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1. Introduction

1.1 The County Council’s Cabinet agreed the Preferred Route for the A509 Isham Bypass on the 27th May 2003. It also decided that preparation work should continue towards a planning application. An Environmental Statement is required as part of the planning process and will accompany the planning application.

1.2 Atkins has prepared a Draft Environmental Statement.  A non-statutory public consultation commenced on 18th October 2004, seeking views on the environmental issues associated with the details of the proposed bypass.

1.3 The consultation feedback summarised in sections 3, 4 and 5 was received through

· Comments made to Atkins and NCC staff at the exhibitions

· Returned questionnaires

· Letters

2. CONSULTATION LETTER
2.1 The following local residents and organisations were sent an invitation to attend the exhibitions held at: Isham Village Hall on Tuesday 26th October 2004 and Little Harrowden Village Hall on Friday 12th November 2004

2.2 All households in the area covered by Isham, Pytchley, Little Harrowden and Great Harrowden, including businesses on Finedon Sidings Industrial Estate

2.3 Individual letters were sent to the Wider Reference Group and other interested parties listed below:

	MPs

Phil Sawford MP

Paul Stinchcombe MP

County Councillors:

James Ashton

Roy Mayhew 

Les Paterson 

Jim Wade

John Bailey

Jim Harker

District Councillors:

Maurice Bayes

Derek Darby

Mrs Michelle Evans

Ted Evans

Terry Freer

Alex Gordon

Christopher Groome

Mrs Ruth Groome

Jim Hakewill

Michael Harrison

David Whyte

Varbo Ager

Isham Parish Council:

Mrs Emma Whyte Chair 

Mrs Alison McLaven Clerk

Alan Jenkinson 

Little Harrowden Parish Council:

Steven Clack Chair 

Mrs Sandy White Clerk 

Pytchley Parish Council:

Mrs Pat Hobson Chair 

Mrs Rosie Warne Clerk 

Andrew Macredie 

Alan Lodge 
	Mrs Pat Jones 

Christopher Lamb

Bill Parker

Malcolm Waters

Jonathan West

Ken Harrington

Mrs Eileen Higgins

David Old

Cyril Palmer

Bhupendra Patel

Mrs Patricia Raymond

Graham Ridge

George Ryan

Graham Sherwood

Geoff Timms

Malcolm Ward

Alan Warwick

Great Harrowden Parish Meeting: Andrew Johnson Clerk 

Finedon Parish Council: 

Mrs Emma Baker Clerk

Orlingbury Parish Council: 

Steve Miles Chair 

Mrs Alison McLaven Clerk  

Barry Rootham 

Burton Latimer Town Council:

Derek Zanger Chair

George Sneddon Clerk 

John Cutmore 


	Interest Groups:

A509 Development Group 

Mike Parker 

Finedon Station Road Residents Mrs Vivienne Lighten

Richard Frankcam 

Furnace Lane Action Group

Mrs Yvonne Blood

Mrs Grethal Vaughan

Hemmingwell Residents Ass. Mrs Cathy Mulholland

Hill Top Road Residents

Roy Wilkinson 
Ise Valley Protection Group 

John Lambert 

Richard Marshall,
Isham Main Road Action Group
John Tilley

Robert Rait 
	Queensway Area Residents Ass. 

Mrs Kay Lodder

Oak View & The Banks Action Group

Philip Wallington

Redhill Grange West A Group

Mike Blenkinsop

Redhill Farm Action Group

Steve Mason

Appleby Close Action Group

John Burton

Mike Chislett

The Downs Action Group

Neil Kipling

Safewings 
Andrew Meads

Winston Drive Residents

Mrs Margaret Mountain

Robert Taylor


	Additional Consultees:

Borough Council of Wellingborough

Mr McArdle, Chief Executive

Mrs Martin-Bennison

Mr P Thompson

James Wilson 

Mr Entwistle

Mr Pulling
	Kettering Borough Council

Mr S Richardson

Mr Hammond

Mr Longley


	Other Organisations:

