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Caroline O'Neill

=Y
From: Bev Chapman (Maxey Grounds) <bchapman@maxeygrounds.co.uk>
Sent: 25 April 2017 12:47
Tos TRANSPORTANDWORKSACT 7
Subject: Network Rail Cambridgeshire Level Crossing Reduction Order
"~ Attachments: Brown_Objection.pdf; Network_Rail_Plan.pdf
Importance: : High

For the attention of the Secretary of State for Transport ‘

- Please find attached a letter of objection from our clients, Mr. Jonathan Brown and Mr. Robert Brown of E.C. Brown
and Sons. :

I shall be grateful if you will acknowledge safe receipt.

Yours sincerely,

B @ Chaprman

Secretary to Mrs. S.A. Pollard

Beverley Chapman acme
Administrator/Secretary
For and on behalf af Maxey Grounds & Co (1P
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! !‘ EXEY ] Your Ref:
' G R Q U N DS . Our Ref:  SAP/BAC/16121
: Date: 24% April 2017

The Secretary of State for Transport,

C/o. Transport and Works Act Orders Unit,
General Counsel's Office,

Department for Transport,

Zone 1/18,

Great Minster House,

33 Horseferry Road

London, :

SW1P 4DR.'

Dear Sir,
Network Rail Cambridgeshire Level _Crossing Reductlon Order

We act on behalf of Mr. Jonathan Brown and Mr. Robert Brown tradlng as E C. Brown
and Sons of Wypemere Farm, 257 Benwick Road, Whittlesey, Peterborough, PE7 2HG, who
farm the land adjacent to Lattersey Field Farm, which would be affected by the proposed
footpath, shown on the enclosed plan as length No. 16. Our Clients are extremely
concerned about the proposed footpath, so much so, that they have gone to the trouble and
expense to appoint us as thelr Agent to write to you w;th regard to their objectlon to the
proposal.

Background

E C. Brown and Sons are a long established famlly farmmg partnershlp who have
farmed in the immediate loc:ahty for several generations. They are extremely progresswe
and efficient and specialise in the growing of root crops, particularly potatoes and onions.
They, therefore, know the local area very well and are well-respected members of the

‘ commumty

Location _

e The proposed footpath is to the south of the railway line and a survey carried out by
Network Rail demonstrated that the local community would not make use of such a
footpath, indeed the uptake was so small (one person in a three day period), that this
pro;ect would not appear to be necessary, nor indeed feasible from a financial point
of view. Our Clients’ extensive knowledge of the local area, would also indicate that
there is no demand for such a footpath to the south of the railway line.
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The proposal for a footpath is extremely disruptive, as it would bnng practical
problems in respect of machinery usage and especially crop spraymg It would also
increase the administrative burden on the farmers.

- The proposed path does not lead to another footpath or walkway and would bring
‘any potential users out onto a busy main road, where there is no footpath to continue
their journey. Our Clients do, therefore, have significant concerns for pedestrians
from a safety point of view (see also comments below under Health and Safety).

Health and Safety and Environ_ment_g_! lssnﬁ'

The proposed footpath would require pedestrians to walk over agricultural land which
is belng actlvely farmed.

There would be a greater possibility of damage and contamination of crops.-

‘The footpath would give pedestrians direct access to the land and trespass onto the
field could not be prevented. This could potentially lead to significant Health and
Safety issues with regard to people coming into contact with heavy machinery and
chemical sprays and it is difficult to understand how these risks could be minimised
with an open pathway on the land.

The proposed pathway leads directly onto the main road and there is significant risk
of pedestrians coming into contact with oncoming vehicles at that point, as there is
no footpath alongside the main road.

Costs

At the time of such financial constraint and where use of public money is quite rightly
under constant scrutiny, it is difficult to understand how the cost of construction and
subsequent maintenance of the footbridge (shown as 9,10,11,12,13 & 14) can be
warranted. The cost of the proposed project would appear to be considerable and
vastly out of proportion, when evidence has shown it would hardly be used.

Our Clients received 20 identical copies of the original documentation from Bruton
Knowles, which in itself is a waste of resources and has taken them an inordinate
amount of time to sort through, to establish that the paperwork had been duplicated.
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Summary

It is difficult for our Clients to understand the benefits of this project and they strongly
object to the creation of any new footpath, believing that it is not necessary and would not be
used to any great extent, as proven by Network Rail's own survey.

The cost and disruption caused by the proposed footpath would appéar excessive in
this rural area, particularly as there appears to be no necessity for the footpath which only
leads onto a busy main road. ‘ :

We shall be gratefui if you will note their objection and consider the points raised.

Yours faithfully,

S\/\M/Lw/; PA v
e
SHIRLEY A. POLLARD, BA, MRICS, FAAV.
for and on behalf of Maxey Grounds & Co. LLP.






Transport and Works Act 1992 -

The Network Rail (Cambridgeshire Level Crossing Reduction) Order

COUNTY OF CAMBRIDGESHIRE, DISTRICT OF FENLAND
PARISH OF WHITTLESEY

Sheet 1
C15 - Brickyard Drove
Level dem_:m

WRRY 4 FOOTBRIDGE

WORK2 FOOTBRIGGE

i and P03
or TaTAKD
. FO04, PO fors et 3], | Foxgush beowwen oI P00 ari Stveet 2, PG . FORSECTIONS OF WORKS BEE SHEET I A
" | P08 {on Shoes 2} and PO fom Shewc ) PO 33 Detiwesn pokm KX and PR TR T T
Fnrestrivted povsess to cquin: g
+ti0.oo glant

 Acquiskian of Rights
| liouop plan:

= : \.\.\‘m.n.n.....ﬂ, =T
: N et R e T ¢ -
N R et
4 i Powess Limited w Temporacy Use of Land

Ho.on pland i

n

——= Conreine of Wosk.
Commencement of Work

l
1 Teminouon of wosk
A

.. it of Devioton

7773 tiniz of Lnd to be Acqulred! o Used

Andividual Land Parceis are shaded i
conyEsting shadss of grey

B Land Parcel tumber
{22 Yeevwark Ral Propeny

BRI Amss of Thind Party Land Benetriong
froim New Access Righs

—— Exlsting or Alicged Public Right of vay
s tiew Public Right of Wiay

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS
{F APPUCAILE)

S Trotic Roguiation Order Rafaience Po.at

> <= Admnishieive Boundarivs

X Ay INOTE: The area enclosed 5 any kmit of devlation or fimit of
D% KRR e e e e e e tanc! to be acqulred or used 5 the area exterdlig t the
P4 yeh; cac, oy iy guter edge of the ine marking those limits.

25 o ] 50 b 100 126
[ = 4 - b i d Motros

HORIZONTAL SCALE FOR PLAN 111250







