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Management & Gazeley GLP

Date: 21 March 2019 22:50:37

Dear Sir or Madam

1. Registered interested parties:

Our reference: 20011421
Our reference: 20011422
Our reference: 20011423

2. Deadline for comment

We note in the first instance the deadline of 1st April and therefore set our comments prior
to that deadline.

3. Definition of terms

We understand there to be two very significant adjacent Proposals with potential to
negatively affect our local area being:

Ref: Rail Central Development (RCD) - Ashfield Land Management and Gazeley
GLP Northampton SARL
Ref: Northampton Gateway Rail Freight Interchange (NGD) (TR050006) - Roxhill
Developments Limited

 4. Objection to a Proposed Delay by RCD to Examination

We understand and object to the Ashfield Land Management and Gazeley GLP
Northampton SARL proposed delay to the RCD Examination from April 2019 to
November 2019. We believe the Government has a Duty of Care to ensure that
development of land in our country should benefit the economic and social welfare of all
its citizens, local and national. There are two very substantial developments proposed in
the vicinity of our residence. If the Examination of the two significant developments are
separated from one another, as proposed, the meaningful assessment of cumulative effects
will consequently appear diminished. In other words, if the NGD Examination (April
2019) becomes distanced from the RCD Examination (proposed for November 2019) the
total impact of the two developments will potentially appear to be less than the cumulative
impact suggests. 

5. Objection to RCD Consultatlon Incomplete

In our opinion, RCD has not involved us adequately as local residents in a satisfactory
process of Consultation. In our opinion, documents have not been made available to us,
consultation has not been timely or communicated appropriately. In our opinion,
documents deemed to be final versions have not been circulated nor have they accurately
reflected the input from us as local constituents and stakeholders. Where further substantial
changes are to be made to the Final Application then these surely must be the subject of
consultation with stakeholders in accordances with the Planning Act prior to submission
and acceptance for Examination.



6. Ojection to RCD Highways & Traffic Plan and Environmental Statement
Revisions
 
An RCD Environmental Statement was drawn up prior to the findings of additional
Highways and Traffic Studies. These additional Studies are expected to result in a revision
to the Highways and Traffic Plan as well as to the Environmental Statement. The
differences between the initial plan and the findings expected to inform the revised plan
appear to be of such significance that the process should be investigated to ensure
impartiality of the assessment team. In particular, traffic modelling appears to reflect a lack
of vigour and in our opinion, measures of the impact of elements, including light polution,
are not adequately addressed.

We seek an acknowledgement of our objection and further information regarding the
process going forward.

Regards,

Nicola, Peter & Elizabeth Wilkinson