Amco Engineering

Anglian Water

British Telecomm

Central Networks

Connect

Countryside Agency

CPRE - Campaign to Protect Rural 

England (Northamptonshire)
English Heritage

English Nature
Environment Agency

Evening Telegraph

Freight Transport Association

Government Office-East


	Government Office East Midlands

GPSS – Government Pipelines & Storage Systems
Highways Agency

Kettering Police

Northampton Wildlife Trust

Northampton Police

NTL

Road Haulage Association

The North Northants Badger Group

The Ramblers Association

The Wildlife Trusts

Transco plc




3. Exhibition Attendance and issues raised
3.1 The exhibition in Isham was held on Tuesday 26th October 2004 and a total of 150 people signed in.

3.2 The exhibition in Little Harrowden was held on Friday 12th November 2004 and a total of 117 people signed in.

3.3 The following is a list of Issues raised with Atkins and NCC personnel at Exhibitions

Table 1.1: Issues raised with Atkins and NCC personnel at Exhibitions

	Many times
	Hardwick Brook, culvert should be big enough to divert the right of way through it.

Several people were concerned about crossing the dual carriageway at grade.

What happens to the remnant of old road at Pytchley roundabout - and other remnants.

Bridleway GW15 should be diverted through nearby culvert - need to check feasibility

WEAST - clarify our expectation of the traffic generation and distribution; include references to road links to the development.

Bridleway GW15 should be diverted through nearby culvert 

Serious concerns over at-grade bridleway and footway crossings particularly at northern end of scheme.

Bridleways: Noted that currently to use bridleway GW15 they do not need to cross the A509.  In future access will be across a dual carriageway.  Plans do not show full length of bridleway to west.

Footpath TK18 is well used and should have bridge provided

Orlingbury Road is unsafe for cyclists and it is important that the overbridge is designed with segregated cyclist and pedestrian facilities

Orlingbury Road is a 7.5 tonne limit however is regularly used by larger vehicles

Orlingbury Road (again) problems with rat running which will continue to pass through Isham village

Rat running along Orlingbury Road and use by HGV’

Suggest culverts utilised for GW2 & TM18.

Rat run' Hill Top Road through Little Harrowden to access Park Farm Industrial Estate or Sywell and Northampton

The railway route is the best

Why doesn’t the route run to the east and connect with Finedon Road Ind Estate or WEAST?

How do residents at Hill Top Road get across the junction?

HGVs and cars will increase thro Little Harrowden what are the – proposals to stop this

A lot of concern that the roundabout at Hilltop would make it easier for traffic to access the A509 leading to increased traffic in Main Street 

Concern about peds/cyclist crossing the A509 

Pushing for route 5 

Comments on redundant carriageway at Hilltop Road and to east at Hilltop 



	Sometimes
	Concern about dual carriageway terminating on A509 at a dangerous point 

Request for amenity weight limits in Little Harrowden and explanation of why we were not including them in scheme. 

Little Harrowden which was said to be narrow, parking problems and already carried too much traffic

The bypass will cause significant loss of the countryside and wildlife 

Infill development will take place at Isham due to the bypass; the council owns most of the land in this area

Single carriageway shown to the south of Hill Top when there is dual carriageway to the north? – this is dangerous

Why has the route changed from the east of Isham to the west?

The bypass is a fix – the decision has already been made (and lots more in the same vein)

Cycle/Horse/pedestrian Route across from Hill Top Road to Furnace Lane

Concern about accessing new road at Hill Top roundabout from Isham.  Will there be enough gaps?

Congestion bottleneck at tie in to existing road at southern end of scheme

Predominant westerly wind will bring pollutants generated on the bypass over and into the village. Was this considered when assessing noise and air quality figures?

Noise impacts individual properties - more detailed table needed showing adverse and beneficial impacts

Enquiry about including noise maps 

Noise impacts individual properties - more detailed table needed showing adverse and beneficial impacts

Several concerns about potential impact on golf course esp 10m high embankment

	One off comments
	HGVs from Weetabix and Burton Latimer and the industrial development at Finedon Sidings Ind Est will still go through Isham

What happens to the bus stop opposite houses at Hill Top Road?

