
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Dear Sirs 
 
Rail Central TR050004 Request for deferment of the Examination 
 
I write further to Ashfield Land’s request to defer the commencement of their application. 
 
I find it inconceivable that Ashfield Land could have got their modelling so wrong after so many years 
in the planning, that they need to delay things at this late stage, especially after joining forces with 
Gazeley who are experienced in building this type of development.  This is an element Ashfield Land 
were strongly challenged on by the local community during the consultation period so they have had 
more than enough time to make sure this was accurate and complete before submitting their 
application.  To even consider submitting their application if they clearly weren’t ready to proceed is 
yet another example of Ashfield Land’s haphazard approach throughout this process to date. 
 
It is absolutely crucial that the cumulative impact of both Northampton Gateway and Ashfield Land 
is examined, given the size and location of the two proposed developments. The timing of Ashfield 
Land’s request to defer, particularly the length of the deferment requested, being just one day 
before the Cumulative Impact hearing, would suggest that this is a deliberate attempt to try and 
prevent the cumulative impacts being considered.  This last minute request shows a complete 
disregard of the planning process and the impact this will have on our community, who have had the 
stress and upset of living with this for a number of years now. 
 
The fact that Ashfield Land do not intend to consult with the local community over any changes, 
according to their letter, suggests that these are likely to be considerable.  If this is the case, then 
presumably they will also have to re-work their environmental impact assessment, as changes to the 
traffic modelling cannot be done in isolation.  That they appear unwilling to engage with us over 
these changes is totally unacceptable and shows even further disregard for the local community.  
However, this is not surprising given their inability to engage in meaningful consultation or to 
register their many documents on the PINS site in a way that was logical and easy to navigate.   
 
Therefore, to conclude, I do not agree that Ashfield Land should be granted the requested 
deferment.   If, however, the Planning Inspectorate do agree to this, Ashfield Land must be required 
to consult with all stakeholders over any changes made, including Stop Rail Central and the local 
community.   Their revised traffic modelling should be independently scrutinised by an appropriate 
body to ensure it is actually ready for examination before being submitted, and further documents 
submitted should be openly communicated and easy to locate on the Planning Inspectorate site and 
interested parties should have the opportunity to comment on these. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
Linda Rogers 




