEETING 

 Rail Central (Strategic Rail Freight Interchange) 27 Mar 2019 

 

Gayton Parish Council (PC) wishes to take this opportunity to comment on Rail 

Central’s request for delay. Although we did not register as a PC on the PINS website 

earlier in the year we have been represented at consultative meetings throughout the 

project and individual councillors are registered as interested parties.  

 

As the Project has evolved, it has become increasingly obvious that the biggest affect 

to our way of life in this rural community would be the increase in road traffic that 

the SRFI would generate, so for us this is a matter of great importance.  Our village 

is already busy during peak hours as we are on what is colloquially known as a ‘rat 

run’ so, for local residents, anything that adds to the traffic is a negative development. 

 

And now Rail Central tell us that the work they have done to date on Highways and 

Traffic is fundamentally flawed.  That means that the bad news we got as a result of 

their original study is going to be revisited and could, in all probability, get worse. It 

doesn’t really need a hugely sophisticated computer model to forecast that one of the 

biggest warehouse sites in the UK will produce huge amounts of extra traffic.  

 

The assurances from Rail Central that their mitigation plans would actually reduce 

traffic in many of our villages was always (at best) doubtful and is now seen to have 

been based on false evidence. However, going through the whole modelling process 

again is unlikely to produce data which will fundamentally improve the outcome for 

local people, so as they have failed to meet the basic requirements of the application 

process, our preference would be for the application to be rejected.  

 

And what of the Northampton Gateway SRFI? Has the input from Rail Central 

to their study on the cumulative affect of traffic also been seriously compromised? It 

is hard to see how Northampton Gateway can complete work on the cumulative affect 

of two SRFIs when only half of the data is available? Maybe they will also have to 

wait until November in order to complete their work in this area. 

 

Given the poor track record of Ashfield Land/Gazeley, at submitting clear and 

workable information, there must be real doubt that they can ever produce an orderly 

and well thought out application. However, if they are granted an extension, 

we would ask that they are instructed to consult fully (including a new public 

consultation) on all changes that they make to their original application.  It seems 

highly unlikely that this could be achieved by November but nonetheless, in the 

interest of fairness, we would see it as an essential and minimum requirement to 

granting an extension. 

 

I will close by saying that Gayton PC is unanimous in its opposition to this poorly 

thought out and badly managed project and believe it is being used as a vehicle to 

bypass local planning rather than to meet any obvious strategic need. We are pleased 



to have the opportunity to have our say and hope that this small contribution will 

contribute to the decision making process. 
 

Carl Hamilton 

Chairman, Gayton PC 