Explosives store access - there are numerous lorries that visit the store and block the road while they are reversing to get into the access track.  

NCC is the major landowner on the bypass route

Any compensation for emotional stress

River Ise flood plane is reduce on new plans published by EA

HGV ban in Isham post bypass opening required 

To reduce noise impact on the properties at the end of Winston Drive/Fairfield Road can the angle of slope on east side of cutting be varied to reflect noise?

Enquires about offsite planting

Ensure field drains are picked up in design

NCC did not disclose interest in land at northern end of scheme

Disagreement with visual impact assessment –properties will be affected with views over the bungalows on the north side of Fairfield Road

Opposition to Orlingbury Road being closed while bridge is being built.

Suggestion a different layout at the north end (amend jA14 realign proposal, avoid housing on A509 r’bout north of Isham, do not affect existing A509)

Concerns about origins and destinations of traffic using the A509

Wellingborough Golf Club - What trees will be lost –any TPO’s affected on the golf course
Wellingborough Golf Club Agronomy issues – damage to green due to proximity of high embankment and poor air circulation

Proposed gravel extraction in river Ise valley will have environmental impact

Why a straight HGV ban through the village would not solve the traffic problem.

Noise levels in ES - are these internal/external, upstairs/downstairs?

Whether there is to be an HGV ban on Station Road Burton Latimer. Possibility of routing agreement with Weetabix to ensure they use new road

Kingfishers on Hardwick Brook, culvert needs to be big enough for kingfishers to fly through and mammals to pass.  


4. SUMMARY OF QUESTIONNAiRE RESPONSES
4.1 The consultation period ran from 20 October 2004 to the 17 December 2004, but representations have been accepted up to 6 January 2005.  

4.2 339 questionnaires (with responses from 505 people), of approximately 1900 questionnaires distributed to households, Councils, Burton Latimer Town Council and the Wider Reference Group have been received.  This is a response rate of 18%.
4.3 An examination of individual responses showed that 75% of responses (380 people) broadly support the idea of building a Bypass for Isham.  These figures indicate a very high level of support for the Bypass from the local residents.

4.4 A total of 41% (207) supported the preferred route.  A total of 39% (197) did not support the preferred route

4.5 Within Isham 82% supported a bypass and 53% support the preferred route.

Table 2.1: The approximate total number of residents on the electoral register

	Parish
	Electors
	Households

	Isham
	588
	301

	Little Harrowden
	718
	379

	Great Harrowden
	66
	32

	Pytchley
	401
	211

	Total
	1773
	923


The responses to Questions 1 and 2 are summarised below:

	Parish
	Questionnaires Returned
	Number of People Replying
	Question 1.
Do you support the idea of a Bypass
	Question 2.

Do you support the preferred route

	
	
	
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No

	Isham
	152
	233
	193
	34
	124
	80

	Little Harrowden
	87
	130
	72
	53
	22
	65

	Great Harrowden
	10
	13
	9
	4
	2
	7

	Pytchley
	34
	45
	36
	8
	11
	28

	Orlingbury
	11
	15
	10
	5
	0
	10

	Burton Latimer
	20
	39
	39
	0
	39
	0

	Other
	25
	30
	21
	8
	9
	7

	Total
	339
	505
	380
	112
	207
	197


Table 2.2: Summary to Questions 1 and 2
5. Summary of QUESTIONNAIRE Comments

5.1 The following is a list of key comments from the questionnaires.  An additional summary of comments are contained in a separate file.
5.2 General Comments

· Wrong Option - should be eastern route along railway corridor

· Proposal should be considered in conjunction with Isham to Wellingborough Improvement and wider planning issues i.e. WEAST

