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COUNCILLOR GARETH EALES REPRESENTATIONS – 
BARKER BUILDING, COUNTESS ROAD N/2019/0563 

 
FAO PLANNING COMMITTEE – Northampton Borough Council. 
 
Let me start by stating that since the Barker Building site has been derelict, it has been a hive for 
anti-social and criminal behaviour and as the local Councillor I of course want something to be 
done with it.  But I have some serious concerns about this particular planning application and 
must object to it. I will outline the rationale as to why and ask that you please take this into 
consideration and that you reject this application. 
 

 INSUFFICIENT PARKING PROVISION 
 
There is proposed to be 68 flats on this site and only 72 parking spaces, only four of which are 
for visitors. So given there are 18 two bedroom flats, it is highly likely that the number of 
inhabitants in this building with cars at only one time could be in excess of 100, so there is a 
crystal clear deficit of parking spaces. That means additional parking onto Countess Road, 
Lyttleton Road, Monmouth Road, Newport Road, Chepstow Close and Raymond Road...streets 
that are jammed as it is...adding these extra vehicles into the mix would be a disaster. 
 
I draw your attention to para 6.2 in your report and the highlighted section: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The above highlighted statement is entirely false. In March & April of this year myself and 
Northamptonshire Highways embarked upon a widespread survey of streets in my elected area 
that suffer with parking pressures. Including streets directly on and around the Barker Building.  
See the below email as proof of this survey’s existence and whereabouts it went… 
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The letter and survey that went out can be found in Appendix A & B on pages 5-7. Question: 
Why would Highways undertake a parking survey with me and they pay for the postage to over 
1000 houses if there was not an existing parking problem?  They wouldn’t. There clearly is a 
parking problem in this area, it is misleading at best, disingenuous at worst to state otherwise. 
Furthermore, when this planning application opened to consultation the below representations 
were made to Planning from Northamptonshire Highways on 28th May 2019… 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note the sentence “The area surrounding the development site is heavily parked with little to no 

residual on-street parking capacity.” Further proof of an existing parking problem. Miraculously, 

these representations were diluted and reversed subsequently, hence the rose tinted version of 

the parking situation in your report.   

I will use the stated formula and do the math on this application: 

· Parking for a 1 Bed = 1 Space; which means 50 
· Parking for a 2 Bed = 2 Spaces; which means 36 
· 0.25 visitor parking spaces per apartment. which means 17 (0.25 of 68 flats) 
 
Equals = 103 parking spaces needed...so there would be a deficit of 31 spaces. Therefore, this 
application is in breach of current Northamptonshire Highways Parking Standards.  That in itself 
should be grounds enough for rejection in my view. 
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 EXISITNG NBC PLANNING POLICIES 
 
I am also concerned that within this proposal there is absolutely no amount of affordable 
housing offered in this plan. Current Northampton Borough Council policy is that developments 
that have 15 or more dwellings should contain 35% of affordable housing within. See below 
snippet from our policy documentation… 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

We cannot as a local authority breach our own planning policies, so that also should in my view 
be grounds for a rejection. 
 

 NO SECTION 106 
 
Also there is nothing on offer for the local community, in the form of Section 106 monies, which 
should be used to mitigate the impact of a development like this on the local community and 
provide benefits or infrastructure.  
 

Personally, I am sick to the back teeth of seeing housing developments get approved and to hell 
with the impact on existing residents.  Yes, absolutely we need to build more homes, but they 
have to be schemes that benefit everyone.  
 
So it begs the question...what benefit is there in this scheme for the people who live 
locally?  The answer is nothing. There is not one penny on offer for the local community and all 
my constituents will inherit is yet more parking problems.   
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 IN SUMMARY 

 

Every single resident I have spoken to has opposed this proposal and 83% rejected it in an online 
poll. 
 
In my humble opinion, this authority all too often succumbs meekly to the wishes of developers 
and frankly ignores the needs of wider population or those living nearby. What is needed here in 
my opinion is a revised plan with a more modest level of properties, in order that there would 
be sufficient onsite parking, there should also be a level of affordable housing contained and 
ideally a modest financial contribution that can be invested into the local area. That is a 
reasonable expectation and I feel the burden is on both Planning Officers and the Planning 
Committee to pursue that outcome. It is tragic that I should have to go to these lengths to 
ensure Highways and Planning policies are adhered to, along with a sense of fairness. 
 

As the local Borough & County Councillor and based on this existing proposal, I feel entirely 
obligated to oppose this planning application, for all the reasons I have explained.  I genuinely 
feel it would be to the detriment of local people. It is my job to stand up and speak out, that is 
what I am doing unashamedly so, as it is my elected responsibility.  I truly hope you as 
committee members concur with my perspective and reject application N/2019/0563. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Gareth Eales 
Spencer Ward – NBC 
Dallington Spencer Division - NCC 

 

20th September 2019 
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