· Will encourage addition traffic to “Rat Run” through Little Harrowden

· Will encourage infill housing

· Concerns about change from dual to single carriageway south of Hill Top

· Impact on Great Harrowden/Redhill Grange junctions with additional traffic

· Devaluation of properties
5.3 Environmental Statement Related Comments

Positive

· In cutting near to houses

· Away from Ise Valley wildlife corridor

Negative
· Rights of Way provision.  Bridges and underpasses should be provided

· Too close to properties Fairfield Road/Winston Drive

· Environmental impact destroying unspoilt countryside and impacting on wildlife

· Prevailing winds carry noise/pollution over village

· Noise impact

· Light pollution 

· Better quality farm land taken

· Visual intrusion into country side
5.4 Other Comments

· Provision of private means of access

· Ensuring old highways are not subject to abuse

· Reducing the impact oat the southern tie-in

· Providing facilities for cyclists
6. SUMMARY OF RESPONSES from the wider reference group and letters from other interested parties
6.1 RESPONSES FROM LOCAL MP’s, COUNCILS & COUNCILLORS

1. Cllr Christopher Groome (Questionnaire)
· Where it is near to housing, it is in cutting to minimise the adverse impacts to residents.

· It mostly uses arable land (set-aside) rather than ecologically valuable land.

· The design makes good use of landscaping and planting.

· It needs to be done as soon as possible.  Isham is terrible at the moment and it will remove some of the dangerous stretches of the A509.

2. Cllr James Hakewill (Questionnaire)
· We need to ensure that all footpaths are diverted so that no pedestrian has to cross the carriageways dodging the traffic.

3. Cllr Geoffrey Timms

· At the junction with the A14 traffic leaving Isham would be at a disadvantage against the early morning rush.

· The closeness of the proposed bypass to houses in Winston Drive is to be disputed.

· The proposed route uses mostly 1st class agricultural land.

· The proposed route would cut across a very large area Badger Sett and also a Roman Road, which at one section is used as a footpath.

4. Pytchley Parish Council

· Still believe route 5, albeit with detailed revisions to reduce the impact on Furnace Lane, is the most appropriate route.

· The proposed route is an intrusion into open countryside and utilises high quality agricultural land.

· It would further impact on Pytchley in terms of noise and visual amenity especially with lit roundabouts.  The villages of Orlingbury and the Harrowdens would be similarly affected.

5. Little Harrowden Parish Council

· Route 2 is unnecessary.  It is possible to bypass Isham, rejoining the A509 half a mile outside Isham, solving the traffic problem without causing injustice to neighbouring communities and the environment.

· Isham cannot justify bypassing 32 properties at such expense to the environment.

· The road cuts off public footpaths

6. Chair of Orlingbury  Parish Council – (Questionnaire Steve Miles)
· Believes totally wrong route and that route 5 is still the best route.

7. Kettering Borough Council
· The Borough Council wish to make no observations on the Draft Environmental Statement and maintains its support for Route 2, as the preferred route of the proposed A509 Isham Bypass.

8. Borough Council of Wellingborough

· The traffic flows do not take into account those flows that will be generated as a result of the WEAST development.

· It is important that everything possible is done to reduce the large visual impact of the new road on the surrounding area.

· Detailed watercourse surveys should be carried out as soon as possible, preferably before the full environmental survey.

· It is considered that the Environmental Statement should include information on whether the best available methods of noise mitigation are to be employed in the scheme to reduce the predicted noise levels.

· The assessment should include local air quality data available for Isham from the Borough Council of Wellingborough to corroborate the model outcomes produced in the report.

· We consider that at-grade footpath crossings on a road of this nature are unacceptable and should cross the road by either footbridge or underpass.

· As cycling/pedestrian facilities will not be included on the bypass, signing should therefore be used to direct them away and adequate works should be done on the existing retained road systems to improve the facilities and encourage there use.

· The Borough Council would wish to be consulted as part of the process of managing the impact of the construction process.

9. A6 Towns Forum

· Endorsed the Draft Environmental Statement, apart from the roundabout provision at the Hill Top junction and would like the provision of a hard shoulder on the new bypass.

10.  Kettering Area Forum

· Meeting 19 January 2005

11. Kettering Environmental Panel

Comments from the Panel included:

· Amount of land that would be affected.

· Noise pollution to houses in Isham.

· Existing pond disturbance.

· Need for cycling route links from existing road.

· Need for cycling/pedestrian links across the roundabout at the northern end of the route.

· Air pollution would improve in Isham.

12. Wellingborough Area Committee

· Welcome the progress made on the scheme and endorse the contents of the draft environmental statement.

13. Wellingborough Partnership - Environmental Task Group

· Draft minutes received – awaiting official response.
· Topics discussed included:
a) Use of old road or bypass as cycle route

b) Noise and Air Quality not in breach of standards

c) Method of crossing bypass for venerable users
6.2 RESPONSES FROM CONSULTEES

1. English Heritage
· Telephone response – that they have no further comment to add.

2. English Nature

· Awaiting reply

3. Environment Agency

· Awaiting reply

4. The Countryside Agency

· Awaiting reply

5. Campaign to Protect Rural England (Northamptonshire)
· There is no doubt that Isham needs to be relieved of traffic but it needs to be done in the best interests of the wider community

· A project on this scale should be considered strategically with the development of WEAST and the rest of the Milton Keynes and South Midlands Sub-Regional Plan.

· The main environmental downside is that it is placed on totally undeveloped land most of which is officially designated as tranquil.
6. Government Office-East
· No reply

7. Government Office-East Midlands
· No reply

8. Highways Agency Network Strategy (Questionnaire – J Surti)
· Questionnaire response supporting the preferred route.

9. The North Northants Badger Group

· No comment at this time but would like the opportunity to comment on the final badger report and the mitigation measures when they have been produced.

10. The Ramblers Association

· Consideration for safe crossings for walkers, cyclists and horse riders and recommend provision of underpasses in addition to the footbridge.
· Whilst supporting the idea if a bypass do not consider the current preferred route to be a bypass for Isham

· Preferred route is too damaging to be considered environmentally acceptable
11. Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust

· Awaiting reply

12. The Road Haulage Association Ltd

· Awaiting reply

13. Freight Transport Association

· Awaiting reply
6.3 RESPONSES FROM LOCAL ACTION GROUPS

1. A509 Development Group

· Strongly opposed to the preferred route.

· Commissioned the Babtie Group to review the preferred route, who came up with several comments to challenge the reasons for this route to be recommended.

2. Finedon Station Road Residents Association (Questionnaire V Lighten)
· Support the preferred route.

3. Furnace Lane Action Group (FLAG)
· Support the preferred route as it provides the best accident reduction, the least environmental impact and affects the least number of residential properties.

4. Hill Top Road Residents (Questionnaire R Wilkinson)
· Support a bypass but are opposed to the preferred route.

5. Ise Valley Protection Group (IVPG)

· Strongly support the preferred route and feel that any route to the east of the village would be environmentally unacceptable.
6. Isham Main Road Action Group (Questionnaire J Tilley)
· Support the preferred route.

7. Queensway Area Residents Assoc. (Questionnaire K Lodder)
· Support the preferred route.

8. Redhill Farm Action Group (Questionnaire S Mason)
· Support the preferred route.

9. Appleby Close Action Group (Questionnaire M Chislett & J Burton)
· The A509 needs to be developed as a strategic route between the A14 roundabout at Kettering and the A45 roundabout at Wellingborough.  The preferred route plus the proposed extension satisfies this requirement, but the preferred route on its own does not.

10. The Downs Action Group

· Support the preferred route because it causes the least impact on the surrounding communities and provides the optimum route in terms of viability.

11. Winston Drive Residents (Questionnaire M Mountain)
· Support a bypass but are opposed to the preferred route.

12. Safewings (Questionnaire MA Meads)
· Support the preferred route.

6.4 RESPONSES FROM RESIDENTS & OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES
Landowners/Tenants

1. D & J Bennie (J Bennie & Son) (Questionnaire)
· Supports the preferred route
2. Philip Harpur (Burton Latimer Estates) (Questionnaire)
· Supports the preferred route but would like the extension to be included.
3. Stephen Reynolds (Reynolds Farmers Ltd)

· Supports a bypass for Isham but not the preferred route, as he feels it will create far more problems than it solves.  Would prefer route 10 for an Isham Bypass or route 5 as the best alternative for a dual carriageway from the A14 to Wellingborough.

4. Richard Reynolds (Reynolds Farmers Ltd) (Questionnaire)
· Does not support the idea of a bypass.
5. Mr W V Tarry (Pytchley Lodge Farm) (Questionnaire)
· Supports the preferred route.

6. Mr J Hilsdon (Harrowden Farms Ltd) (Questionnaire)
· Supports the preferred route.
7. Mr A J Middleton (Coppicemoor Farm) (Questionnaire)
· Supports the idea of a bypass but not the preferred route as he feels it should also bypass Great Harrowden.
8. Wellingborough Golf Club

· No strong feelings with regards to a bypass for Isham but have reservations relating to the proposed section of road from Hill Top to Great Harrowden.

· Great Harrowden Hall is a Grade 1 listed building with Grade 2 star listed grounds and the facilities will be significantly and detrimentally affected by these works.

· The environment, landscape and visual impact immediately outside the grounds may well have a negative effect on the value of the Wellingborough Golf Club trustees’ holding.

9. Northamptonshire County Council (Property Services)
· Content with the proposals
Other Interested Parties

1. Kimbolton Fireworks

· Our needs for firework storage are well catered for on our site and there is very little likelihood that we would ever wish to revert to high explosive for which the safety distances are covenanted. 

2. Jeanette Whiting – Isham

· Opposed to the preferred route – think it would be better located to the east along the railway line.
· Believe that the preferred route would increase the traffic problems.
· High grade agricultural land would be carved up.
· Increase in noise and light pollution to nearby properties.
3. Mrs H & Miss P Jackson – Isham

· Support a bypass but not the preferred route – the original preferred route along the railway line would be better suited.

4. Mr & Mrs Pickles – Isham

· Support the idea of a bypass and the preferred route even though we acknowledge that any scheme/route for a bypass will have an environmental impact.

5. John & Ginny Evans – Great Harrowden

· Opposed to the idea of a bypass for Isham because the scheme is too localised to be an effective upgrade to the A509.

6. Mr & Mrs D Giddins – Burton Latimer

· Support the preferred route.
· Would also like to support the Isham to Wellingborough Improvement Scheme as this would provide the best possible relief to the A509, causing minimal effect on properties and the environment.
7. Rod & Jan Derry – Orlingbury

· Support the idea of a bypass for Isham but not the preferred route.
· A road within an already accepted transport corridor would have less visual impact than a road which transverses open countryside.
8. John Harrington – Orlingbury

· Opposed to a bypass for Isham as it will only push the problems on to other villages.
9. L J Wrangle – Wellingborough

· There is no logical explanation in proceeding with the placement of this road.
· If the governing bodies and governments of this country continue in this vain to plough up the countryside in the name of progress, they will destroy what is effectively one of the most picturesque countries in the world and lost for present and future  generations.
· Roads are an important part of our infrastructure but they also need to be positioned with practicality in mind and a caring nature for our environment.
Atkins
Riverside House
Riverside Way

Northampton

Northamptonshire NN1 5NX
Telephone  +44 01604 238100
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info@atkinsglobal.com
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Atkins is one of the world’s leading providers of professional, technology based consultancy and support services. In recent years, it has expanded from its historical base in traditional engineering, management consultancy and property services into related technological consultancy and the management of outsourced facilities. With over 14,000 staff worldwide, Atkins has enormous expertise, providing both breadth and depth of knowledge in an extremely diverse range of disciplines.








Our clients are varied and include governments, local and regional authorities, funding agencies and commercial and industrial enterprises. We help our clients to realise their objectives by developing and delivering practical solutions, adding value to their businesses through the application of our experience, innovative thinking and state-of-the-art technology.
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